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Workmen  on  Government  Buildings — Question,  Mr.  Cremer;  Answer, 

A  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Leveson  Gower)  . .  . .  120 

Bzoistration  of  Voters  (Ireland)  Act — Expenses  op  Preparing  Lists — 
Questions,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  . .  . .  . .  131 

Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland^ — Attack  oh  Mrs.  Hamilton,  Langan — 
Question,  Captain  M'Calmont;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) . ,  , ,  , , 
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Mahbiage  with  a  Bboeased  Wife'b  Sisteb — Lsoi8LATioN-~Que8tioii,  Mr. 
H.  Gardner;  Answer,  The  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir 'William 
HarconrtJ     . .  . .  . ,  . .  . .  123 

Phi VI LEGE— Question,  Mr,  Blllon  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker    . .  . .  123 

Distress  in  Ireland— Supply  uf  Seed — Questions,  Mr.  Deasy,  Mr.  Dillon; 

Answers,  The  ChioC  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morl^)  . .  123 

OBDEB   OF   THE  DAY, 


Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2)  Bill  [Bill  1181— 

JUovtd,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  necond  time," — {Mr.  SeereUry  for 
Seothnd)       .,  . .  . .  . .  . .  125 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Quectioa,  io  order  to  add  the 
worda  "  it  is  requisite  that  any  meaiare  intended  for  the  tmproveraeot  of  the  con- 
dition of  the  population  of  the  Islands  on  the  Weft  Coast  of  Scotland  should  make 
proririon  for  asuHting  tiie  voluntary  emigration  of  families  from  ctugested  dis- 
biots," — {Mr.  AAfHMy,)— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :  " — After  long  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agretd  io : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  mid  cvm- 
mitttd  for  Monday  next. 

MOTIONS. 


Bailway  and  Canal  Trafflo  Bill— 

Movtd,    That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  better  r^oUtion  of  Rulway 
and  Canal  Traffic ;  and  for  other  parposea,*' — {Xr.  Henri/ S.  Fowler)  ..  219 

Debate  adjourned  till  Thvrtday. 

Bolicitors'  Annual  Certiflcatd  Duty  "WH— Ordered  {Mr.  O'Bea,  Mr.  Deasy,  Mr. 
Dioger  Orai/y  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr.  Sexton);  preeented,  and  read  the  first  time 
[BiU133]  ..  ..  ..  ..  219 

Hyde  Park  Corner  (New  Streets)  Bill — 

Select  Committee  to  consist  of  Five  Members,  Three  to  be  nominated  by  the  House,  and 
Two  by  the  Committee  of  Stdection  .,  ..  219 

[12.45.] 

LOBDS,  TUESDAY,  MABOH  9. 

Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland)  Bill- 
Bill  for  regulating  the  police  and  sanitary  administration  of  towns  and 
populous  places ;  and  for  facilitating  the  union  of  police  and  municipal 
administration  in  barghs  in  Scotland — PreunUd  {Tfta  Earl  of  Elgin)  ^ 
read  1'  (No.  28;  . .  . .  . .  . .  230 

Arbitration  Bill  (No.  17)- 

Mo9»d,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,"— f  7%«  Lord  Bramwell)  , .  220 

"  After  short  debate.  Motion  agrnd  to : — ^Bill  read  2'  acoordingly. 

JuBtioes'  JuriadicUon  Bill  (No.  18)— 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2>,"— ( lord  Bramwoll)  . .  223 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agrwd  Io :— Bill  read  2'  aocordingply. 
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LftW  of  Evidence  Amendment  BUI  (No.  19)— 
Movtd,  "  That  the  Bill  be  noV  read  2»,"— ( Ths  Lord  Bramwalt)  , .  228 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agrwd  to ; — Bill  read  2*  accordingly. 

National  Gallebt — Hours  of  Opssisq — Addbehb  fob  a  Fapbb— 

ifMH^  **  That  an  hamhie  Address  he  jireseDted  to  Her  Usjesty  for  copy  of  a  Memo, 
tudam  drawn  up  and  sigacd  by  the  Dtrectw  and  TrnitAes  of  ih«  National  Qallery 
with  reference  to  the  risks  and  iaconrentenee  atteotUn^  the  proposed  opening  of 
the  Gallery  on  week  days  np  to  10  p.m.,"— ( TUtf  ViteoHHt  Sldmout^  ..  330 

After  short  debate,  Address  cffreed  to. 

Sailwats — AiiLOTjcENTs  TO  Sebtants — QuestioD,  Observations,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Huntly ;  Beply,  The  Lord  President  of  the  Coundl  (Earl 
Spencer)       . .  . .  . .  . .  232 

[6.0.3 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  MAROH  9. 
PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 

Mncietier  UMp  Canal  Jtill  {ijf  Order)— 
JHotei,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (Sir  Charlet  Fonttr)  233 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  *'  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  six  months,"— (Zorif 
Claud  Bamilton.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " 
—After  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Mwti^  <*  That  the  Bill  bo  referred  to  a  Committee  to  be  nominated  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection,"— (iorrf  Claud  HamiUon)  . .  . .  . .  27S 

Aft^  short  debate,  Question  put:— The  House  ifmrf«7;  Ayes  61,  Noes 
375 ;  Majority  314. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .  278 

Moved,  That  the  Votes  of  the  Bight  honourable  David  Plunket  and 
Mr.  Tipping  be  disallowed,"— (J/r.  Sexton)  . .  , .  282 

After  short  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  81,  Noes 
291 ;  Majority  210.— (Dir.  List,  No.  22.) 

The  Entry  in  the  Totes        . .  . .  . .  . .  264 

Bill  emmUied. 

Midland  Mailtcay  Sill  {hy  Order)— 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [2nd  MaTch],  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  Beoond  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leare  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
«orda  "  thii  House,  whilst  not  unwilling  to  consider  favourably  an  application  from 
the  said  Com^ny,  under  proper  conditions,  for  power  to  make  arrangements  with 
other  Companies  tending  to  economise  the  cost  of  transport  to  the  Company,  refuses 
to  entertain  the  same  as  a  mere  incident  in  a  Bill  for  misceUaneoiis  objocta,  and  un- 
accompanied by  the  offer  of  any  compensating  advantages  to  the  public," — (Sir 
Bernhard  ^amwicon,]— instead  thereof. 

Qaestion  again  pro|K>8ed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  Question :  " — Debate  resumed  . .  , .  285* 

After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  toith^awn. 

Main  Qaestion  again  proposed,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time : " — ^After  furUier  short  debate,  Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  io : 
—Bill  read  a  second  timo,  and  eemmitted. 

VOL.  OOCm.  [xniRD  SBBIM.]       L    "  1 
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Inland  Navigation  and  Dbainaoe  (Ireland)— The  Babbow  Dbairaob — 
Question,  Mr.  Lalor;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  . .  803 

Steamships  between  Vancouver  and  Japan— The  Inter-Departuental 
Committee— Question,  Mr.  Puleston ;  Answer,  The  Under  Sewetary 
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Uxnma  or  ths  House — Ash  Wednesday — 
Moved,  "  That  this  House  will  meet  To-morrow  at  Two  of  the  olook/* — 

(Mr.  CJtancillor  of  the  Exehequer)  . .  . .  . .  304 

After  short  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  156,  Noes 

83 ;  Majority  74.— (Div.  list,  No.  23.) 

Obuboh  or  !E!N0LAin>  ut  Wales— Besolutiok — 

Mevedj "  That,  aa  the  Church  of  England  in  Wales  has  failed  to  fulfil  its  profeised 
ohjeiDt  as  a  means  of  promoting  tho  religious  interests  of  the  Welah  people,  and 
niuuaters  to  only  a  small  minority  of  the  population,  its  eoatinaanoe  oi  an  Established 
Church  in  the  Principality  it  an  anomaly  and  an  injastice  whidk  ought  no  Itrnger  to 
vd^"—{Mr.  Dillwyn)  ..  ..  306 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaTe  out  all  the  words  after  the  word  "  popnlsUon,"  in  line  4,  and  inmt  the 
wOTds,  "  fhie  House  ia  of  opinion  that  the  time  has  arriTod  iar  introdndnff,  witboat 
ddar,  into  its  organisation  loch  reforms  as  will  enable  it  to  adapt  itself  more 
efficiently  to  the  reUrions  needs  and  wishes  of  the  Welah  peoplei'^jtrr.  Albert 
Orey,) — instead  thereof. 

Qaestion  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part'of 
tiie  Question:" — ^After  debate,  Question  put:— The  House  divided t 
Ayes  229,  Noes  241  ;  Majority  12. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .  . ,  858 

Qaestion  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added  "  . .  . .  361 

Aftw  short  debate,  Question  put :— The  House  divided!  Ayes  251,  Noes 

152;  Majority  99.— (Div.  Hst,  No.  26.) 

Mfun  Question,  as  amended,  proposed        . .  . .  . ,  366 

After  short  debate,  Main  Question  put : — The  House  divided;  Ayes  49, 
Noes  346 ;  Majority  297.— (Div.  List,  No.  26.)  L^-l^O 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  MABOH  10. 
0RDER8  OF  THE 


Pnblic  Health  Acts  (Improvement  Expenses)  Bill  [Bill  7J— 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (ifr.  Dodde)        . .  367 
After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time, 
and  aommitted  for  Tuesday  23rd  March. 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  Bill  [Bill  27]— 
Moved,   "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Sir  Joeeph 

Pease)  . .  . .  . .  . .  376 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this  day  six  months," — {Mr. 

Addison.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 
— After  debate,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six  of  the  dock, 
the  Debate  stood  adjourned  till  To-norrour. 

MOTIONS, 


Xtmidval  Kates  Biil— Ordered  {Sfr.  Joteph  Oowea,  Xr.  Deddt,  Mr.  David  Smith) 

^rvMNtorf,  and  read  the  first  time  [BiU  134]  ..  ..  409 
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COmmisflionen  Clanges  Act  a847)  Amendment  Bill-O'^'*''  (^'•-  JTanaington, 

Mr.  Thomiu  Price,  Mr.  Winttrhotham)  ;  prttmted,  and  read  the  first  timo  [Bill  136]  409 

Places  of  Worship  Sites  BiU-0^rf«wi  {Mr.  John  EllU,  Mr.  Sorhse,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr. 

M'Arthur,  Mr.  flSnry  WiltM) ;  prumted,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  136]  .  -  409 
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L0ED8,  THUB8DAT,  MARCH  11. 

BuBUAH — Alleged  Dakgebous  PosmoN  ov  a  Gaubison  heae  MAimAiAT 
— Question,  Viscount  Cranbrook ;  Answer,  The  Secretarj  of  State  for 
India  (The  Earl  of  Kimberley)  ..  ..410 

QOTERNUEHT  OP  IhDIA. — ^MOTION  FOE  A    SeLXCT    OOMUnTEE.     JoiBT  CoH- 

MiTTEB  OF  Inquiry — 

Mvvtd,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  bo  appointed  to  join  with  a  Committee  of  the 

Commons  to  inqnire  into  the  operation  of  the  following  Acts  of  Parliament : — 
"  Statnte  Slst  and  22nd  Vict.  chap.  106.   An  Act  for  the  better  Goventment  of  India 

(18S8),  and  the  Acta  of  Parliament  amending  the  same : 
"  Statute  2401  and  3£th  Yict.  chap.  67.   The  Indian  Conncila  Act  (1801),  together  with 

the  statutory  proTisi<m8  amenaing  the  same,  and  those  relating  to  the  Execatire' 

Councils  of  the  Governors  of  Maiteta  and  Bombay : 
"Statute  S4tll  andSfith^ict.  chap.  lOi.  (1861).  An  Act  for  estaUisbing  UighCoi^of 

Jadioatora  in  India : 

"  Statute  S4th and  SdthVict.  chap.  dl.  (1861).  An  Act  fo  confirm  certain  apprintmenta 
in  India,  and  to  amend  the  law  concerning  the  dvil  aervice  there : 

"Statute  33rd  Yict.  chap.  3.  (1870).  An  Act  to  make  better  provision  for  making 
hiws  and  regulations  in  certain  parts  of  lQ<Ua,  and  for  certain  other  purposes  rating 
tbiunio,"—[Tkt        of  Kim^erUg)  ..  ..  ..  ..  410 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  : — List  of  the  Committee  . .  417 

NATAt  CosBTBUonoN — Quostion,  Tisoount  Sidmouth;  Ansver,  The  First 

Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (The  Marquess  of  Bipon)  , .  , .  417 

Salmon  Kdieries  Amendment  (Scotland)  Bill  [b.l.]— iVumfAf  [Th»  Marque-  tf 

.SiM%) ;  read  1>  (No.  30}  ..  ..  ..  ..  417 

[5.O.] 
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PSIVATB  BUSINESS, 

FsUxttotoe  Railway  and  Dock  Bill  {hy  Order) — 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Doddt)        . ,  418 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  '*  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this  day  six  months," — (Jfr. 
CharUt  Wilson.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " 

— ^After  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Main  Question  put,  and  ^reed  to: — ^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and 

commuted. 

QUESTIONS. 


Abut  (India)— Eotal  WABBAirrs — ^Insfectobs  of  Abkt  Schools— Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Sidney  Herbert ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth)  . .  . .  433 
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ORDERS  OF  TSE  DAT, 
 0  

SUPPLY — C9n^dw4i  in  Committee — Civil  Service  Estimates — 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  I. — Pvbuc  Works  and  Buildings. 

(I.)  HotiMi  made,  and  Qawtion  propoaod,  "That  a  ium,  not  exceeding  £31,997,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defrar  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  coarse  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  March  1887,  for  the  Maintenance 
and  Kepair  ot  Royal  Palacci  "      . .  . .  . .  . .  479 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  jG23,723,  be' 
granted,  4c.," — {Mr.  Labowhare:)  —  After  short  debate,  Question  put:— The 
Committee  A'vufei^;  Ayes  125,  Noes  240;  Minority  1 15.— (Dir.  List,  No.  27.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed  . .  . .  . ,  •  •  487 

After  short  debate,  Uriginal  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(a.)  £1,626,  Marlborough  Home. 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  notexceeding  £112,619, be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment  during  the  year  eodiug  on  Uie  31st  day  of  March  18S7,  for  the  itoyal 
Parlu  and  rleaeure  Gardens  "  *  ..  ••  ••  498 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £63,216,  be 
granted,  &c.,"— (Ifr.  Labouchtre  :)—\1\x:t  debate,  Question  put: — The  Com- 
mittee dirtded  ;  Ayes  131,  Noes  lU;  Majority  n.~-(Y>iy.  List,  No.  28.) 

(4.)  £47,866,  Houses  of  Parliament,— After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  , .  609 

(j.)  £500,  Gordon  Monument. 

(6.)  £102,221,  Public  Buildings,  Great  Britain.— After  debate,  Vote  agrtt4  to  629 
[•J.)  £19,060,  Furniture  for  Public  OflScee,  Great  Britain. 
(8.)  £227,464,  Berenue  Department  Buildings,  Great  Britun. 
(9.)  £29,160,  County  Coort  Buildings, 
(le.)  £6,370,  Metropolitan  Police  Court  Buildings. 
£9,360,  Sheriff  Court  Boiues,  Scotland, 
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(is.)  £258,000,  SnrreyB  of  the  TTnited  Kingdom. — Aiter  short  debate,  Vote  a'^tti  t9  64( 
(13.)  £19,742,  Science  and  Art  Department  Buildings. 

(14.)  £ll,477t  Britiah  Ifnaenm  BaUdinga.— After  short  debate,  Tote  agreed  to  646 

(15.)  £17,598,  Harboturs,  &c.  nsder  the  Board  of  Trade.— After  short  debate,  Vote 

affrttd  to  ..  647 

(16.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''Thata  sum,  notexceediag  £1,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
meat  doting  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  March  1837,  for  constructing  a 
new  Harbour  at  Dover "  . .  . .  , .  . .  648 

After  short  debate  Movtd,  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to 
sit  again,"  —  (Jfr.  SyUmia  .■)— After  furthnr  short  debate,  Question  pnt,  aiul 
agreed  to, 

Beeolntions  to  be  reported  Zb-noirov;  Oommittee  also  repwt  Frogreas ; 
to  Bit  again  To-morrew. 

Bailway  and  Canal  Traffic  BUI— 

Order  read,  for  resiiming  Adjoamed  Debate  on  Question  [8th  Uarob], 

"  That  leave  be  e^ren  to  bring  in  a  BiU  for  the  better  regulation  of  Railway  and  Canal 
Traffic ;  and  for  other  porpoies  " 

QnoBtion  again  proposed : — Debate  retumsd  ..  . .  553 

After  debate,  Question  pat,  and  agreed  to : — BiU  ordered  (  Hr.  Mundella, 

Mr.  Aeland,  Mr.  Atternejf  Oenerat) ;  preatnted,  and  read  the  first  time 

LBiU  138.] 

Employers'  liability  Act  (1380)  Amendment  (No.  2)  Bill  — 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Burt)         . .  598 
After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 

mttad  to  the  Select  Committee  on  Employers'  Liability  ^t  (1880) 

Amendment  Bill. 


Oboftebs  (Sootlutd)  (No.  2)  [Kehuneratiok  to  Officers,  &c.] — 

Cmtidered  in  Committee  . .  . .  . .  , .  600 

Beatdnticat  agreed  to;  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

OOKHOMS — 

Hdeet  Comiiiittee  appointed  and  Mmitiated ;-— List  of  the  0(munittee   . ,  . .  600 

[2.16.1 

LOBDS,  FRIDAT,  MABOH  13. 

The  New  Public  Offices— The  National  PoaTEAir  Gali^ert — Observa- 
tions, Lord  Lamington : — Debate  thereon  . .  . ,  601 

The  Natiokal  Uuseuhs — EvENiNa  OpENiHa—MonoN  fob  an  Address — 
JTmw^  "  That  a  lumible  address  be  preaented  to  Her  Hajesty  praying  that  Her  Mueaty 
will  be  ^eased  to  direct  that  the  National  Oallray,  the  Britiah  Huseom,  and  the 
Kataral  History  Mnseam  shall  be  open  to  the  public  weekly  on  three  week-day 
evenings  till  10  p.m.,  in  order  that  Her  Majesty's  snbjeots  whose  occupations  durinv 
ttie  day  prevent  them  from  visiting  these  insUtntioos  may  have  the  advantage  and 
enjoyment  of  studying  the  national  collections/' — {The  Barl  of  Rarrowby)  . ,  608 

After  debate,  FreviouB  Question  moved  {The  Lord  Preeident  of  the  Couneiij 
Earl  Spencer :) — After  further  short  debate,  on  Question  ?  Frerious 
Question  affirmed. 

Original  Motion  agreed  to. 

EoTPTTAH  War  Medals — Question,  ObservationB,  Viscount  Sidmouth ; 

Beply,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Lord  Sandhurst)       . .  622 

ICkechabt  Shipping — Lioht  at  Portland  Bmaicwater — Question,  Ob- 
servations, Lord  Colville  of  Oulross;  Beply,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiimlty  (The  Marquess  of  ]^pon)  623 

Local  OoTemmnit  dreland)  Provisional  Order  (Fermoy)  Bill  [h.l.]— iVwmt*^ 

(7^  Lerd  Premdent} ;  read  1\  and  rtfirrtd  to  the  Examiners   (No.  32)  ..  624 

[7.0.J 
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BoFPLY — Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair : 

Harbours  of  SEPtroE — Bebolvtion— Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  QnestioD,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  in  view  of  the  existing  depression  of  trade,  and  the  lai^  nnmher  of 
penons  out  of  employment,  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  the  present  is  a  favourable 
time  for  the  Qovemmeot  to  carnr  out  certain  Talu&hle  and  necessary  public  works, 
more  especially  the  formation  of  Harbours  of  Kef  age,  at  various  pomts  upon  the 
Coast," — (Mr.  Dawion,) — instead  thereof  . .  . .  , ,  043 

Question  projposed,  "That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question:" — After  long  deSat^  Amendment,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

Business  of  the  House — Notices  of  Questions— Besolutiok — 
Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  Notices  of  Questions  be  given  by  Members  in  writing  to  the  Clerk  at  the 
Table,  without  reading  them  viv&  voce  in  the  House,  unless  the  consent  of  the 
Speaker  to  any  particular  Question  has  been  previously  obtained,"— (iSir  Benrjf 
ReliBin-Ibbetson,) — instead  thereof  , .  . .  . ,  Q97 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — After  debate,  Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned," — (i/r.  T.  P.  O'Connor:) — After  further  short  debate, 
Question  put : — ^The  House  ditidedi  Ayes  51,  Koes  235 ;  Majority  181. 
— (Div.  last,  No.  29.) 

Words  added: — Original  Question  put,  and  ntgalivtd. 
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StTPFLT— OrdOT  for  Committee  read— wnfittiwif. 

Rttolved,  That  yoticea  of  Questions  lie  given  \>j  Members  in  writing  to  the  Cleifc 
at  the  Table,  without  reading  them  viva  voce  in  the  Hooso,  nnless  tiie  conaent 
of  the  Speaker  to  any  partioaur  Questitai  has  been  prerioualy  obtained. 

JRe$okfd,  That  this  Hoase  will  immediately  resolre  itself  into  the  Com- 
mittee of  Supply, — (Hr.  Emry  S.  Fowkr.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Ohair:"— 

Abrears  op  Bent  (Ireiakd)  Act,  1882— Ub.  Henby  M'DouaAix,  Ageht 

OF  THE  GOBUANSTOWN  ESTATE,  Oo.  MeATH — RBSOLfTIOS — 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  institute 
a  prosecution  of  Mr.  Henry  M'Bougall,  agent  of  the  Gormanstown  estate  in  the 
ooanty  of  Meath,  Ireland,  who  recovered  money  under  the  Arrears  Act  in  a  case  in 
which  no  arrears  were  due,  either  under  the  section  of  the  Arrears  Act  which  is 
concerned  with  such  cases,  or  for  perjury," — (Mr.  Clancy)  ..  ..  713 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 

the  Question :  " — Mter  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  teitkdratnt. 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Supply — Oommittee  d»/*md  till  Mmday  next. 

Labourers  (Irelaiid)  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  loj— 
Bill  contidered  in  Oommittee  . .  . .  . .  729 

After  some  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Ifondajf  next 

MOTIONS. 


Infants  Bill- 
Motion  for  Leave  {ifr.  Attorney  General)  . .  ..  739 
Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  ordered  {Mr.  Attorney  General,  The  Lord  Advocate, 

Mr.  Secretary  Childeri,  Mr.  Bryce) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time 

[Bni  139.] 

Pabliauentaby  PaooEDUKB — Nomination  of  SELEar  Committee — 

ifoved,  "  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Parliamentary  Procedure  do  con- 
sist of  Thirty-three  Members  "  . .  . .  . .  739 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — ^Liat  of  the  Oommittee  741 

Supply— REPOET—Eesolutions  [1 1th  March"]  reported        ..  . .  741 

First  Two  Kesolutions  agreed  fa. 
Third  Besolution  postponed. 
Subsequent  Kesolutiou  agreed  to. 

Postponed  Resolution  to  be  considered  upon  Thursday  next. 
High  Court  of  Justice  (Provincial  Sittings)  Bill {Mr.  jnuiey,  Mr. 

Forweod,  Mr.  Eouldtworth,  Mr.  Hittton,  Lord  Claud  J.  Samilton,  Mr.  Mather,  Mr. 
Armitoft,  Mr.  Agnew,  Mr.  FoweU  WilUamt,  Mr.  E.  R.  MumU)       . .  ..741 

[1.45.1 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  MARCH  15. 

Distubbances  in  thb  Mstbofolis— Besolutioit — 
Moved  to  resolve— 

"That  in  the  opinion  of  this  House  reflponnbility  for  the  anfortnnate  oecorreaoes  of 
8th  Febmary  derolrea  on  Her  Majeaty'a  GoTernment  collectively  and  not  on  any 
■ingle  branch  of  th«  execntiTS,"— (TA*  lord  Straihtdm  and  CampMi)  74  ] 

After  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  tlie  House)  withdrmm. 
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PtHT.TAMiwT — Tmi  New  Sules  of  Fboobdubk  (Buls  2^  Aojou&hheut  or 
THE  House) — Fabuaheittabt  Pbocedubx — The  Select  Coiucittee 

— COHSTITTTTION  OP  THE  CoMMlTTEE — 

Move4y  "That  this  House  do  nov  adjourn," — {Caj^tam  Vtmty)  , .  837 

Whereupon  a  number  of  Members— leas  than  40  —  rising  in  their  places, 
the  hon.  Member  could  not  proceed  with  his  Motion. 

0BDEB8   OF  THE  DAY, 


SiTPPLT — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 

Navy  (Efficienct) — Eesolutiun — Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  now  would  he  a  suitahle  opportunity  for  the  Sinking  Fund  to  be  nupended, 
or  Terminahle  Annuities  created,  in  order  to  put  the  Roytd  Navy  in  that  state  of 
efficiency  which  is  neceasary  for  the  safety  of  the  Empire,  at  the  least  po6nble 
expenae  to  the  Country,  owing  to  the  cheapneas  of  material  at  the  present  lune," 
— (Zorrf  Charlet  J7«r«^9t  (;,)— instead  thereof        . .  . .  . .  827 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question  :  " — After  long  debate.  Question  put :  —  The  House 
divided;  Ayes  208,  Noes  98  ;  Majority  108.— (Div.  List.  No.  3] .) 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

STJPPLT — eonndered  in  Committee— Navy  Esxucates — 

(In  the  Committee.) 
(I.)  61,400  Men  and  Boys.— After  short  debate,  Vote  agrttdto       ..  ..906 
Besolution  to  be  reported  To-mwrow :  Committee  to  sit  again  upon- 

Wednetday. 

Marriages  VaUdlty  Bill  [BiU  137]- 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— Lord  Advocate)  906 
Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted  for  Thurtday. 

Lunacy  (Vacating  of  Seats)  Bill  [Bill  85]— 
BiU  eontidered  in  Committee   . .  . .  . .  . .  W6 

After  short  time  spent  therein.  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow. 

Coal  Mines  BiU  [BiU  92]- 
Bill  eonaidered  in  Committee   . .  . .  . .  9^8 

ISwed,  ''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again," — {Sir  Jotepk  Peate :)— After  short  debate,  Question  put:— The 
Committee  divided;  Ayes  128,  Noes  69;  Majority  69. —  (Div.  List, 
No.  32.) 

Uwed,  "  That  the  Committee  have  leave  to  sit  again  To-morrow," — {Sir 
R.  Auheton  Crosi)  . .  .• '  ®' 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "To-morrow,"  in  order  to  in- 
sert the  words  "  upon  Wednesday,  the  31st  day  of  ttiis  instant  March," 
— {Mr.  Sexton,) — instead  thereof . 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :  "-After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  mtMraum, 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  to  sit  again  ^•n«rrw. 
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lAbonrers  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  101— 

eontidered  in  Commiiteo  {_Proffre*t  "12  th  MM-ch]  ..  ..  916 

After  shcnrt  time  Bpent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  ait  again 
upon  Thwtday, 

trister  Canal  and  Tyrone  Navigratlon  Bill- 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [Ist  March], 
"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  BUI  to  provide  for  the  transfer  of  the  Ulater  Canal 
and  the  Tyrone  Navigatioo  or  Coal  Iglana  Canal  from  the  Commissionera  of  Publio 
Worka  in  Ireland  to  the  Lagan  Kavigation  Company :  iind  for  other  purposeB,"— 
(Mr.  S*nry  S.  Fowler.) 

Queation  again  proposed  : — Debate  returned. .  . .      •         . .  933 

Question  put,  and  affretd  to : — Bill  ordered  {Mr.  John  Morley,  Ur.  Htnry  S. 
Fmhr) ;  prtttnted,  and  read  the  first  lime  [Bill  Ul.] 

Liquor  Traffic  (Local  Veto)  Ulster  Jli\X—Con*idered  in  Committee:— Kesolation 
affmd  to,  and  rtfiortti  :—Bi3l  ordetid  {Mr.  JoAntton,  Lord  Arthur  Hilt,  Mr.  I>» 
(Maim)  i  pnttnttd,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  142]  . .  923 
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Parish  Churches  Bill  No.  5)  — 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\"—{The  LordSishop  of  Peterborough)  923 
Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  ("now")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  ("this  day  six  months,")— (7As  Lord  Orimtkorpe:) — After 
debate,  on  Question,  That  ("  now  ")  stand  part  of  tlie  Motion  ?  Reeohed 
in  the  affirmative. 
Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  re/erred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Women's  SniEragre  Bill  (No.  10)— 

Meted,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  ^,"^{The  Lcrd  Denmm)  ..  947 

On  Question  ?   Retolved  in  the  negative.  [7.0.  | 

COMMONS.  TUESDAY,  MARCH  16. 

PBIVATE  BUSINESS. 
 0-  — . 

-  London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Railway  Sill  (by  Order) — 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (5(>  Charle$  Fortter)  948 
Qnmtion  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted. 

Mooed,  "That  it  bean  Inatruction  to  the  Committee  on  the  London,  Brighton,  and 
South  Coaat  Bailway  Bill,  to  ioaert  a  Clanao  providtng  that  the  Company  shall,  at  the 
expiration  of  their  present  agreements  with  the  contractors  for,  or  tenants  of,  tho 
bookstalls  upon  the  premises  of  the  Company,  put  such  bookstalls  ap  to  public  com- 
petition among;  the  newevendorB  and  others  being  bond  fide  residents  in  the  borough, 
or,  if  ODtaide  a  borough,  in  the  county  in  which  loch  italb  are  situate,  and  that  the 
Company  aball  be  bound  to  enter  into  no  agreement  for  the  letting  of  any  bookstall 
for  any  period  longer  than  three  years," — {Mr,  Arthur  O'Connor.) 

After  debate,  Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (Jfr. 
Sexton  .-) — Qnestion  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Q  UESTI0N8. 

■    ,  0—  ■ 

Ubdioai.  Act,  1858 — Question,  Dr.  Foster ;  Answer,  The  Yioe  President  of 

the  Council  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  , .  * .  »67 
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MOTIONS, 

CovTA3iou8  Diseases  Acts,  1866-1869— Buolutiov — 

Mwed,  "That,  ia  tbe  opinion  of  thia  Hoase,  fbe  OontagiooB  Diaeam  Acts,  18M-1M9, 
ought  to  bo  repealed,*'— (jfr.  StatufelS)  . .  . .  •  •  98 

Amendmaiit  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Qaestion,  to  add  the  words  "  due  provisioD  at  the  same  time  bein^ 
made  for  the  coatinued  mainteoaDco  of  hospital  accommodattoa  with  adeqoate 
treatmoDt  of  women  volontarily  aeekiog  admission  and  medical  care,"— John 
Kettnaway. ) 

Qaestion  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  added :  " — After  debate, 
Question  put:— The  House  dtviMt  Ayes  181,  Noes  245;  Majority 
114.— (Div.  list,  No.  36,) 

Uain  Question  pat,  and  t^ttd  to. 

Gbotjkd  Eents — RESOLtmON — 

Moped,  "  That  no  system  of  taxation  can  be  equitable  unless  a  direct  assessment  be  im- 
posed on  the  owners  Oroand  Rents,  and  on  the  owners  of  inereiised  nines  imparted  to 
und  by  building  operations,  or  other  improTemeats,  as  recommended  by  the  fioyal 
Commission  on  the  Housing  of  the  Working  Classes,"— (Jfr,  Saundera)  ..  999 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  flnt  word  "  on,"  in  line  2,  in  (vder  to 
insert  the  words  "the  question  of  imposiiig  a  direct  assessment," — {Mr.  XotrwMi,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  Tords  proposed  to  be  left  ont  stand  part  of 

the  Question : " — After  debate,  Question  put,  and  ntgaiivti. 
Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  words,  *  That  the  question  of  imposing  a  direct  assessment  on  the  owners 
of  Ground  Rents,  and  on  the  owners  of  iuOTOued  nines  immrted  to  laud  bjr  building 
opemtions,  or  other  improTements,  as  recommended  by  the  xtoyal  Commission  on  the 
Hoonng  of  the  Working  Clossei^' he  there  inserted  "  .•  1048 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
AmendmeDt  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  improremeats,"  to  the  end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to 
add  the  words  "be  referred  to  tho  Select  Committee  on  Town  Holdings,"— (iff. 
i.«ic(on,)— instead  thereof. 

Question,  '*That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  ont  stand  part  of  the 
Question,"  put,  and  negatived: — Words  added. 

Uain  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

0BDBB8  OF  TBE  DAY. 


myers  Purification  Bill  [Bill  101]— 
Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (iSh-  Edward 
Birkhoel)  ..  ..  ..  ..  1049 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  tbe  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  *'  upon  this  day  six  months,"— (Su* 
Henry  Boeeoe). 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  <  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Qaestion : " 
— After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived  : — Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  pat,  and  agreed  to : — Seeoad  Beading  fmt  off 
for  six  months. 

Smployars'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment  Bill  - 

S^ect  Committee  nominated: — List  of  the  Committee  ■*  ,.  1056 

Ways  aio)  Means— 
Cotuidered  in  Committee  . .  . .  . .  . ,  1067 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Sttolved,  "That,  towards  making  good  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Huiesty  for  the 
eerrioe  of  the  year  ending  on  the  aist  day  of  itUwch  1886,  the  sum  of  £544,772  be 
granted  ont  of  the  Gonsolidatod  Fund  of  Uie  United  Eingoom. 

Besdntion  agreed  te;  to  he  reported  [1 ,0^ 
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Church  of  Scotland  BUI  [Bill  6]— 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seeond  time,"— (Jfr.  FUnlep)       . .  1057 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  now  "  and  at  the  end  of  * 
the  Question  to  odd  the  words  "upon  this  day  six  months,"— ( /V. 
Cameron.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word  *  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " 
— After  long  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  179, 
Noes  202 ;  Majority  23. 

Dinsion List,  Ayea  and  Noes  ..1129 

Words  added : — Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to  .'—Second 
!Beading  jru^  off  for  six  months. 

Hetropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Theatres,  &c.)  Bill  fBill  44]— 

i/0ti«(f,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (vlfr.  ^.  ^.  Cook)..  1132 
It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six  of  the  clock,  further  Proceedings 
stood  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

Soutdx,  FirsjAVB,  and  Delhi  Bailwat  Ooufany  Bill  [ANNumEs] — 

CbMufovtf  in  Committeo  ..  11S6 

Besolatien  agreed  to  ;  to  be  reported  upon  Mottday  next. 

MOTIONS. 


"^XTB  AND  Means—  ) 

Consolidated  Fund  (Ho.  1)  Bill —  )  Resolution  [l&thil&Tch.']  reported,  &ad.  agreed  to  : 
— Bill  ordered  {Mr.  Courtney,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Hearjf  H.  Fowler)  ; 
preeented,  and  read  the  first  time     . ,  . .  , .  1139 

Kerdkaat  Shippillg  Act  (1864)  Amendment  KH— Ordered  (Mr.  Pmrue  Fitzgerald, 

Cotonel  Dawnay,  Mr.  Morgan  Howard) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  146]  1136 

Land  Transfer  (Scotland)  Bill— ^'^''«<'  iMr.  Boyd-Kinneer,  Mr.  Bruce,  Mr.  Maton, 

Mr.  M'Laren) ;  pretented,  and  nad  the  first  time  [BUI  144J  . .  . .  113* 

Compulsory  Purchase  of  Land  Compensation  Wl-Ordered  {Mr.  jtUren,  Mr. 

Botddeworth,  Mr.  Jouph  Bolton,  Mr.  Jetu  CoUinge) ;  preeeated,  and  read  the  first 
time  [BiU  145]        ..  ..  ..  1IS« 

[6.fi6.] 

LOEDS,  THUK8DAY,  MARCH  18. 

Lunacy  Acta  Amendment  BiU  (No.  12)— 
Moved,  "Thai  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  Committee," — (7%# 

Lord  Chaneellor)  ..  ..1136 

After  de^'ate,  Motion  agreed  to  .-—House  in  Committee  accordingly. 
Amendments  made ;  the  Beport  thereof  to  be  received  To-morrow ;  and 

BiU  to  be  prinUd^  as  amended.   (No.  87.) 

[7.45.] 

COMMONS,  THUESDAY,  MARCH  18. 
QUESTIONS. 

SoOTLAKD — ABMunsTBATioN    OF  JiTSTiOB    IN  KiEKT ALL— Question,  Mr. 

Hacdonald  Cameron ;  Answer,  The  Xicwd  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  1 153 
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ORDERS   OF  THE  VA7. 


SUITLT — eonndtrtd  in  Committee — 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Natt  Estzxates— Depabtmsvtal  Stateicxrt. 

(i.)  iS2,902,900,  Wages,  &c.  to  Seamen  and  MarinM. — After  long  debate,  Vote 
agreed  to  ..  ..  ..  IIM 

(s.)  £964,400,  Tictaals  and  Clothing  for  Saamui  and  Marines.— After  short  debate. 
Vote  ff^wrf  to      ..  ..  ..  . .  1286 

Oinx.  Sektioeb. 

(3.)  £3,40S,400,  Tote  on  Aooount,  CSvil  Serriees  and  Earanae  Departments.— [Then 
the  veveral  Serricee  are  aet  frath.]— After  debate,  Vote  «ymi(  fe  ..  ..  1280 

(4.)  £696  12<.  Id.,  (StU  Serrioea  Ezcessee,  tie:— [Then  the  aereral  Serrieei  are  set 
forth]  ..  ..  ..  ..  1807 

Besolations  to  be  reported  Th-morrow. 

SuEFLT — ^Befort — Postponed  Besolution  filth  March]  eonndend  . ,  1808 

(3.)  £62,216,  Boyal  Parks  and  Fleaaure  Gardens. 

£uolved.  That  the  Postponed  BeBolutioa  reported  from  the  Committee  of 

Sapply  on  the  11th  March  be  re-committed  to  the  said  Committee. 
Staohfd,  That  this  House  will  immediately  resolve  itself  into  the  Com- 
mittee of  Supply. 
StrpFLY  again  comtdered  in  Committee. 
Uoved,  "  That,  in  addition  to  the  sum  of  £62,216  already  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to 
defray  the  Charge  vhich  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  8l8t  day  of  March  1887,  for  the  BoyiJ  Farlu  and  Pleaaare  Oardens,  the 
mmof£60,408  iwgnuited,  making  together  the  snm  of  £112,619"  ..  1308 

Movtd,  "  That,  in  addition  to  the  sum  of  £62,216  already  granted  to  Her  Majesty, 
kc,  the  reduced  aum  of  £48,263,  be  granted,  making  together  the  enm  of  £110,469," 
~(Mr.    Labouchtre :) — After   short   deblUe,   Question  put: — The  Committe* 
divided;  Ayes  65,  Noes  141 ;  Hajority  76.— (Div.  list.  No.  37.) 
Uriginal  Qaestion  put,  and  agretd  to. 

BeK^utton  to  be  reported  To-morrow ;  Committee  to  sit  (^in  To-nutrrow. 

Compensation  for  Damages  Bill  [Bill  120]— 
Order  for  Committee  read : — Mottd,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

C\ieir,"~(Mr.  Chadert)      ..  ..  ..1314 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  agrted  to : — Bill  eontidtrtd  in  Committee  . .  1824 
After  abort  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 

jipoHu  Mondav  next. 
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Trees  (Ireland)  Bill  [BiU  80]- 

Bill,  B8  amended,  eetuidertd  . .  . ,  1324 

Bill  r9-commiit$d  in  respect  of  New  Clause  ;  eonsidertd  in  Committee. 
After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  rtporUd;  aa  amendeAj  eotuidtred : 
to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

Ways  and  Meaks — 

Coniidered  in  Committee  .  •  •  ■  . .  1828 

(1.)  Resolved,  That,  towards  makinpr  good  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the 

service  of  the  year  ended  on  the  3Ut  day  of  March  1885.  the  sum  of  £38,715  2».  Id. 

be  granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
(2.)  Seiolved,  That,  towards  making  good  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the 

seirice  of  the  year  ending  on  the  3Ut  day  of  March  1887,  the  aum  of  £8,266,018  be  i 

granted  ont  of  the  Consolidated  Fond  of  the  United  Eiogdotn. 
Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Town  Holdings — 

Select  Committee  nminatti ;— List  of  the  Committee  . .  . .  . .  11S6 


ContEigionB  DiseaseB  Acts  Eepeai  (No.  2)  Bill  —  Ordtr^d  (Mr.  Suin^tid,  Mr, 

Jamtt  Stuart,  Sir  Robert  Fowler,  Mr.  JFhithrtM^  Mr.  Burl,  Mr.  Htnry  ^Uoh)  ;  pre- 
mtUdp  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  147]  . .  . .  ItM 

Post  Office  Sitae  "BSSi—Ordtni  {Mr.  Sptne0r,  Mr.  Hmrp  H.  Fowkr) ;  prumUoi,  aid 

read  the  first  time  [BillUSl  '  ..  ..  ..  ISM 

L2.45.] 

LOEDS,  FEIDAY,  MARCH  19. 

Sunday  (Ofeniito  of  Museuus,  &c.)— Besolution — 
Movtd  to  reBolve — 

"  That  whereas  for  many  years  past  Parliament  has  Toted,  without  comment  or  protest, 
funds  to  provide  for  the  Sunday  opening  of  Hampton  Court  Picture  Gallerioe,  Eew 
Gardens,  the  Pointed  Hall  of  Greenwich  Hospital,  and  the  Dublin  Katfonal  Gallery  ; 
that  whereas  a  majority  of  the  Trtiateea  of  both  the  British  Museum  and  of  the  Na- 
tional Gallery  have  expressed  a  destre  to  open  those  inatitatioos  on  Sunday  after- 
noons ;  that  whureas  for  many  years  museums,  libraries,  and  art  galleries  have  been 
opened  free  to  the  people  on  Sundays  in  many  large  provincial  towns,  with  results  of 
a  highly  satisfactory  character;  and  further,  seeing  that  no  legislative  impediment  is 
offered  to  the  Sunday  opening  of  the  Zoological  Gardens  in  London  to  the  wealthy 
classes  of  society,  notwithntaiidtng  the  much  larger  proportion  of  Sunday  labour 
thereby  involved  as  compared  with  a  Government  art  collection  ;  that,  for  the  above 
reasons,  this  House  is  therefore  of  opinion  that  the  time  has  now  come  when  the 
principle  already  conceded  Bhottld,  in  the  interests  of  religion  and  education,  bo  ex- 
Cended  to  the  national  collections  of  art  and  Uteratore  in  the  Metropolis," — ( Tht  Lord 
Thurlou})  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1320 

Amendment  moved, 

To  leave  oat  all  the  words  ftfter  ("That,")  and  insert  ("  it  ia  not  desirable  to  open  the 
national  collections  of  art  and  literature  in  the  Metropolis  on  Sunday," — {The 
ViKouHt  Mialtton.) 

After  debate,  on  Question,  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  Motion  ?  their  Lordships  divided ;  Contents  78,  Not- 
Contents  62  ;  Majority  16  : — Betolcediu  the  ajfirmaiive. 
Dirisioo  List,  Contents  and  Not-Contents  . .  . .  1318 

Original  Motion  agreed  to. 

liUnacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (No.  37)— 

Amendments  reported  (according  to  order) ;  and  Bill  re-eommititd  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  the  29tk  instant  . .  1349 

Electric  Lighting  Act  (1882)  Amendment  (No.  2)  Bill  Cb.l.]  -  Pretmted  (Th* 

FtflMtfHt  ifKry) ;  read  !■  (Xo.  40)     ..  ..  ..  1359 
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mUiam)  ..  ..  1448 
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Bill  ordered  {Mr,  Courtmyy  Mr.  Chaneelhr  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Henry  B.  Fowler) ; 
prvMHtef,  and  read  the  first  time     .,  ..  1454 
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Abut  (Auxiliary  Foeoes) — Minimum  of  Attendance  at  Yeomanry 
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Peter  M'Donald ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasnry  (lb.  Heniy 
H.  Fowler)    ..  ..  ..  1495 

TThitbbsitt  of  St.  Ahbbew's— Appointubnt  of  Db.  Donaldson — Question, 
Mr.  Boyd-Kinnear ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr.  Tre- 
Telyan")         . .  . .  . .  . .  1495 

EiCPLOTEBs'  Liability  Act— The  London  and  Nobth-Westsbn  Bailwat 
CoHFANT — Question,  Mr.  Seton-Karr ;  Answer,  The  Fresideat  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)  . .  . .  . .  1496 

PooB  Law  Elbctions  (Ireland) — Thb  Qtteen's  Co. — Question,  Cap- 
tain M'Oalmont ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  ..  ..  ..  ..  1497 

State  of  Ibeland— Condition  of  Coek  and  Tipferabt — Chaboes  of 
THE  Judges  of  Assize — Questions,  Captain  M'Oalmont,  Ur.  John  Red- 
mond, Mr.  Hooper;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Ur. 
John  Morley)..  1498 

Education  Defabticent  (Enolano  and  Wales) — ^The  "  Excellent  "  Mibit 
0KANT — Question,  Mr.  Woodhead ;  Answer,  The  Vice  Frendent  of  the 
Council  (Sir  Lyon  Flayfair)  . .  . .  . .  1500 

Falaoe  of  Webtiunbtee — WBirxNG  Booic  OF  THE  House  of  Oohkons — 
Question,  Mr.  Lalor ;  Answer,  A  Ijord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Leveson 
Gower)  ..  ..  ..  ..  1500 

Imperial  Fedebation— Confeeence  dubino  the  Colonial  Exhibition — 
Question,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  "W.  E.  Gladstone)  ,.  ..  ..1500 

State  of  Ibeland — "Boyoottino" — Statements  of  Olebqtmen  op  the 
Ibish  Chuech— Questions,  Mr,  De  Cobain,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  Mr.  Speaker       . .  1501 

pABLtAMENT— Business  op  the  House — 'Question,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach ; 

Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  tbe  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)       . .  1503 

Bulbs  and  Orders  of  the  House — Pbocbduee  ax  Quxstion  Time — 
Questions,  Mr.  William  Bedmoud,  Ur.  Cavendish  Bentinbk ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Speaker,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone). .  1503 

Bailway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill— Question,  Sir  Joseph  Pease ;  Answer, 

The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)   . .  . .  1505 

Affairs  of  Burhah — Question,  Mr.  Wodehouse ;  Answer,  The  Under 

Seoretaty  of  State  for  India  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth)  . .  1505 

Army — ^The  Infantry  of  thb  Line  (Numbebs) — Question,  Mr.  Brand ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  of  State  fbr  War  (Mr.  Oampbell-Bannerman)    . .  1505 


OBDBBS  OF  THE  DAY, 


SoFPLY— Order  for  Committee  read;  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair : 

Abmy  (Auxiliary  Forces)— Thb  Volunieeb  Capitation  Geaht— Besolu- 

TioN — Amendment  proposed, 
To  leave  oot  from  the  word  "  That  "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
vordi  "  for  the  thorough  efficiency,  maiatenanoe,  and  development  of  the  Volonteer 
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SuFPLT — Order  for  Committee  read— eoMlintMtf. 

Force,  an  immediate  increase  id  the  present  capitation  grant  it  abaolntely  and 
ni^enUy  neoeBsary," — {Mr.  ffoward  Vinent,) — instead  thereof      ..  1506 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — After  debate.  Question  put : — The  Hoase  divided; 
Ayes  187,  Noee  166 ;  Majority  21. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .  1584 

Main  Qaestion  again  proposed,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Ohidr: " — 

Egypt — Cost  of  thb  Arkt  of  Bxfehob — ObservationSf  Sir  (George 
Campbell: — Short  debate  fhneon  .,  .,  1587 

Defences  of  the  Ehfibe— Dsfenoe  of  Coaloo  Stations— ObserratioiiB, 
Mr.  W.  H.  Smith :— Debate  thereon       . .  . .  . .  1548 

Abut  (Auxileabt  Fobobs)— YoLuntEXB  Abtcllekt— Observations,  Mr. 
Mark  Stewart  . .  . .  1564 

Abut — ^The  Solbieb's  Ration — Observations,  Dr.  ■  R.  Farquharson  : — 
Debate  thereon  . .  . .  , .  . ,  1569 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  noir  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
affTMd  to. 

SUFPLT — eontidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Abut  Estiuates — Depabtmehtal  Statement — 

(I.)  161,867  Men,  Land  Forces  at  Home  and  Alm>ad. — After  short  debate,  Vote 

agreedto  ..  ..  ,.  1588 

(i.)  £4,467,300,  Fay  and  AUowanoes. 

fiesolntions  to  be  reported  To-morrow:  Committee  to  sit  again  upon 
W«dn«sd4iff. 

Ways  and  Mbabs — 
C^MuifrMl  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Snolvtd,  That,  tovards  making  good  the  Snpply  granted  to  Her  Hi^esty  for  the  Service 
of  the  Tear  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  Uarch  18S7,  the  snm  of  £4,467,300  be  granied 
oot  of  uie  Consolidated  Fond  of  the  United  Kingdom  ,,  .,  1600 

Besolirtion  to  be  reported  To-morrwo  ;  Oommittee  to  dt  again  upon  Wttbwimjf. 


Hil^nray  Acts  Amaubnent  "BSSi—OnUnd  (Jfr.  Xhiekhmt  Jfr,  Mortt  Mr.  l%onuu 

£M«};i>rMmf«i2,  and  read  the  flnt  time  [Bill  149]  .,  1600 

[1.16.] 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  MARCH  23. 

Private  Bnxs — 

Ordered,  That  no  Private  Bill  bronght  from  the  House  of  Commons  shall  be  read  a 
seeoiid  time  after  JWAijr  the  i5th  dajf  of  June  next  [and  other  Orders]  . .  1601 

Union  of  Benefices  Bill  (No.  20)— 
Moetd,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\"^{Th«  Sari  of  MiUtotm)  . .  1601 

Amendment  mootd,  to  leave  out  ("nov,")  and  add  at  tiie  end  of  the 
Motion  ("this  day  six  months,")^ — Lord  Bishop  of  London.) 

After  short  debate,  on  Question,  That  ( ' '  now ' ' )  stand  part  of  the  Motion  ? 
Bmohoi  in  tiie  t^atin. 

Kll  to  be  read  2*  <Am  ifay  nir  mmfAf. 
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IWDIA — AmfmiflTBATION  OF  JUSTXOE— UOTXOV  FOB  AN  At>DBS88 — 

Movdd,  *'  That  an  humble  Addreu  he  presented  to  Her  Uajeat^  for  Return  of  the  taiee 
.  and  daties  raued  or  levied  on  the  administr&tion  of  joBtice  id  India  darins  the  year 
188fi,  whether  by  stamps,  ad  valorem  datiee,  or  otherwise,  under  the  Act  of  the 
Governor  Genersd  of  India  in  Cooncil  in  1 870,  or  any  of  the  Acts  referred  to  therein, 
or  otherwise  ;  and  that  the  subject  of  the  taxation  of  justice  in  India  be  referred  to 
the  Select  Committee  on  the  operation  of  the  Act  for  the  better  govemmoLt  of  India 
(1858),  and  certain  othcv  Acts  relating  to  India,"— (7%«£onfA'(sff«ni/tf)  ..  1612 

AftOT  fihort  debate,  Uotion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

DiSTtTBBAirCES  IN  THB  METROPOLIS  —  TbB  DuTIBS  OF  SoiJ)IBa8  —  ObBOTva- 

tionSf  Lord  de  Bos : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  . .  1617 

Borgh  FoUod  and  Health  (Scotland)  Bill  (No.  28)— 

3foved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— {The  Earl  of  Elgin)  . .  1624 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agretd  to : — ^Bill  read  2'  acoor<}ingly,  and  eon- 
mitted  to  a  Oommittee  of  we  Whole  House  on  I^doff  next. 

Idiots  BiU[H.L.]—Pmm«0tf(rJ^Z;onr(»aii«eI^    read  I*  (No.  46) ..  1637 

L7.30.] 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  MARCH  28. 
QUESTIONS. 


PooB  Law  (EiraLAin)  and  "Walks)— Collection  of  Bates  at  CaEWKEBSK 
—Question,  Mr.  H.  B.  Farquharson ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  . .  1628 

Abhy  (Ieeland)  —  Death  of  Peivate  Aheemb  at  Belfast— Questions, 
Mr.  Sextan ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (1&.  John 
Morley)  ..  1629 

Highlands  and  Islajtds  (Scotland)  —  Distrebb  in  the  Hebrides  — 
Question,  Mr.  Fraser-Mackintosh ;  Answer*  The  Secretary  for  Scotland 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  . .  . .  . .  . .  1631 

Lunatic  Abtluus  (Ibeland)  —  Bbtubn  of  Salaaies,  &o.  of  Chief 
Offices s— Question,  Mr.  Cox;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  John  Morley)     ..  ..  16S1 

Intxbmediaiz  Ih>TTCATioN  CWiixs)  —  Question,  Mr.  Teo;  Answer, 

Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Sir  Lyon  Pteyfair)        . .  . .  1682 

Pises  and  Habbottbs  (Ibeland)  —  Wioklow  Habbottb  —  The  Babonial 
Qttabaiiteb — Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seore- 
tary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  . .  . .  1683 

Bailwats  (Indu) — The  Benqal  CentbaTj  Bailwat  Ooupant — Question, 
Sir  George  Campbell;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth)    . .  . .  . .  1688 

Bubmah — Execution  of  Bebels  and  Daooits — Question,  Sir  George 
Campbell;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
Ughtred  Kay-ShutUeworth)  ..  ..  ..  1634 

OHARrry  Commissioners — Schemes  of  Allotments — Lady  Dodd's  Chamtt, 
Ellesbobouoh,  Bucks — Question,  Dr.  Foster ;  Answer,  The  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  , ,  , ,  . .  1635 

Parltametttaby  Papebs— Public  Sale — The  Quaetbbly  Lists — Question, 
Mr.  Arthur  Acland ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler)    . .  . .  . .  . .  1636 

Laboubebs  (Ibeland)  Acts  —  Labotjebbs'  Cottages  in  Innishowen — 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Lreland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  . .  . .  . .  . .  1686 

Post  Office  (Ibeland) — Postal  Aebangehents  js  Bosooiocoir — Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Hayden ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  ..  ..  1687 
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ftwr  Office — Beozstebed  TELEOKA^no  Asdbesses — Qaestion,  Mr.  David 
Smith;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (iSi.  Henzy  H. 
Fowler)  ..  ..  1637 

Navt  —  Pensions  for  Widows  of  Sbascbn  and  Maeines  —  Question, 
Oaptain  Fries ;  Answer,  The  Oivil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Hr.  B.  W. 
DnS)  ..  ..  ..  less 

Youcm  (EErauRD  aho  Wai-bs)  —  Distitbbahoe  in  Leeds— Question,  Kr. 
Wiluam  Bedmond ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Ghilders)  . .  163S 

Natt — ^Enoinb-Booh  Abtifioebs  —  Question,  Colonel  Hughes -Hallett; 

Answer,  The  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Hr.  B.  W.  Dnflf)  1639 

Abut — Oatalbt  Tboop  Oefxoixs — Questioo,  LordErnwt  Hamilton;  An- 
swer, The  Financial  Secretary,  War  Department  (Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone)    ..  ..  ..  1689 

ComcEBCiAX  Tbeatt  wite  Italt — Italian  Sbipfiko  Bounties  Act — 
Questions,  Mr.  Tomlinson ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affiure  (Mr.  Bryce)  . .  . .  . .  1640 

pABiJAicEnTART  ELBomuTS  (Ibeland)  —  Oaedidateb'  Solioitobb  and  the 
SoEtmET  OE  Votes — Question,  Mi.  William  O'Brien ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  . .  1641 

Law  and  Justioe  (Ibei.and) — Hblease  o;  Ibish  Moonliqhteks— Question, 
Mr.  Albert  Grey ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  ..  ..  1641 

Natt — AooxDEHT  ON  BoABD  H.M.S.  "  AuiATEOss  " — QuostioD,  Mr.  Bitobie ; 

Answer,  The  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  B.  W.  Dufi)  . .  1642 

Pabliament — Business  of  the  House— Cedfteus  (Scotland)  (No.  2)  Bill 
— Questions,  Mr.  Maofarlane,  Mr.  William  Bedmood;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  Mr.  Speaker      . .  1643 

MOTIONS, 

9  ■ 

Local  Taxation  (Incidenoe) — Besolution — 

Xvitd,  "  That  the  present  system  onder  which,  in  Eoglaod  and  Wales,  the  Orat  Inci- 
dnoe  of  lAoal  Taxation  (with  aome  alight  exceptiona]  falla  on  the  occupier  and  not 
on  ttie  owasr  of  landa  and  tenements  is  anjaat ;  that  aach  owners  ought  in  equity  to 
bear  at  least  a  moiety  of  those  charges ;  that  the  system  under  which  conntry 
nuuudonB  are  rated  ia  unfair  ;  and  that  the  owners  of  ground  rente  in  towns  are  liable 
to  no  part  of  those  charges,  the  outlay  of  which  is  essential  in  order  that  the  property 
nay  posseos  any  marketable  value  vhatermr,"— (Jfr.  Thorold  Sogw)  . .  1643 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leare  out  from  the  word  "  Ttiat "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  while  the  apportionment  of  the  payment  of  Rates  between  landlord  and 
tenant  may  be  demraole,  as  part  of  a  cinnpiete  scheme  for  remedying  the  admitted 
inequalities  of  the  Inddence  of  Local  Taxation,  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  the 
financial  injustice  complained  of  can  only  be  removed  by  a  comprehenaiTe  measoxe, 
and  that  an  equitable  re-adjostment  of  Tazation,  as  between  rral  and  personal  pro- 
perty, is  urgently  required,'  —(St>  Riehard  Paget,) — ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — After  long  debate,  Question  put : — The  House 
dmded;  Ayes  306,  Noes  186;  Mfgority  19. 

DiTision  List,  Ayes  and  Koes  . .  1701 

Main  Question  again  proposed  . .  1704 

After  short  debate.  Main  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  216, 
Noes  176 ;  Hqorily  40.— (Dir.  Lut,  No.  43.) 

Main  Question  agreed  to. 
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Abut  (Oedfanob  Depaetjceut) — Resolution — 

Moved,  "  That  a  Committee  be  a^p<Mntad  to  io^oire  into  the  whole  qoesUon  of  gaoB, 
and  the  workiog  of  the  Faotonei  at  Woolwich,  Knfield,'uid  BinniDgluun," — (Jfr. 
CarbuH)  ..  ..      '  ..  ..  1709 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAT. 


School  Fees  of  Non-Paupers  Bill  [Bill  114]— 
Movtdy  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time/'— ( J/r.  LiewellvH)    . .  1721 
Moved,  '*That  the  Debate  be  uow  adjourned," — (Mr.  Joieph  Chamhtrlain:) 

— After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  pnt :  —  Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommiited  tor 
Ttmday  6th  April. 

Lunacy  (Vacating  of  Seats)  Bill  [Bill  85]— 

Bill  ocn$idered  in  Committee  . .  . .  . .  . .  1736 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  Th-mcrrtw. 

Marriages  (Hours  of  Solemnization)  Bill  [Bill  62]— 
Bill  eonaidered  in  Committee   . .  . .  . .  . .  17SI6 

Bill  reported!  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon  Friday. 

Supply—  | 
AmcT  (Annttal)  Bnx —  ) 

BesolulionB  [23nd  March]  reported,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  fiesolaHon  which,  upon  the  16th  day  of  this  instant  March,  was 
reported  from  Uie  Committee  of  Supply,  and  then  agreed  to  hy  the  House,  he  now 
read ;  and  the  same  was  read,  as  followeth  :  — 
That  61,400  men  and  boys  be  employed  for  the  Sea  and  Coast  Guard  Services,  for 
the  year  ending  on  the  Slet  day  of  March  1887,  including  12,900  Royal  Marines. 
Ordered,  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  to  provide,  during  twelve  months,  for 
the  Discipline  and  R^alation  of  the  Army,  and  that  Mr.  Secretary  Campbell-Ban- 
nerman,  Uie  Judge  Advocate  General,  and  Mr.  Hibbert  do  prepare  and  Ining  it  in. 
Bill  jfrnm^  and  read  tiie  first  time  [Bill  160]         ..  ..  ..  1727 

Ways  awd  Mkahs— 

Resolution  [22nd  March]  reported,  and  agreed  to  ,,  . .  1787 

Ordered,  That   it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  on  the  Consolidated  Fond 

(No.  2)  Bill,  That  they  have  power  to  make  provision  therein,  pursuant  to  the  said 

Resolution. 

MOTIOirS. 

FOBBSTBY—   0  

Seleot  Committee  moinied,  "  to  couider  whether,  by  the  sataUiahawnt  of  a  Fuest 
School,  or  otherwiM,  our  Woodlands  ooold  he  rendered  more  remunerative," — (Sir 
JohnLubioek)         ..  ..  ..  ..  1727 

Ventilation  of  the  House — 
Select  Committee  appointed  .-—List  of  the  Committee  ..  ..  ..  1737 

[1.16.1 

COMMONS,  WEDNE8DAT,  MARCH  24. 
ORDERS  OF  TEE  DA  Y, 

Tithe  Bent-Charge  (Bxtraordlnary)  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  61] 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — (Sfr.  Norton)       . .  1728 
After  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — Bill  read  a  second  time. 
Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,"— (Jfr. 
Secretary  ChUdort :) — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  ofroed  to  i 
Bill  eommitfed  to  a  Select  Committee. 
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Tithe  Rent-Charge  Amendment  BUI  [Bill  65]— 
Mated,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (C?ofonf;  flr(K?A;£*W)  1742 
After  short  debate,  Questioa  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time, 

and  eommitted  to  the  Select  Committee  on  the  TiUie  Rent-Cha^e 

(Extraordinary)  Amendment  Bill. 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Durham)  Bill— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (Jfr.  T.  Fry)  ..  17fiO 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  *<now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Qaestion  to  add  the  words  "upon  this  day  six  months," — {Mr. 

Milvain.) 

Question  proposed,  "Thattheword  'now' stand  part  of  the  Question:" 
—After  debate.  Uoved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {3fr. 
Gent-Davie :) — Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put:— The  House  divided;  Ayes  163,  Noes  82; 
Majority  81.— (Div.  List,  No.  43.) 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommiited  for  To-morrote. 

Tithe  Rent-Charge  (Extraordinary)  Redemption  Bill  [Bill  63]— 
Moved,    That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton)  1769 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to:—  Bill  read  a  seoond  time,  and  eommitted 
to  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Tithe  Rent-Charge  (Extraordinary) 
Amendment  Bill. 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  Bill  [Bill  49]— 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read  . .  . .  , ,  1769 

After  short  debate,  Second  Reading  deferred  till  Wednesday  7th  April. 

Married  Women  (tfalntenanoe  In  Case  of  Desertion)  Bill— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— ( Mr.  Pulley)  . .  1769 
After  ahoTt  debate,  Debate  adjourned  till  iVedneidty  next. 

Oompolsory  Purchase  of  Land  Compensation  Bill  [Bill  145]— 
Moved,      That  the  Order  for  Second  Reading  be  discharged,"— (J/r. 

Oregorsf)  . .  . .  1771 

After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  m'fAilratm :— Second  Beading 
deferred  till  Wednesday  7th  April. 

Drowned.  Persons  (Discovery  and  Interment)  Bill  [Bill  123]— 
Mwedf  ■*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond  time,"— (CoXpfiW  Uughee)  . .  1773 
After  short  debate,  Motion  ayreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  aeoond  time,  and 
eommitiedtar  Wedneeday  7t\i  April.  [5.15.] 

LORDS.  THURSDAY,  MARCH  25. 

The  Natiohai.  Mxtseitus — ^Eteniho  Opksiho— Rbsoltjtiok — 
Moved  to  resolve, 

"That  it  would  l)e  expedient  that  museums  flhould  be  opened  by  daylight  only,  and 
Bbonld  be  closed  dunog  the  time  of  afternoon  Divine  Service,  on  Sundsye,"— (rA« 
Lord  Dennum)  ..  ..  ••  1774 

On  Question,  Resolved  in  the  negative.  [A.Ab.'] 

COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  MARCH  25. 

COSTBOTERTEO  ELECTIONS  (BaBBDT  IN  FuBHBSS)  ..  1775 

Q  UE8T10N8. 

Law  AMD  Jnsncit  (Ibelahd)— Mr.  Babbon,  County  Oouht  Judge,  Co. 
MoHAOHAH— Question,  Mr.  W.  O'Brien;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
forlrelaxid  (Mr.  John  Morley)  . .  . .  C^ATl% 
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SUPPLY — eonsidertd  in  Committee — Asuy  Estucatbs — 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(i.)  UotioQ  mode,  and  Questioa  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  excoediag  £866,300,  be 
Kraoted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  for  the  Clothing  EstahlishmeDts, 
Services,  and  Supplies,  which  will  come  ia  ooorse  of  payment  daring  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1887  "  1809 

After  long  debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  snm,  not  exceeding 
£849,000,  be  granted,  kef— {Sir  Qeorge  Campbell}  -.1890 

After  further  debate,  Question  put :  —  The  Committee  divided ;  Ayes  66,  Noes 
290  ;  Majority  22i.—{JAv.  List,  No.  44.) 

Original  Question  ainin  proposed    . .  . .  . .  .  •  1907 
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Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Contagions  Diseases  Acts  Bepeal  (No.  2)  Bill  [Bill  147]— 
Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  »  second  time,"— (l^r.  SUn»fdd)     . .  1908 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
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Cavendish  Bentinek.) 
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Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and 

commtiedSoT  7h-momw. 

Coaipensation  for  Damages  BillfBill  120]-— 

Bill  contidsrtd  m  Committee  . ,  , ,  . . 

After  short  time  spent  therein.  Bill  rtportei ;  ai  ammded,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow. 

X«aboarers  (Ireland)  Acts  Amenlment  Bill  [Bill  loj— 

Bill,  as  amended,  coneidered   . .  . .  , .  . ,  1930 

After  debate,  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

Cboftebs  (ScoTLiND)  (No.  2)  [Advances'! — 

Contidtred  in  Committee  ..  ,,  1950 

BesoluHon  agreed  to  ;  to  be  reported  Ta-morreic. 

MOTIONS, 


Cape  BrM  LighthouO  Bili—0ri«re4  (JTr.  C.  AeUmi,  Mr.  Xundellg,  Ur.  Oihortu 

StorgttH) ;  pretttitid,  and  read  the  first  time  [BQl  151]  1950 

Burial  Qronnds  (Scotland)  Act  (1865)  Amendment  Wl~OnUred  {Mr.  er^un 
Bruee,  Sir  Htrbert  MamnU,  Mr,  LmmU  Cnue/ori) ;  prttiatedt  and  read  the  first 

time  [BiU  162]  ..  ..  .,  19M 

[8,30.] 
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HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES, 

IN  THE 

FasT  Ssssioy  op  thb  TwMirTT-TsiJtD  Pasltaxsnt  of  thb 
Unitbd    Kingdom  op    Grsat    Britain    and  Is£ZAin>, 

APPOINTED  TO  MEET  12  JaMUABT,  1886,  IN  THB  FORTT-NINTH 

Year  of  the  Rgion  of 

HER  MAJESTY.  QUEEN  VICTORIA. 

SBOOKD    TOLUUE    07    SESSION  1886. 


HOUSE   OF  LOBDS, 
5th  Jfarehf  1886. 


MIXTITES.]— Public  Biizb— Second  Heading— 

Drill  Grounds  (24). 
Third  Reading — MarriagM  Validity  *  (11),  and 

patud. 

Sopai  Aumt-'lMad  B^try  [49  Viet.  a.  1]. 

DRILL  OROUKDS  BILL. 
{The  Lord  Smdhurtt.) 

(ho.  24.)     SEOOBD  BEASUfQ. 

OtdffT  of  the  DajfoT  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  TTNDEB  SEOEETARY  op 
STATE  FOB  WAR  (Lord  Sandhubst), 
ia  moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
second  time,  said,  as  this  was  his  first 
endeavour  to  pilot  a  Bill  through  their 
Lordships'  House,  he  had  to  ask  their 
Lordships  to  regard  his  shortcomings 
with  leniency  j  and,  on  the  ground  of  his 
inexperience,  to  forgive  any  errors  of 
Thicn  he  feared  he  must  iuentably  be 

VOL.  OOOUX   [tiiibd  bebies.] 


guilty.  The  Bill  which  he  asked  their 
IfOrdships  to  read  a  second  time  was  of 
a  very  simple  nature,  and  he  should 
hare  to  occupy  them  but  a  rexy  fer 
minutes.    The  Bill  was  one— 

"  For  extending:,  with  amendmenta,  to  groonds 
for  drill  and  other  military  purpoaes  the  enact- 
ment* relating  to  the  aoqaiation  and  regulation 
of  rifle  ranges.*' 

He  must,  therefore,  refw  to  the  two  Acts 
of  which  this  Bill  was  to  be  the  exten- 
sion. One  was  the  Volnnteer  Act,  1 863 ; 
the  other  the  Artillery  and  Rifle  Ranges 
Act,  1885.  In  the  first  of  these,  a  power 
was  given  to  Volunteer  corps,  with  the 
assent  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  to  ac- 
quire land  for  artillery  and  rifle  ranges ; 
and  it  was  now  contemplated  to  extend 
this  power  in  order  to  acquire  land  for 
drilling  purposes  for  Volunteers  and  all 
other  military  forces.  These  powers  re- 
lated merely  to  the  acquisition  of  land. 
The  Aot  of  188-?  contained  power  for  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  make  bye-laws 
which  should  secure  the  safety  of  the 
public,  and,  at  the  same  tim^  prevent 
any  intruuon  on  the  ruiges  to  the  inoou* 

B  ^ 
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Tenienoe  of  the  corps  nsing  them.  It 
was  intended  to  embody  powers  to  that 
effect  in  this  Bill,  with  the  slight  differ- 
ence and  addition  that,  if  necessary  for 
the  safety  of  the  public  and  to  secure 
the  body  of  troops  exercising  from  mo- 
lestation, the  grantors  of  the  land  should 
themselves  make  the  bye-laws,  subject 
always,  of  course,  to  the  sanction  of  the 
Secretary  of  State.  Of  course,  the  ordi- 
nary law  of  trespass  was  sufficient  for 
drill  grounds  in  the  possession  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  or  of  the  corps.  Public 
Parks  being  public  property,  there  was 
no  power  to  exclude  anyone,  or  to  inclose 
any  plot  of  ground  temporarily  during 
military  exerolees.  He  might  add  that 
he  had  reason  to  believe  that  many  Cor- 
porate Bodies  were  most  anxious  to  give 
them  these  facilities;  but  they  had  no 
power  to  do  so.  They  ther^ore  pro- 
posed by  this  Bill  to  give  them  this 
power.  Their  Lordships,  especially  any 
noble  Lords  who  had  served  either  in 
the  Eegular  or  Irregular  Forces,  must 
know  how  difficult  it  was,  not  to  say  im- 
possible, to  manoeuvre  a  regiment  when 
surrounded  and  pressed  by  a  crowd  of 
enthusiastic  spectators.  With  the  new 
Infantry  extended  order,  he  ventured  to 
say  it  was  impossible.  The  provisions  of 
this  Bill  would  inflict  no  injury  on  the 
publio  by  temporarily  excluding  them 
from  a  small  plot  of  ground  during  the 
short  time  of  drill.  The  Volunteers 
were  very  enthusiastic  and  zealous  for 
instruction.  Their  efflcieno^  was  already 
at  a  high  standard.  This  Bill  would 
give  fainlitiea  for  raising  that  standard ; 
and  as  he  knew  there  were  few  warmer 
sympathizers  with  the  Yolunteers  than 
their  Lordships,  he  had  every  confidence 
in  asking  them  to  read  it  a  second 
time. 

Mw«i,  "ThattheBillbenowread2*." 
^{The  Lord  Sandhttrat.) 

VisoouNT  CEANBBOOK  said,  he  must 
compliment  the  noble  Lord  opposita 
upon  the  exceedingly  dear  and  able 
manner  in  which  be  had  moved  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  He  should 
give  the  noble  Lord  every  assistance  in 
his  power  in  carrying  the  measure  into 
lav,  aa  he  entirely  aj^roved  its  prin- 
ciple. 

Motion  mfrwd  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
inglyv  and  eommitUd  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Mondajf  next. 

Lord  Smdhttnt 


FEMALE  INSPECTOBS  OF  WORKSHOPS. 
QtrXSnON.  OBBEBTATZONB. 

VisooTTNT  ENFIELD  rose  to  ask. 
Whether  in  any  future  appointments  of 
Factory  and  Workshop  Inspectors  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  favourably 
consider  the  possibility  of  selecting  a 
certain  number  of  female  Inspectors  for 
those  factories  and  workshops  where 
women  only  are  employed?  Consider- 
ing the  interest  taken  in  the  various 
fields  that  were  now  open  for  female  in- 
dustry and  ability,  he  was  anxious  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  whether 
Uie  Home  Seoretazy  oould  see  his  way 
to  act  in  the  sense  his  Question  on  the 
Paper ;  and  he  did  so  for  two  reasons- 
first,  because  steps  had  been  taken  in 
this  direction  with,  he  believed,  very  ad- 
vantageous results  by  the  appointment 
some  years  ago  of  a  talented  lady,  now, 
unhappily,  no  more,  the  late  Mrs.  Nassau 
Senior,  as  an  Inspector  of  district  and 
workhouse  schools;  and  last  year,  on 
the  action  of  the  late  President  of  the 
Local  Gt)vernment  Board,  two  ladies  of 
distinguished  personal  abilities  and  high 
social  standing  received  somewhat  simi- 
lar appointments  within  the  Metropolitan 
area ;  and,  secondly,  because  he  believed 
also  that  in  many  instances  women  were 
great  sufferers  from  the  prossuro  of  work 
and  defective  sanitary  arrangements  in 
workshops ;  and  on  this  head  he  should 
like  to  quote  certain  expreasionB  which 
appeared  in  the  letter  of  an  artizan  to 
one  of  the  publio  journals  not  very  long 
ago— 

"  The  sanitary  conditioa  of  faotoriee  is  a  snb- 
jact  vhich  may  well  engage  tha  attention  ot 
trade  uniontati ;  the  greatest  Bofferen  from 
ovennovded  factories  at  presmt  ate  women; 
there  is  much  sentiment  written  and  spoken 
aboat  female  workers,  and  prohahly  a  gennine 
desire  to  make  the  everyday  life  of  Ibctory 
women  a  little  leas  dreary  than  it  is  ;  hot  there 
has  been  u  yet  no  vigorooa  effort  made  in  the 
direction  of  sncdi  a  piece  of  practical  reform  as 
the  appointment  of  female  Factory  Inspecton. 
Women's  eyea  can  see  women's  gneranoes 
quiolEer  than  men's  can,  and  there  ie  no  sound 
argument  against  the  appointment  of  women  to 
inipect  factories  where  women  only  are  em- 
ployed. Sir  William  Harcourt  has  recognized 
the  claims  of  working  men  to  be  represented 
among  Factory  Inspectors,  and  deierves  their 
gratitude ;  but  he  should  go  a  litUe  farther,  and 
recognize  the  claims  of  working  women  as 
well?' 

Since  1881  seven  appointments  had  been 
made  of  persons  who,  from  their  previous 
practical  working  experience  in  Tariooe 
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tradee,  were  duly  qualified  to  act  as  Fac- 
tory and  Workshop  luspectora  with  every 
prospect  of  their  utility ;  and  he  should 
hope  that  a  certain  number  of  inteUigeut 
women  oonrersant  with  the  duties  and 
reqolrementa  of  their  sex  in  various 
trades  would  prove  valuable  auxiliaries 
to  the  present  Inspectors. 

Loiu)  THUBLOW,  in  reply,  said, 
tiiat  the  qnestion  raised  by  the  noble 
Viscount's  Question  was  one  of  great 
interest ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  was  one 
of  extreme  difficulty.  The  subject  had 
occupied  the  attention  of  the  Home  De- 
partment for  several  years,  and  it  was 
still  under  consideration.  The  difficul- 
ties in  the  way  of  following  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  were  greater  than 
at  first  sight  one  might  be  inclined  to 
fancy.  There  was  a  great  difference  be- 
tween the  duties  of  a  Poor  Law  Iq- 
speotor,  which  Urs.  Senior  discharged, 
and  those  of  a  Factory  and  Workshop 
Inspector.  This  subject  had  been  deau 
with  at  considerable  length  in  the  Be- 
port  of  the  Chief  Inspector  of  Factories 
for  1879  and  1880;  and  that  official 
expressed  the  opinion  tiiat  the  duties 
wmoh  devolved  upon  a  Factory  Inspector 
could  not  be  discharged  by  a  lady. 
The  Chief  Inspector  said  the  day's 
work  of  a  Factory  Inspector  some- 
times extended  from  6  or  8  in  the 
morning  to  8  and  10  o'clock  at  night; 
and  he  was  forced  to  the  convic- 
tion that  it  was  work  for  a  man  and  not 
for  a  woman,  the  multifarious  dutiea 
being  really  incompatible  with  the  cha- 
racter of  a  woman.  la  a  previous  Beport 
the  Chief  Inspector  referred  to  the  ex- 
posure to  which  Inspectors  were  sub- 
jected, and  the  necessity  for  examining 
machinery  in  workshops  could  not  be 
undertaken  by  women.  Those  were 
some  of  the  difficulties  which  stood  in 
the  way  of  carrying  out  the  suggestion. 
He  was  instruoted  to  say  that  at  the 
present  moment,  at  any  rate,  there  was 
no  intention  to  appoint  a  female  In- 
Qieotor  of  Faotories  and  Workshops. 
The  subject,  however,  remained  under 
the  attention  of  the  Home  Office,  and 
from  time  to  time  it  would  be  considered 
to  what  extent  and  how  far  the  sugges- 
tion ooold  be  carried  out. 

Hottse  adjoaraed  at  a  quarter  before  Five 
o'clock,  to  MoDoay  next,  a  qnartor 
before  Elerni  o  idock. 


HOUSE  OF  OOUMONS, 
Friday,  6th  Jfareh^  1886. 


UINIJTES.J— Sblbct  CoxMrmis  —  Edaca- 
tional  Eadowments,  Ur.  H.  G.  AUm  dwh.  ; 
iSx.  William  Abraham  (Olamoj^an)  odM; 
Salmon  and  IVoot  Fishinff  (Ireland),  ap* 
pointed. 

SvFPhT—tonaidered  in  Committe4 — h,p, 
Fhivatb  Billb  [by  OrtUrj— Second  Rtading^ 

Leeds  Hydraulic  Power  Company  > ;  Linoola. 

shiie  Marshes  and  Eait  Coaet  Railway  * ; 

Louth,  Mablethorpe,  Sutton,  and  Willoughby 

Rail  way. • 

Public  Biixs  —  Ordond  —  Jfrit  Reading  — 
Metropolitan  Commons  ProrisiMial  Oraer* 

[132]. 

Second  Rending  —  Freahwater  Fisheries  {Eela) 
[128] ;  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Water 
Sopply,  &c.)  [34],  put  off;  Trees  (Ireland) 


QUS8TI0N8. 

 0  ~ 

MINES  REGULATIOK  ACT— THE  BOG 
COLLIERY  EXPLOSIOK. 

Me.  mason  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  u  he 
will  inquire  into  the  cause  of  an  explo- 
mon  of  fire  damp  which  ooourred  in  Bog 
OoUtery,  Yorkhall,  on  2nd  November 
last,  whereby  three  men  were  injured ; 
if  it  was  the  duty  of  the  manager  to  hare 
reported  the  explosion  to  the  Inspector 
of  Mines ;  whetner  the  Inspector's  atten- 
tion was  called  to  the  accident  eight 
days  thereafter;  and,  wlut  action  was 
taken  thereupon  ? 

The  SECEETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childbbs)  :  As  soon  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber called  my  attention  to  this  explosion 
T  at  once  made  inquiry  into  the  matter. 
It  appears  that  the  Inspector  visited  the 
mine  on  November  10,  the  accident 
having  occurred  on  the  second  of  that 
month.  Undoubtedly,  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  manager  to  report  the  accident, 
and  he  probably  did  so.  The  acddent 
was  caused  by  the  fall  of  a  roof,  in  which 
it  seems  tliat  a  small  quantity  of  gas 
was  lurking.  This  was  driven  out  by 
the  concussion  of  a  fall,  and  ignited  at  one 
of  the  lamps  which  the  men  were  uatng 
As  no  gas  had  been  seen  in  the  colliery 
for  two  years  naked  lights  were  used. 
The  Inspector  attaches  no  blame  to  the 
men  under  these  circumstances.  In  con- 
sequence of  this  accident  safety  lamps 
are  now  being  used  in  the  mine. 
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OBIUE   Ain>   OUTRAGE   (IRELAND)  — 
AtliEaED  "BOTCOTTING"  OP 
NATIONALISTS. 

Ma.  W.  O'BEIEN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretaiyto  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  notice  posted  at  the  Beragh  (county 
Tyrone)  Eailway  Station;  whether  the 
Alexander  Steen  referred  to  occupies 
the  iK}eition  of  Stamp  Distributor  and 
Eegistrar  of  Births,  &o.  for  the  Clogher 
Biatrict ;  whether  ail  persons  named  in 
tiie  notioe  as  those  for  whom  ho  carta 
goods  were,  with  the  exception  of  offi- 
cials, supporters  of  the  Orange  candi- 
date at  the  election  then  pending,  and 
all  the  persons,  without  ezoeption,  posted 
as  traders  not  approved  by  him,  were 
supporters  of  the  Nationalist  candidate; 
whether  the  author  of  this  notioe  is  the 
"  A.  Steen  "  whose  name  was  signed  to 
a  placard  summoning  an  Orange  counter- 
demonstration  at  the  time  and  place 
fixed  for  a  lavful  Nationalist  election 
meeting,  the  placard  being  couched  in 
the  following  terms : — 

"  LoTalUta  and  Orangemen  of  South  Tyrone, 
aiumbla  in  your  atrengith  at  Clogher  on  the 
3rd  December  inst.  aad  hurl  back  your  coantry's 
inradera. 

"A.  Pteen. 
"  Ologher,  28tti  Norember,  1886." 

Whether,  in  response  to  this  appeal,  a 
number  of  Orangemen  did  assemble  for 
the  purpose  of  attacking  the  Nationalist 
meeting,  to  the  imminent  danger  of  the 

public  peaoe;  whether  Steen's  name  is 
also  signed  as  one  of  the  Committee  of 
"  the  North  West  of  Ireland  Eegistra- 
tion  Association "  to  a  handbill  sum- 
moning "  a  meeting  of  Loyalist  electors" 
in  the  court  house,  Clogher,  on  the  20th 
February,  for  the  purpose  of  forming  a 
branch  of  the  Association ;  and,  whe- 
ther, under  these  circumstances,  Steen 
will  be  retained  in  his  offices,  or  whether 
he  will  be  prosecuted  for  boycotting  P  I 
am,  Sir,  sorry  that  the  Bules  of  the 
House  will  not  permit  me  to  put  the 
terms  of  the  placard  on  the  Notice  Paper. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
John  Mobx.xt),  in  reply,  said,  that  Alex- 
ander Steen  did  hdld  the  position  men- 
tioned. He  had  made  inquiries,  and 
had  been  unable  to  asoertain  whether  it 
was  his  signature  that  had  been  ap- 
pended to  the  Notice  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  been  good  enough  to  send 
him.   He  had  been  advised  that  a  pro- 
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secution  for  "  Boycotting  "  coaM  not  be 
sustained  on  that  notice.  He  could  not 
obtain  eridenoe  through  the  Constabulary 
that  Alexander  Steen  was  the  person 
who  had  signed  the  placard.  He  was 
informed  that  the  meeting  of  Orangemen 
was  the  first  summoned. 

Me.  W.  O'BRIEN :  If  I  am  able  to 
give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  evidence 
that  Steen  was  the  pei^on  who  called  the 
Orange  demonstration,  and  that  was 
called  subsequently  to  the  Nationalist 
meeting  being  convened,  will  that  give 
ground  for  the  dismissal  of  Steen  from 
his  position  ? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON:  May  I  ask  whe- 
ther it  is  to  be  a  subject  for  dismissal 
the  taking  part  in  an  anti-rebel  demon- 
stration ? 

Hb.  JOHN  UOBIiET :  In  reply  to 

the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  can- 
not |)romi8e  dismissal  until  the  evidence 
is  laid  before  us. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY:  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  Nationalists  are  the  only 
people  who  can  [" Order!  "] 

THE  MAGISTEAOY  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES) -THE  WORTHING  MAGIS- 
TRATES, SUSSEX. 

Mb.  BRADLATJGH  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 
ease  of  Gteorge  Skinner,  60  years  of  age, 
sentenced  by  the  Worthing  Magistrates 
to  one  month's  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour  for  stealing  coal  value  \^d.  not- 
withstanding it  was  his  first  offence ; 
and,  whether  he  will  take  any  action  in 
the  matter  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childees)  :  Yes,  Sir ;  my  attention  has 
been  called  to  this  case.  It  appears  that 
the  prisoner  stole  15  lbs.  of  coal,  and  the 
sentence  was  unanimously  agreed  upon 
by  a  bench  of  six  magistrates.  The  theft 
was  a  deliberate  one,  and  there  appears 
to  have  been  a  good  deal  of  co^-stealing 
in  the  neighbourhood.  I  see  no  reason 
to  interfere  with  the  discretion  of  the 
justices. 

LAW  AND  JUSTIOE-IMPRISONMBNT 
FOR  CONTEMPT  OF  COtTRT. 
Mb.  THOMAS  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Deportmrat,  If  he 
has  seen  the  report  in  Th$  South  WaU» 
Daily  N$w$  of  the  case  of  a  poor  woman, 
seventy  years  of  age,  who  has  been 
imprisoned  in  Cardiff  (Hoi  for  contempt 
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of  oonrt  since  last  April ;  whether  the 
case  baa  been  reported  to  the  Home 
Office ;  and,  whether  he  will  cause  f^ll 

inquiries  to  be  made  into  the  ciroum- 
stances  of  the  case  aa  to  her  ability  to 
obey  the  order  of  the  court  ? 

The  8E0EETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childebs)  :  The  hon.  Member  may  not 
be  aware  that  the  Home  Secretary 
has  only  a  limited  jurisdiction  over 
County  Court  cases.  This  case  has  not 
been  officially  reported  to  me,  and  all  I 
oan  do  is  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Oonnty  Court  Jud^  to  the  matter.  I 
have  accordingly  given  instructions  that 
a  letter  should  be  written  to  him  asking 
for  his  obeerrations  on  the  case. 

BEGISTRATION  OF  TOTEBS  (IRELAND) 
ACT— REMUNERATION  OF  POOR 

RATE  COLLECTORS. 
Me.  p.  J.  O'BBIEN  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  "Whether  he  is 
airare  that  the  sum  of  £15,000  granted 
by  Parliament  for  the  remuneration  of 
Poor  Eate  collectors  in  Ireland  for  extra 
duties  imposed  on  them  under  the 
Bepresentation  of  the  People  Act,  1684, 
and  the  Begietration  Act,  1885,  has 
been  found  to  be  totally  inadequate  to 
pay  for  the  work  so  done  by  these 
pabUo  aerrants;  whether  the  Nenaeh 
Board  of  Guardians  were  furnished  By 
Collectors  O'Brien  and  Carroll  for 
balance  of  their  bills  for  this  service, 
which  the  guardians  considered  mode- 
rate, but  had  no  power  to  pay  out  of  the 
Bates ;  whether  he  will  inquire  into 
these  two  cases,  which  are  but  samples 
of  others  similar  in  the  Beveral  unions 
throughout  Ireland ;  and,  whether  a 
further  sum  will  be  provided  adequate  to 
pay  off  the  balance  that  remains  due  on 
the  fair  claims  of  the  Irish  Poor  Bate 
collectors  for  the  faithful  performance  of 
imperative  and  onerous  duties ;  or,  if  not, 
how  is  the  balance  to  be  discharged  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
STIEY  (Mr.  Henet  H.  Fowlee)  :  The 
officifds  named  in  the  1 1th  section  of 
theRegi6tration(IrelandjAct,1885,  have 
been  pud  at  the  rate  of  about  3i^.  f<a 
each  additional  name  placed  on  the  regis- 
ters in  1885— that  is,  the  excess  of  the 
Barnes  in  1885  over  those  in  ltl84— sub- 
ject to  certain  limitations.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  in  some  cases,  especially 
unong  the  poor  rate  collectors,  the  offi- 
cers were  not  sufficiently  remunerated 
for  the  work  done ;  but  the  poor  rate 


collectors  were  required  by  the  above- 
named  Act  to  aasiat  in  carrying  into 
effect  the  duties  imposed  upon  the  clerk 
of  the  UnioD,  and  the  Ijocal  Government 
Board  have  advised  Boards  of  Guardians 
that  it  is  competent  for  them  to  make 
payments  to  tne  clerk  of  the  Union, 
under  the  authority  of  the  Parliamentary 
Voters  Act,  1850,  to  enable  him  to  pay 
poor  rate  collectors  for  assistaooe  af- 
forded in  the  preparation  of  the  lists ;  and 
in  this  manner  poor  rate  collectors  in 
several  Unions  in  Ireland  have  received 
additional  remuneratton  when  theBoards 
of  Guardians  considered  that  they  had 
not  been  sufficiently  paid  from  the  Par- 
liamentary grant.  The  Local  Oovem- 
ment  Board  is  aware  that  the  collectors 
in  Nenagh  hare  addressed  the  Board  of 
Ouardians  on  tbia  subject,  but  has  not 
seen  the  particulars  of  their  claims. 
When  the  Boards  of  Guardians  refer  the 
matter  to  them  they  will  advise  them  to 
the  above  effect. 

HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— 
QUEEN'S  BENCH  DIVISION— JUDGES 
LAWSON  AND  O'BRIEN. 

Me.  chance  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  Mr.  Juatioe  Lawson  and  Mr. 
Justice  O'Brien,  now  members  of  the 
Queen's  Bench  Division  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland,  were 
formerly  Judgea  of  other  Divisions  of 
the  High  Court ;  does  the  said  Division 
possess  an  almost  exclusive  jurisdiction 
in  matters  of  criminal  appeal ;  what 
were  the  circumstances  under  which 
such  transfers  were  made ;  and,  what 
special  qualifications  possessed  by  Mr. 
Justice  Lawson  and  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien 
rendered  their  transfer  to  the  Queen's 
Bench  Divisiou  desirable  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.'JoHN 
Moelet)  :  The  two  appointments  re* 
ferred  to  were  made  on  the  recommen* 
dation  of  the  then  Lord  Lieutenant,  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
the  day,  as  the  arrangement,  in  their 
judg^en^  most  suitable  in  the  circum- 
stances. 

TRADE  STATISTTOS-THE  TRADE  OP 

IRELAND. 
Mb.  BADEN-POWELL  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther, with  the  aid  of  the  Excise  and 
Customs  officials,  and  with  the  co-opera- 
tion of  private  firms  and  companies,  he 
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can  obtain  an  approximate  Betnrn  of 
the  Talnea  and  quantities  of  the  prin- 
oipal  articles  sent  annually  from  Eng- 
land to  Ireland,  and  from  Ireland  to 
England,  and  also  exported  and  im- 
ported annually  between  Ireland  and 
ForeiKU  Countries  and  British  Posees- 
nonsf 

The  PEE8IDENT  (Mr.  Mundella)  : 
The  trade  of  Ireland  has  been  hitherto 
treated  as  part  of  the  intemel  trade  of 
the  Kingdom;  and  consequently  no dis- 
tinot  figures^  showing  the  aggregate  of 
that  trade  as  distinguished  from  the  rest 
of  it,  have  been  given.  The  total  value 
of  the  exports  and  imports  in  the  direct 
trade  between  Ireland  and  foreign 
countries  will  be  found  in  the  trade 
accounts,  with  particulars  of  principal 
articles  at  one  or  two  ports.  T  will  see 
whether  the  figures  cannot  be  brought 
together,  bo  as  to  be  shown  as  a  whole. 
As  regards  the  trade  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  I  have  consulted  the 
Customs  authorities ;  and  they  tell  me 
that  the  information  asked  for  could  not 
be  procured  officially  and  accurately 
without  considerable  increase  of  expense 
as  well  as  much  delay  and  inconvenience 
to  trade,  and  that  an  alteration  of  the 
law  would  be  necessary  for  the  purpose. 
The  Beturns  would  be  very  interesting 
and  valuable,  and  I  should  be  very  glad 
to  give  them  if,  on  inquiry,  I'find  it  could 
be  done  without  interfering  too  seriously 
with  trade ;  but  I  fear  that  an  approxi- 
mate Betnrn  obtained  in  the  way  the 
hon.  Member  suggests  would  not  be 
sufficdently  accurate  or  trustworthy  to  be 
made  the  basis  of  official  statistics. 

EDUCATIOK  (SCOTLAND)— TOLUN- 
TAET  SCHOOLS. 
.  SiRABCHIBALDCAMPBELLasked 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  How  it  is  in- 
tended that  the  grievances  of  the  mana- 
gers of  the  voluntary  schools  in  Scotland 
shall  be  considered;  and,  whether  the 
Order  of  Bef erence  to  the  Boyal  Commis- 
sion now  inquiring  into  the  operations 
of  the  English  Education  Acts  may  bo 
enlarged,  so  as  to  admit  of  such  griev- 
ances being  received  and  considered  by 
the  Commissioners  ? 

The  SECBETARY  fob  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Tbeteltas)  :  In  answer  to  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member,  I  may  say  I  am 
not  prepared  to  assent  to  the  statement 
that  the  managers  of  voluntary  schools 
in  Scotland  suffer  from  any  grievance, 

Mr.  Badm-Pomn 


and  the  Department  have  received  no 
statement  bearing  upon  any  such  griev- 
ance. I  have  had  some  conversation 
with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman, 
and  I  shall  be  glad  to  have  more  ;  but 
he  will  remember  that  the  conversation 
did  not  go  beyond  the  general  structure 
of  the  Act.  As  I  stated  to  the  House 
last  night,  the  Order  of  Beference  to  the 
Boyal  Commission  is  not  likely  to  be  ex- 
tended, nor  is  it  desirable  that  it  should 
be  extended,  to  Scotland. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS)  ACT 
— PLEURO-PNEUMONIA. 

Me.  DUCEH  AMasked  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  during  the  past  year  several 
of  the  outbreaks  of  pleuro-pneumonia  in 
Oreat  Britain  hare  oeen  traced  to  Irish 
cattle,  and  that  it  has  seriously  depre- 
ciated their  value  in  the  markets  of  Greet 
Britain;  that  as formany  months  past  the 
disease  in  Ireland  has  been  confined  to 
Dublin  and  a  limited  area  around  that 
city,  whether  he  will,  in  the  interests  of 
the  stock  owners  of  Ireland  and  Great 
Britain,  press  upon  the  Privy  C!ouncil 
of  Ireland  the  desirability  of  rigidly  eo- 
forcing  the  provisions  of  the  Contagious 
Diseases  (Animals)  Act  of  1878  ;  and,  in 
order  that  the  United  Kingdom  may  be 
free  from  a  disease  which  has  imposed 
such  serious  national  losses  for  so 
many  years  past,  whether  he  will  also 
press  the  same  upon  the  local  authorities 
in  Great  Britain? 

The  CHANOELLOB  op  the  DUCHY 
(Mr.  Hene&oe):  During  1685  several 
Reports  were  received  from  Inspectors 
of  Local  Authorities  of  outbreaks  of 
pleuro-pneumonia  in  Great  Britain, 
which  were  attributed  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  Irish  catUe.  In  every  case 
where  it  appeared  on  inquiry  that  the 
animsls  had  been  recently  landed,  the 
attention  of  the  Irish  Government  was 
called  to  the  circumstance,  in  order  that 
the  animals  might  be  traced  to  their 
origin.  I  must,  however,  remind  my 
boo.  Friend  that  in  a  large  proportion 
of  the  cases  reported  the  animals  had 
been  a  long  time  in  this  country  before 
the  disease  was  detected  among  them, 
and  in  those  cases  it  was  impossible  to 
come  to  any  condusiott  as  to  whether  or 
not  the  animals  were  infected  b^ore 
leaving  Ireland.  The  Privy  Council 
are  in  frequent  communication  with 
the  Irish  Privy  Council  on  the  subject, 
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and  aro  satisfied  that  they  are  fully 
alive  to  the  importance  of  dealing 
vith  this  disease.  I  would  only  further 
remark  that  the  disease  is  not  spread  by 
the  movement  of  obviously  diseased  ani- 
mals, but  by  the  movemont  of  animals 
vhioh  hare  been  herded  vith  diseased 
ones,  and  the  Act  of  1878  only  provides 
for  the  compnlsory  slaughterof  diseased 
animals.  Whenever  it  appears  that 
Local  Authorities  are  not  acting  with 
the  necessary  stringency,  the  Privy 
Oonncil  invariably  urge  them  to  adopt 
measnres  for  tiie  paipose  of  stamping 
oat  the  disease. 

Me.  DUOKHAM:  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  I  shall  take  the  earlieet  op- 
portunitT  of  moving  that  the  Act  be  so 
amended. 

AEMY— REWARDS  FOR  DISTIN- 
GUISHED SERVICES. 

Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  Whether  ttie 
reward  for  distinguished  or  meritorious 
serrice,  under  the  Itoyal  Warrant  of 
1864,  is  reserved  for  officers  above  a 
oerUunrank;  and,  if  so,  oa  what  grounds 
this  practice  has  been  established  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbbll-Bakmebman)  :  Officers  of  all 
ranks  are  eligible  for  rewards  for  dis- 
tinguished or  meritorious  service;  but 
as  length  of  service  necessarily  forms  a 
factor  in  determining  claims,  it  follows 
that  officers  in  the  higher  ranks  are 
most  frequently  selected.  A  proportion 
of  the  grant  is  specially  reserved  for 
quartermasters.  I  may  add  that  no 
change  has  been  recently  made  in  the 
rules  which  are  observed  in  the  selec- 
tion of  offloere. 

THB  HOUSE  OF  COMMONS-ACCOMMO- 
DATION FOR  MEMBERS. 

Mb.  PYNE  asked  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works,  Whether  he  would  in- 
crease the  number  of  lockers  to  the 
number  of  Members  of  the  House? 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  asked, 
whether  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  would  use  his  best  endeavours 
to  bring  about  a  near  approximation  of 
the  number  of  seats  in  the  House  to  the 
number  of  Members  ? 

The  LOBD  of  the  TREASUBY  (Mr. 
Letbbox  Qovee)  (who  replied)  said :  In 
consequence  of  a  repreamtation  from  the 
Sergeeztt-at-Aims,  the  Office  of  Works 
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brought  the  subject  of  providing  40  ad- 
ditional lockers  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Treasury,  but  were  informed  by 
the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  that  they  were 
not  prepared  at  present  to  sanction  tho 
expenditure,  estimated  at  £250.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  has  entered  into  a  rather  wider 
question  than  that  of  lockers,  and  per- 
haps he  will  give  Notice. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  hon. 
(Gentleman  whether  he  would  convey  to 
the  Treasury  the  information  lliat  if  the 
Treasury  did  not  conform  to  the  wishea 
of  the  House  the  House  would  make  it 
rather  warm  for  the  Treasury  ? 

ARMY-StlPPLT  OF  MARTINI-HENRY 
RIFLES. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  How  many 
Martini-Henry  rifles  there  are  in  store 
in  the  United  Kingdom  at  the  present 
moment;  and,  whether  the  re-arming  of 
the  Forces  at  Home  and  in  India  with 
the  new  rifle  arranged  for  by  the  late 
0overnment  is  entirely  suspended ;  and, 
if  not,  how  many  of  these  arms  it  is 
proposed  to  turn  out  at  the  Enfield  Bo^al 
Small  Arms  Faotory  during  the  coming 
year? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
OAMPBELL-BArrNERMAN) :  I  do  not  think 
that  it  would  be  for  the  good  of 
the  Public  Service  that  I  should  give 
the  information  asked  for  in  the  first 
part  of  the  noble  Lord's  Question. 
As  regards  the  new  rifle,  there  is  no  in- 
tention of  suspending  its  manufacture. 
It  will  be  more  convenient  if  I  state  the 
arranmments  which  are  to  be  made 
when  X  move  the  Estimates. 

ARMY— ENFIELD  SMALL  ARMS  FAC- 
TORY—DISCHARGE  OP  WORKMEN. 

SiE  HENRY  TYLER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether, 
having  regard  to  the  present  condition 
of  trade  and  manufacture,  be  will  cause 
the  order  to  discharge  800  workmen 
from  the  En6dd  Small  Arms  Factory, 
on  the  let  April,  to  be  reconsidered, 
and  ascertain  if  the  services  of  some  or 
all  of  those  workmen  could  be  usefully 
retained  for  a  longer  period  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Oaufbell-Bannbbican)  :  The  order  in 
question  was  issued  as  a  warning  to  the 
workmen  of  a  reductiim  which  then 
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eeemed  probable ;  but  I  am  glad  to  eaj 
that  our  final  arrangements  are  so  made 
that  I  hope  any  abrupt  dismissal  on  a 
large  scale  will  be  aroided. 

8m  HENRY  TYLEE:  WiU  that 
apply  to  other  establishments  of  the 
War  Department  ? 

Mh.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
That  order  was  not  iseued  at  other 
establiBhrnents. 

ViBCOUNT  FOLKESTONE :  Could  the 
right  hon.  Oentlemau  say  whether  be 
anticipates  having  to  reduce  the  number 
of  workmen  in  the  Enfield  Small  Amu 
Factory  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
There  ia  no  certainty  on  that  subject; 
but  I  can  promise  that  every  possible 
care  will  be  taken  that  it  shall  not  be 
abrupt  or  inconrenieot  to  the  workmen, 
or  inroWe  annecessary  hardship. 

BOARD  OP  WORKS  (IRE  LAND  J— LOAN 
TO  THE  WEST  CLARE  RAILWAY 

COMPANY. 
Mb.  OOX  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  B  his  attention  hoA  been 
directed  to  the  following  Resolution 
adopted  by  the  County  Clare  Qrand 
Jury: — 

"  Resolved.  Thftt  the  Grand  Jmy,  io  the  in- 
terest of  the  ratepayers,  regret  very  much  the 
delay  that  has  talren  place  io  the  withholding 
of  the  loan  of  £fi0,090  by  the  Treasary  towards 
the  making  of  the  West  Clare  Ratlwav.  and 
most  earnestly  urge  that  the  Board  of  Works 
will  take  the  necessary  stepe  to  facilitate  the 
loan  to  enable  the  contractor  to  complete  the 
line,  and  which  loan  has  been  practically  eano- 
ttoned  by  the  Treasary  for  a  considerable  time. 
Evoy  reqairement  of  the  Board  of  Works  has 
bean  oompiUed  with,  and  their  inspeoti»>  sslisfiod 
with  tile  work  executed.  The  ratepayers  are 
enduring  great  hardships  in  having  to  pay  the 
whole  intwest  on  the  money  expended,  amount- 
ing^ to  £1,600,  as  the  Treasury  does  not  become 
contributor}'  until  the  completion  of  the  line  ; 
and,  in  consequence  of  the  contractor,  from 
waot  lA  funds,  having  had  to  nearly  oeaae  work, 
and  much  distress  amongst  the  laboarers  of  the 
district  has  resulted,  we  consider  the  matter 
should  meet  no  further  delay ; " 

and,  whether  he  will  hasten  the  com- 
pletion of  the  loan,  as  recently  pro- 
mised? 

Thb  secretary  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henby  H.  Fowleb)  :  My 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  Reso- 
lution referred  to.  I  cannot  admit  that 
the  wording  of  the  Resolution  accurately 
represents  the  position  of  the  Treasury 
with  regard  to  the  loan  applied  for  by 
the  West  Clare  Rtulway .  The  conditions 


laid  down  by  the  Treasury  for  the  ad- 
vance of  the  loan  have  not  yet  been  en- 
tirely satisfied ;  but  everything  that  we 
can  do  shall  be  done  to  hfuten  uie  settle- 
ment  of  the  matter. 

THE  ROYAL  UVER  SOCIETY— REPORT 
OF  THE  INSPECTOR. 

Db.  CLARK  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  If,  considering  that  the 
Royal  Liver  Friendly  Society  has  an 
annual  income  of  about  £400,000,  and 
nearly  a  million  of  members,  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the 
Report  of  the  Inspector,  the  honourable 
E.  Lyulph  Stanley,  to  the  Registrar  of 
Friendly  Societies,  on  the  condition  of 
the  Royal  Liver  Society  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY {Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowleb):  I 
shall  have  no  objection  to  lay  the  Re- 
port on  the  Table  if  the  hon.  Member 
will  move  for  it. 

METROPOLIS-PUBLIC  MEETINGS. 

Sib  henry  TYLER  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether,  haying  regard  to  recent  occur- 
rences, he  will  now  adopt  measures  for 
prohibiting  in  future  public  meetings 
from  taking  place  in  Infalgar  Square 
or  other  similar  plaoes,  and  conmiing 
such  meetings,  under  proper  rastriotions,, 
to  certain  parks  or  open  spaces  to  be  ' 
specified ;  and,  whether  he  will  issue 
instructions  that  an  adequate  force  of 
mounted  police  shall  always  be  on  duty 
and  in  readiness  on  such  occasions  ? 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Childebb)  :  No,  Sir ;  I  am  not  at  pre* 
sent  prepared  to  issue  any  general  order 
as  to  the  plaoes  and  the  manner  of  hold- 
ing public  meetings.  The  policy  to  be 
followed  in  each  case  must  be  guided  by 
the  circumstances  of  that  case.  The 
question  of  the  employment  of  mounted 
police  on  these  occasions  is  now  engaging 
my  attention,  its  importance  having  bem 
urged  by  the  recent  Committee  of  In- 
quiry. 

DISQUALIFICATION  OP  VOTERS-THE 
LABOUR  TEST. 
Mb.  BIGWOOD  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Boftrd,  Whe- 
ther those  who,  as  a  test  of  tiieir  willing- 
ness to  work,  se^  and  obtain  employ- 
ment and  pay  from  the  relieving  offioers 
in  the  labour  yards  of  the  various  boards 
of  guardians  will  be  disfiraochised  for 
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ao  doing ;  and,  if  bo,  whether  step3  will 
be  takea  to  prevent  saoh  diaqualification 
under  the  present  exceptional  oiroam- 
atances? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Jbsbe  Ool- 
LiNos) :  The  task  of  work  which  is  re- 
quired hy  Boards  of  Qaardians  in  the 
case  of  able-bodied  persons  applying  for 
relief  is  intended  as  a  test  of  destitu- 
tion. The  Gaordiana  do  not  pay  for  the 
work,  but  give  suoh  relief  in  cases 
in  whidi  the  test  is  irapocied  as  the  cir- 
cumstances maj  require.  Belief  by  the 
Quardiuu  where  the  persons  are  set  to 
work  is  attended  with  the  usual  statu- 
tory disquaIi6cation,  and  this  disquali- 
fication could  only  be  removed  by  legis- 
lation. Where  the  circumstances  admit 
of  it,  we  think  it  very  desirable,  having 
regard  to  the  present  distress  in  certain 
districts,  thattheLocal  Authorities  should 
expedite  the  commencement  of  works 
which  are  contemplated  by  them ;  and 
tiiat  in  the  employment  of  labour  they 
nhonld  act  in  concert  with  the  Ghiar- 
dians.  If  the  works  are  undertaken 
without  the  intervention  of  contractors, 
the  ofiSom  of  the  Guardians  might  refer 
to  the  Local  Authority  for  employment 
the  persons  who  appeared  to  be  most 
deserving  of  such  assistance,  and  per- 
aoDB  so  employed  would  be  saved  nom 
the  disqualification  which  attaches  to 
relief  from  the  rates.  There  should,  of 
course,  be  strict  supervision  of  the  men 
employed,  such  as  would  be  the  case  on 
the  part  of  a  person  who  contracted  for 
the  work.  The  wages  ahould  probably 
be  less  than  the  usual  rate,  and  the  ac- 
ceptance of  the  work  would  then  be  a 
proof  of  need,  and  it  would  afford  no 
inducement  to  continue  the  employment 
when  other  opportunity  of  obtaioiDg 
work  offered.  It  is  intended  by  the 
Board  to  preee  upon  the  Local  Autho- 
rities the  adoption  of  such  arrange- 
ments as  those  where  exceptional  dis- 
tms  prevails. 

CRIMIITAL  PROSBCUnONS-THE 
PUBUO  PROSBOUTOB. 

Mb.  FIOTON  asked  the  Seoretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
tiier  his  attention  has  been  called  to  a 
ease  proceeding  at  the  Marylebone 
PoHoe  Court,  in  which  a  woman  is  ac- 
cused of  having  procured  two  girls,  aged 
twelve  and  tliitteen,  for  immoral  pur- 
Msee;  and,  whether  he  will  instruct  the 
Pttbliti  P-TDaaeiitor  to  take  oare  that  any 


male  persons  who  may  be  implicated 
shall  not  escape  without  being  brought 

to  trial? 

The  seoretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Chiijjers)  :  My  hon.  Friend  may  rest 
assured  that  this  case  is  being  most  care- 
fully watched,  and  that  no  efforts  will 
be  spared  on  my  part  to  bring  to  justice 
any  persons  who  may  be  implicated  in 
the  committal  of  the  alleged  offences. 
But  the  ease  is  still  snh  judicg,  and  it 
would  be  premature  for  me  to  take  any 
action  at  present. 

LAW  AND  POLICE— COST  OP  THE 
POLICE  FORCE. 

Mr.  JAMES  STUART  gave  Notice 
that  he  would  ask  the  Home  Secretary, 
Whether  his  attention  had  been  called 
to  the  fact  that  by  a  recent  Return 
as  to  the  cost  of  police  in  25'2  pro- 
vincial boroughs,  it  was  shown  that  the 
average  cost  was  equivalent  to  a  pound- 
age of  5id.  on  the  rateable  value,  of 
which  2Jrf.  was  borne  by  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund,  and  S^d.  by  the  local  rates; 
whether  the  cost  of  the  police  in  the 
Metropolis,  exclusive  of  the  City,  was 
equal  to  9d.  in  the  pound  on  the  rateable 
value,  of  which  4d.  was  home  by  the 
Consolidated  Fund  and  5d.  by  l^e  rates; 
and,  whethw  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  direct  the  Committee  which  was 
to  inquire  into  the  orMnization  and  ad- 
ministration of  the  Metropolitan  Police 
to  inquire  into  the  causes  of  the  great 
excess  of  the  cost  of  the  police  in  the 
Metropolis  over  other  large  centres  of 
population. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childers)  :  If  my  hon.  Friend  will 
speak  to  me  I  shall  be  happy  to  give 
him  the  Returns. 

Mr.  DWYER  gray  :  WiUthe  same 
apply  to  Dublin  ? 

Mr.  childers  :  That  is  a  question 
for  the  Irish  Government  to  determine. 
I  have  nothing  to  do  wil^  the  Irish 
police. 

CRIME   AKD   OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 
MURDER  OP  PATRICK  FINLAY,  AT 
WOODFORD,  CO.  GALWAY. 

Me.  macartney  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  a  man  named  Patrick 
Finlay  wfts  shot  dead  on  Wednesday  at 
Woodford,  county  Galway;  whether  he 
had  been  boycotted  for  several  months 
for  hating  paid  his  rent  to  Mr.  IjSVIb, 
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of  Ballynakill,  county  Galtray,  whose 
house  Tsa  blown  up  in  Deoember  last ; 
and,  whether  he  had  been  affiarded  police 
protection  ? 

The  chief  SEOBETABY  (Hr.  John 
Uoblet)  :  Patrick  Finlay,  process  server, 
was  shot  dead  at  Derrycraig  Wood,  near 
Woodford,  in  county  Qalway,  on  Wed- 
nesday, the  3rd  instant.  Finlay,  I  am  in- 
formed, had  been  obnoxious  since  the 
middle  of  December  last,  in  consequence 
of  having  served  processes  on  Sir  Henry 
Burke's  property,  and  also  on  the  pro- 
perty of  Mr.  LiBwis,  whose  house  was 
attempted  to  be  blown  up  in  December 
last.  Since  the  26th  of  that  month 
Finlay  had  been  constantly  watched  by 
the  police,  and  an  escort  accompanied 
him  when  leaving  his  residence ;  but  on 
the  day  of  his  murder  he  evaded  the 
Tigilaoce  of  the  police  by  leaving  his 
house  nnobswved  through  the  back  door 
in  order  to  proceed  to  a  wood  to  cut 
timber  for  firewood,  and  in  the  wood  he 
was  afterwards  found  murdered. 

Ub.  QILXj  :  I  should  like  to  ask,  Sir, 
whether  there  are  not  circumstances 
mectioned  in  to-day's  Loudon  papers 
which  would  suggest  that  the  death  was 
aocidental  ? 

Captain  M'CALMONT  :  And  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Qentlemau 
whether  there  are  not  circumstances 
which  show  the  connection  between  this 
*' death"  and  the  National  League ? 

[No  reply.] 

CfilHB  AND  OUTRAUE  (IBELAND)- 
"  BOYCOTTING  "  —  THE  NATIONAL 

LEAOrE. 

Mr.  macartney  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  a  report  in  The  Roscommon 
Herald,  of  27th  February  1886,  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  Longford  Branch  of 
the  Irish  National  League,  in  which  Mr. 
Wilson,  the  Tice  President,  is  reported 
as  follows :  — 

"  The  League  is  averse  to  public  or  open  boy- 
cotting, I  believe,  and  they  want  country 
broaches  to  do  things  quietly  till  we  see  what 
Parliament  will  do  for  us,  and  hence  we  are 
admonished  to  be  as  little  aggressive  as  we  pos- 
sibly can  for  a  time ;  " 

and,  if  so.  whether  the  Qovernment  in- 
tend to  take  any  steps  to  protect  the 
public  against  the  less  aggressive  form 
of  "  Boycotting  "  indicate  in  this  state- 
ment? 

Mr.  Macarttup 


The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Johw 
Morlet)  :  The  hon.  Member  wiU  exonse 
me,  but  I  do  not  quite  see  the  object  of 
this  Question.  Surely  the  less  a^pres- 
sive  "  Boycotting"  is,  the  better;  bat  the 
hon.  Member  may  rest  assured  that 
whenever  there  is  evidence  to  sustain  a 
prosecution  for  a  breach  of  the  law  in 
respect  of  intimidation  the  law  will  be 
put  in  motion.  I  do  not  take  the  hon. 
Member  as  reguding  the  present  aa  a 
specific  instance  of  "  Boycotting." 

ORDERS  OF  TBE  VAT. 


STJPPLY.-COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Hr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

BEFBESENTATIVE  GOVEBNUENT. 

RSsoLunoir. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE,  in  rising  to 
move  the  following  Resolution : — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  in- 
consistent with  the  principles  of  Keprpsentatire 
Qovernment,  that  any  Member  of  either  Ilouee 
of  the  Legislature  should  derive  his  title  to 
legislate  by  virtue  of  hereditary  descent," 

said,  that  the  Prime  Mioieter  had  lately 
described  himself  as  an  "  old  Parliamen- 
tary hand;"  and,  though  he  himself 
would  not  have  ventured  to  speak  in  such 
terms  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman,  it 
was  obviously  the  doing  of  one  who 
thoroughly  understood  Parliamentary 
tactics  that  Motions  such  as  the  present 
were  arranged  to  come  on  upon  Fridays. 
By  this  arrangement  Membera  were 
asked  not  to  vote  according  to  Iheir  opi- 
nions ;  but  it  was  asked  that  all  those 
who  wished  the  government  of  the 
country  to  be  properly  carried  on  should 
vote  against  any  Motion  standing  on  the 
Paper  on  these  occasions  and  in  favour 
of  going  into  Supply.  He  maintained 
that  if  this  wore  insisted  on,  and  if  hon. 
Members  were  to  be  told  that  whatever 
was  the  grievance  brought  forward,  and 
however  strongly  tbey  might  think  on 
the  subject,  as  a  matter  of  fidelity  to  the 
Government,  they  were  to  vote  against 
it,  discussion  would  be  an  end.  He 
trusted,  therefore,  that  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter would  allow  them  to  vote  upon  this 
Motion  according  to  its  merite,  and  he 
hoped  that  this  would  extaid  to  the 
occupants  of  the  Xreasary  Bench.  He 
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waa  BUM  ttat  many  of  them  entirely 
agreed  with  the  Motion  which  he  had 
brought  forward,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  they  had  been  delighted  when  they 
saw  that  he  had  put  it  down,  and  that 
they  were  most  anxious  and  eager  to 
vote  in  favour  of  it.  At  the  last  Gene- 
ral Election  they  had  had  an  authorized 
programme  and'an  unauthorized  official 
programme.  The  unauthorized  pro- 
gramme went  somewhat  further  than 
the  authorized  one ;  but  it  seemed  to  be 
in  accordance  with  the  wishes,  opinions^ 
and  views  of  that  House,  since  it  had 
been  upon  an  item  of  the  unauthorized 

ero^ramme  that  the  late  ohaoge  of 
[inistry  had  taken  place  a  few  weeks 
ago.  Besides  these,  the  people  had  a 
programme  of  their  own.  It  was  ex- 
pected that  the  Government  would 
shortly  propose  a  radical  change  in 
those  fundamental  laws  which  regulate 
the  legislative  relations  between  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  which  hon.  MemberB 
opposite  regarded  as  the  very  basis  of 
the  Oonstitution.  Bat  they  had  a 
grievance  on  this  side  of  the  Channel  as 
well  as  the  Irish,  and  that  grievance 
affected  the  Irish  as  much  as  it  affected 
themselves.  They  desired  to  repeal  any 
species  of  union  between  the  elective 
l^islator  and  the  hereditary  legislators, 
and  both  in  Ireland  and  EngUnd  they 
asked  that  that  union  should  oe  treated 
as  they  would  treat  the  Castle  in  Ire- 
land. Last  year  they  had  passed  a  Be- 
form  Act.  Some  time  before  that  I^rd 
Beaconsfield,  in  speaking  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  had  said  that  it  practically 
represented  26,000,000  of  population  in 
this  country  who  had  not  votes.  No 
ConservatiTe  would  raise  that  argument 
at  present.  They  bad  taken  away  that 
electorate  from  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  the  decisions  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons were  now,  to  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses, the  decisions  of  the  whole  coun- 
try. Such  an  argument  wm  only  pos- 
sible when  representative  government 
was  a  mere  sham.  Q3ie  oountoy  was  now 
becoming  democratic,  and  hereditary 
logislaitnn  were  an  anachronism  in  a 
democracy.  There  were  Liberals,  per- 
haps, who  thought  differently.  The 
term  "  Liberal "  was  at  present  a  some- 
what vague  one ;  and,  for  his  own  part, 
he  did  not  profess  quite  to  know  what 
a  Liberal  was.  He  himself  was  a  Badi- 
c^,  and  consequently  he  knew  what 
liadioalB  w«re.   Owing  to  the  ind^n- 


dence  and  frankness  of  their  nature^ 
Badicals  sometimes  differed  upon  small 
points ;  but  they  were  entirely  imited  in 
this  opinion — that  all  legislative  rights 
should  spring  from  the  people,  and  they 
all  objected  to  the  existence  of  any 
hereditary  Legislature  in  this  country. 
If  any  hon.  Gentleman  told  him  he  was 
a  Badical  and  took  an  opposite  view,  he 
would  say  to  that  Gentleman,  with  the 
utmost  respect,  that  he  regarded  him 
as  a  humbug.  If  such  an  hon.  Gentle- 
man wu  under  the  impression  that  he 
carried  his  constituency  with  him  in  op- 
position to  the  Motion  which  was  now 
brought  forward,  he  would  recommend 
him  to  consult  his  constituency.  He 
thought  that  there  had  not  been  one  Badi- 
cal or  Liberal  meeting  duringthe  whole  of 
the  last  Election  campaign  at  which 
this  Besolution  would  not  have  been 
carried  almost  unanimously ;  and  if  any 
Gentleman  questioned  that — he  referred 
to  Gentlemen  on  his  own  side  of  the 
House — let  him  call  a  meeting  of  his 
constituents,  and  let  him  decide  by 
what  they  thought.  He  was  himself  in 
favour  of  a  single  Chamber;  but  his 
Motion  did  not  go  bo  far  as  that,  and  the 
House  was  not  asked  to  give  an  o^oion 
upon  that  point.  Perhaps  the  House 
had  not  made  up  its  mind  whether  there 
ought  to  be  one  Chamber  or  two.  It 
was  true,  however,  that  they  had  the 
highest  authority — he  was  speaking  of 
hon.  Members  opposite— for  the  exist- 
ence of  a  single  Chamber.  Lord 
Beaconsfield  himself  had  said  that  no- 
body wanted  a  second  Chamber,  except 
a  few  disreputable  individuals,  and  that 
it  waa  a  valuable  institution  for  any 
Member  who  bad  neither  distinction  nor 
character  nor  talents.  [  Criea  op  '"Where?"] 
Well,  it  was  in  one  of  Lord  Beacons- 
6eld's  early  works,  and  he  never  clearly 
gathered  ^at  his  Lordship  had  altered 
his  opinion.  The  hon.  and  gallaut 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire  (Captain 
Yerney)  had  put  down  an  Amendment 
to  this  Motion.  He  confessed  he  could 
not  quite  make  out  what  that  Amend- 
ment meant ;  but,  so  far  as  he  could 
understand  it.  it  seemed  to  imply  that 
the  second  Chamber  was  an  evil,  but 
a  necessary  evil,  and  that  they  should 
be  satisfied  with  the  evils  which  they 
had,  and  should  not  fly  to  others  that 
they  knew  not  of— in  fact,  that  they 
might  go  further  and  fare  worse.  But, 
in  his  own  opinion,  the  House  of  Lords 
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vas  not  quite  so  innoeaonB.  It  wae 
powerlesB  for  good,  but  it  was  powerful 
for  evil,  as  he  trusted  he  would  be  able 

to  phow  them.  Up  to  1832  the  aristo- 
cracy bad  been  paramount  in  this  country 
not  only  in  the  House  of  Lords,  but  in 
the  Executive  and  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mona.  In  1797  a  Petition  had  been 
presented  to  that  House,  representing 
that  306  Members  were  almost  entirely 
returned  either  by  noblemen  or  borough- 
mongers  who  wanted  to  become  noble- 
men. Since  1832  popular  goTernment 
had  advanoed  by  leaps  and  bounds,  and 
there  was  now  a  permanent  antagonism 
between  that  House  and  the  other 
House.  In  these  two  Hoosea  they  had 
two  antagonistic  principles,  which  could 
no  more  unite  together  than  oil  and 
water.  Who  was  uie  first  Peer  in  ordi- 
nary oases  7  He  did  not  wish  to  make 
personal  remarks,  but  they  knew  very 
well  that  the  first  Peer  had  very  often 
been  a  borough-monger,  or  a  person 
who  had  done  some  service,  or  a  Ck>urt 
favourite.  The  other  day  he  had  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  a  Question 
with  regard  to  the  Eervices  of  the  an- 
cestors of  one  Peer.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  evaded  the  Question,  and  had 
asked  him  to  go  back  to  sixteen  hundred 
and  something  to  find  out  what  they 
were.  He  had  before  maintained  that 
because  a  man  hod  been  clever  and  bad 

gained  a  Peerage  it  did  not  follow  that 
is  son  was  dever  too.  The  Prime 
Minister  had  once  contested  that  pro- 
position, and  cited  the  ease  of  tibe  two 
Yorkes,  father  and  son,  who  had  been 
Lord  Chancellors ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  had  forgotten  to  mention 
that  the  second  of  them  felt  so  strongly 
that  he  was  not  fit  for  the  position  that 
he  had  blown  out  his  brains  as  soon  as 
he  had  gained  the  appointment.  Peers, 
like  humbler  individuals,  had  mothers 
as  well  as  fathers.  They  did  not  spring 
from  the  heads  of  their  fathers,  as 
Minerva  had  sprung  from  the  head  of 
Jove  ;  and,  in  fact,  mothers  had  as  much 
to  do  with  the  intellect  of  the  son  as 
fathers  had.  Painters,  poets,  or  lawyers 
were  not  hereditary.  It  was  true  that 
in  France  there  bad  been  hereditary 
lawyers ;  but  one  of  the  first  things  the 
lievolution  did  was  to  sweep  away 
hereditary  lawyers,  as  he  would  nave  that 
House  sweep  away  hereditary  Peers. 
If  there  were  to  be  hereditary  legis- 
Jatora  they  did  not  adopt  the  right  plan. 

Mr.  Zaioiuherg 


They  ought  to  find  the  most  intelligent 
persons  in  the  country,  take  them  when 
young,  bring  them  up  to  be  legislators, 
and,  when  they  had  reached  the  years 
of  maturity,  marry  them  to  Girton  girls, 
and  then,  perhaps,  they  might  get  some 
sort  of  result.  But  when  the  hereditary 
Peers  had  condescended  to  be  bom, 
what  was  their  training,  and  what  were 
their  amusements  ?  Were  they  such  as 
were  likely  to  make  them  efficient  legis- 
lators? In  the  Houseof  Lords  therewere 
Peers  connected  with  the  Naval  and 
Military  Services.  Now,  though,  no 
doubt,  military  training  mode  a  good 
soldier,  no  one  would  assert  thai  the 
traioiog  of  a  soldier  was  good  for 
making  a  legislator.  The  Peers  lived  in 
the  coontzy  and  were  great  Thanes — 
bolls  of  Bashan— ^reat  men  in  a  small 
locality.  When  titey  came  to  Loudon 
for  the  season  they  occupied  their  time 
much  as  most  idle  men  did.  He  had 
never  seen  in  what  they  did  or  said  any 
sign  on  the  part  of  t^e  great  bulk  of 
Peers  of  any  attempt  to  educate  them- 
selves for  the  duty  of  legislators.  One 
would  suppose  that  they  would  go  to  the 
House  of  Lords  to  learn  how  to  legislate. 
What  was  the  fact?  Hon.  Gentlemen 
sometimes  went  themselves  to  the  House 
of  Lords  to  look  on,  and  he  thought  that 
the  best  cure  for  tliose  who  admired  the 
House  of  Lords  was  to  go  and  look  at  it 
when  sitting.  On  great  occasions  they 
flocked  up  from  all  parts  of  the  country, 
and  sat  on  their  Benches  like  sheep,  and 
voted  like  sheep;  but,  on  ordinary  occa- 
sions, a  visitor  would  find  some  Peer 
making  a  speech  to  half-a-do7:en  others 
until  the  dinner  hour  approached,  when 
all  present  vanished  like  ghosts.  The 
mass  of  Peers  did  not  attend  except 
when  some  great  division  was  to  take 
place.  They  did  not,  like  Members  of 
the  House  of  Copimons,  attend  regu- 
larly to  learn  their  business.  Some 
Peers,  no  doubt,  haddbvoted  themselves 
to  politics.  But  how  were  they  re- 
warded ?  W^e  were  so  exceedingly  grate- 
ful to  them  for  doing  it,  that,  whenever 
their  Party  came  into  power,  we  at  once 
gave  them  some  Office,  and  felt  proud 
of  their  condescension  in  taking  into 
their  chai^  some  portion  of  the  affairs 
of  this  great  Empire.  No  doubt,  there 
were  some  excellent  men  in  the  House 
of  Lords  who  were  exceptions ;  there 
were  men  like  Lord  Salisbury  and  Lord 
Boaebery,  who  were  exceedingly  able 
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men ;  bat  fhen  vere  albinos  ia  Africa, 
and  this  faot  did  not  entitle  anyone  to 
describe  the  Katires  of  Africa  as  white 

men.  They  knew  that  every  Member 
of  this  House  possessed  the  greatest 
wisdom ;  but  in  a  former  House  of 
Commons  there  were  some  fools,  and 
they  could  not  say  it  was  a  House  of 
fools  because  there  happened  to  be 
half-a-dozen  fools  among  them.  Neither 
could  they  say  the  House  of  Lords  was 
a  House  of  wisdom  because  it  contained 
a  few  able  men.  The  fact  was  that 
their  system  was  this.  It  was  as  if  they 
took  a  lady's  lap-dog  and  bred  it  up  in  a 
drawing-room,  and  then  imagined  he 
would  turn  out  a  good  sheep-dog.  Their 
whole  system  was  bad.  It  was  said  that 
the  House  of  tiords  did  not  entirelpr 
consist  of  hereditary  Peers,  and  that  it 
was  constantly  being  recmited  from  the 
cream  of  the  nation.  Bat  was  that  the 
ftust?  Who  were  the  Gentlemen  who 
were  ordinarily  made  new  Peers  ?  Some 
of  them  were  politicians,  but  politicians 
who  had  been  bores  and  nuisances  in 
this  House,  and  were  kicked  upstairs. 
It  was  not  generally  the  rule  to  select 
the  new  Peers  from  politicians,  but  to 
select  Gentlemen  who  were  rich  men, 
who  had  inherited  large  estates,  or  who 
had  made  large  fortunes  and  bought 
large  estates.  He  would  take  an  in- 
stance, since  it  was  one  of  the  latest,  the 
case  of  Sir  Henry  Allaopp.  He  selected 
the  case  of  this  GenUeman  not  invidi- 
onaly,  for  he  believed  ha  was  a  most 
respectable  man,  but  as  being  a  typical 
one.  This  Gentleman  brewed  beer,  and 
by  so  doing  he  acquired  a  fortune.  No 
one  could  say  that  he  distinguished  him- 
self very  much  as  a  politician.  No 
doubt,  he  voted  veiy  often  for  his  Party 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  very 
likely  he  subscribed  to  the  Carlton  Club. 
As  a  consequence,  Sir  Henry  AIlsopp 
was  made  a  Baronet.  No  one  objected 
to  8ir  Henry  Allaopp  or  anybody  else 
being  made  a  Baronet.  It  would  be 
alm(^  cruelty  to  animals  to  refuse  any- 
one a  Baronetcy  who  asked  for  it.  A 
Baronetcy  pleased  the  C^tleman  him- 
self, and  was  a  matter  of  perfect  in- 
difference to  wexyoae  else,  except,  per- 
haps, his  wife.  He  would  as  soon  think 
of  refusing  a  thistle  to  a  hungry  and 
pleading  donkey.  But  Sir  Henry  AIlsopp 
was  not  satisfied  with  his  Baronetcy',  and 
he  was  considered  worthy  of  the  dignity  of 
a  Fearage.   This  afforded  good  cause  of 


complaint,  for  it  gave  him  and  his  de- 
soendants  the  hereditary  right  of  legis- 
lating for  the  country.  It  was  onen 
said  that  the  House  of  Lords  was  retro- 
grade. This  was  scarcely  surprising. 
What  was  the  first  step  that  Sir  Henry 
AIlsopp  took  when  he  had  become  a 
Peer?  He  wrote  to  Ths  TimM  com- 
plaining that  he  had  been  described  as 
a  brewer,  and  saying  that  he  had  ceased 
brewing;  and  at  a  buoolio  festival  which 
occurred  in  the  country  shortly  after- 
wards, when  his  tenants  congratulated 
him  on  being  made  a  Peer,  some  ^ntle- 
men  present  suggested  that  Lord  Hindlip 
was  descended  from  one  of  the  Flan* 
tagenet  Kings.  He  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
hu  taken  tiiis  Gentleman  as  an  in- 
stance, and  he  did  not  exactly  know 
whether  or  not  he  had  a  son.  An 
boo.  Member  near  him  said  he  had  a 
son  in  this  Honse.  Well,  woald  that 
hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  survived  his 
father  and  went  up  to  the  other  House, 
prove  a  useful  Member  of  that  House  in 
connection  with  commerce  ?  Would  he 
allude  to  the  paternal  butt  ?  In  all 
probability  he  would  think  much  of  bis 
Plautagenet  ancestors,  and  that  the  re- 
spected vendor  of  intoxicatiDg  liquor, 
to  whom  he  owed  his  title,  would  be 
entirely  forgotten.  He  did  ask  upon 
what  principle  in  the  world  were  uiey 
to  assent  to  Sir  Henry  Altsopp's  son, 

Srandson,  and  great  -  grandson  here- 
itarily  ruling  over  them  ?  The  House 
of  Lords  consisted  entirely  of  men  be- 
longing to  one  class,  whereas  die  bout 
of  the  House  of  Commons  was  that  in  it 
every  olass  was  represented.  Last  year 
one  of  the  reasons  given  for  reducing 
the  expenses  of  elections  was  that  poor 
men  might  come  into  the  House,  and 
now  there  were  nine  working  men  sitting 
on  that  side  of  the  House.  Lord  Salis- 
bury had  said  that — 

"  In  these  days  any  instittition  that  1>  sec- 
tional in  its  oharaoter,  and  has  not  the  interest 
of  the  vbole  oommunity  for  its  object,  is  nsoea- 
aarily  doomed." 

Trying  the  House  of  Lords  by  this  test. 
Lord  Salisbury  ought,  if  he  considered 
the  matter,  and  happened  to  have  a  seat 
in  the  Honse  of  Commons,  to  support 
this  Motion.  There  were  in  the  Upper 
House  402  hereditary  Peers.  They 
owned  among  them  14,000,000  acres, 
producing  a  rental  of  £12,000,000,  which 
was  an  average  of  35,000  acres  each,  and 
an  average  income  of  £30,000.  A  great 
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d«al  had  been  Bud  aboat  tiie  Iruh  Land 
League;  but  could  anyone  conoeiTe  a 
more  pernioiouB  Land  League  than  that 

whioh  existed  in  this  country  7  Of 
oourse,  being  landlords  ;  they  legislated 
in  the  interests  of  landlords ;  and,  as  a 
consequence,  our  Land  Laws  were  the 
disgrace  and  opprobrium  of  the  country. 
These  Gentlemen  beat  people  off  the 
land  to  make  way  for  game;  there  were 
vast  tracts  of  land  uncultivated.  Even 
at  death  Uiey  shirked  paying  the  Death 
Duties ;  the  farmers  had  no  fixity  of 
tenure ;  and  the  labourers  were  almost 
starving.  Moreover,  these  Gentlemen 
impearea  to  think  that  35,000  acres  was 
the  proper  abare  for  a  gentleman ;  but 
when  starving  labourers  came  forward 
and  asked  for  a  miserable  three  acres 
and  a  cow  they  were  treated  with  con- 
tumely. What  could  be  more  absurd 
than  to  suppose  that  any  single  class, 
when  theynad  the  power,  would  legis- 
late for  any  class  except  themselves  ? 
They  might  as  well,  in  an  assembly  of 
cats  and  mice,  imagine  the  cats  would 
legislate  iu  the  interests  of  the  mice.  It 
might  be  thought  that,  being  so  rich, 
these  noble  Lords  were  personally  inde- 
pendent. But  was  this  the  case  ?  A 
more  self-seeking  body  of  men  did  not 
exist.  ["Oh!"]  He  would  prove  it. 
There  were  three  Orders  of  Kuighthood 
which  were  conferred  without  any  pre- 
tence of  merit  in  the  recipients,  being 
simply  given  for  the  purpose  of  keeping 
them  Bwoet,  as  he  might  call  it,  to  the 
Goremment.  In  addition,  almost  half  the 
Peers  were  Privy  OouneiUors,  and  a  large 
number  of  them  were  Lords  Lieutenant. 
When  a  Ministry  was  turned  out,  GenUe- 
men  in  the  Upper  House  fought  hard  for 
places  with  a  salary.  They  were  ready 
to  accept  a  place  in  the  Government  or 
at  Court,  and  to  perform  duties  which 
Gibbon  said  the  noblest  of  Boman 
Emperors  would  not  have  caused  the 
meanest  patrician  to  do  for  him.  One 
Gentleman  got  a  sum  of  money  for  look- 
ing after  the  Queen's  dogs,  another  Gen- 
tleman for  looking  after  the  Queen's 
horses,  and  a  third  for  looking  after  the 
Queen's  footmen.  He  had  been  count- 
ing up  what  they  received  from  the 
State,  and,  leaving  ont  of  consideration 
the  sums  received  by  Eoyal  Peers  and 
Bishops,  Members  of  the  House  of 
Lords  annually  received  out  of  Govern- 
ment funds  £338,776.  When  it  was 
proposed  that  Members  of  the  House  of 


Oommons  ahonld  be  paid,  it  was  said 
Uiat  t^s  would  be  degradin^and  would 

destroy  its  indepmdenoe.  Yet  a  very 
small  sum  of  division  showed  that  these 
hereditary  Peers,  notwithstanding  their 
vast  wealth,  were  paid  out  of  the  public 
Treasury  an  average  of  £700  per  annum 
each  for  their  services.  But  that  was 
not  all ;  they  had  relatives.  There  was 
a  very  valuable  book  published  annually 
— namely,  The  Financial  Reform  Alma- 
nack. [^Mtteh  laughter.']  He  could  under- 
stand that  some  hon.  Members  o^rasite 
did  not  like  that  publication.  It  ap- 
peared from  it  that  the  relatives  of 
Peers  had  received  from  1855  up  to  the 
present  date  £120,000,000  sterling.  As 
some  slight  mistake  might  have  been 
made  in  the  calculation,  he  would  de- 
duct £20,000,000  from  the  total.  Surely 
£100,000,000  was  a  very  considerable 
sum  for  some  400  or  500  families  to 
have  received  from  the  Exchequer  in  30 
years.  It  appeared  that  each  Duke 
had,  since  1855,  had  56  relatives  living 
upon  the  public  Exchequer.  It  might 
be  asked  why  not,  on  the  ground  that 
these  relatives  were  just  as  good  as 
other  people ;  but  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  other  people  also  wanted  to 
live.  In  1873,  the  present  Prime  Mi- 
nister stated  that  there  were  multitudes 
of  competent  men  who  would  gladly 
take  the  places  of  the  worst  paid  public 
servants.  Lord  Palmerston  used  to  say, 
"  The  best  man  for  a  place  is  Uie  man  I 
like  best ; "  and  so,  apparently,  thought 
the  Peers.  Last  year  the  House  of 
Commons  passed  a  Corrupt  Praotioes 
Act.  He  regretted  that  its  scope  had 
not  been  extended,  eo  as  to  include  the 
cases  of  corrupt  practices  occurring  in 
the  other  House.  Hereditary  legislators 
possessing  hereditary  votes  seemed  to 
consider  that  they  had  a  perfect  right 
to  take  them  to  the  best  market.  An 
ideal  Upper  Chamber  would  be  above 
all  partizanship,  and  would  hold  the 
balance  equally  between  the  Parties  in 
the  Lower  Chamber.  Did  the  House  of 
Lordsperform  any  such  office?  ["No!"] 
There  was  no  more  partizan  Assembly 
in  the  country.  The  air  of  the  Honse 
of  Lords  was  too  foul  and  stagnant  for 
Badicals  to  live  in  it.  Therewas  no  Radi- 
cal there ;  even  Liberalism  drooped  in 
thatHouse.  TheTTpper  House  was  anAs- 
semblyof  Conservative  partisans.  There- 
fore, when  the  Conservatives  were  in 
power  the  House  of  Lords  was  per- 
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feetly  useless,  beoavse  they  oononrred,  as 
a  matter  of  oourse,  in  ererytfaing  pro- 
posed by  the  Tory  Goreniment.  But 
vhen  the  Liberals  were  in  power  the 
success  of  their  measures  depended 
upon  the  goodwill  of  the  ConserratiTe 
Leaders  in  the  Upper  Hoose.  At  the 
beginning  of  the  last  Parliament  a  Bill 
was  brought  in  by  a  Liberal  Prime 
Minister  enjoying  the  conGdenoe  of  the 
country  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
oompeusation  for  disturbance  in  Ireland. 
The  Qovemment  held  that  the  Bill  was 
necessary  in  order  to  enable  men  to  rule 
justly  in  Irdlandi  and  yet  the  Bill  was 
thrown  out  by  the  House  of  Lords. 
Remembering  that  fact,  he  laid  every 
outrage  that  had  been  oommitted  in 
Ireland  since  that  period  at  the  door  of 
the  other  House.  Of  the  measure  in 
question  the  Prime  Minister  had  said — 

"It  was  an  Act  which  would  har«  avertod 
by  fartho  greater  part  of  the  daDrera  and  diffi- 
colties  that  have  anaen.  The  HooBe  of  Lords 
had  committad  one  of  the  most  dsplorabls  urors 
of  jadgment  which  aver  misltd  or  hewUdra:^  a 
public  Assembly." 

Then  the  House  would  remember  that 
later  in  the  existence  of  the  late  Liberal 
Gh>Ternment  a  Franchise  Bill  passed 
throQgh  the  House,  and  that  the  House 
of  Lords  consequently  refused  to  pass  it. 
The  Conservatives  in  the  country  were 
apparently  opposed  to  it.  What  fol- 
lowed ?  There  was  an  Autumn  Session, 
and  the  Prime  Minister  had  to  go  hat  in 
hand  to  the  Leader  of  the  Conservative 
Parly  and  make  terms  widi  him,  the 
Gonservatives being  at  that  time  in  ami- 
norify  in  the  House  of  Oommons.  It 
wonla  be  remembered  that  when  Amend* 
ments  were  afterwards  proposed  by  a 
Liberal  Member,  the  reply  in  many  in- 
stances that  came  from  the  Ministerial 
Bench  was  that  such  Amendments,  al- 
though not  objectionable  in  themselves, 
could  not  be  acoeded  to  by  the  Govern- 
ment, because  they  were  not  within  the 
scope  of  the  bargain  made  between  the 
Leaders  of  the  two  Parties.  That  was 
an  instance  of  the  way  in  which  the 
Upper  House  acted  as  a  Tory  Caucus. 
Now,  was  not  such  a  state  of  things  ex- 
tremely humiliating  ?  He  could  under- 
stand that  Conservatives  wished  to  per- 
petuate suoh  a  state  of  things ;  but  he 
was  surprised  that  there  should  be  Gkn- 
tlonen  on  his  nde  of  the  &ouse  who  also 
wished  to  perpetuate  it.  He  could  only 
aappoM  that  they  were  afraid  of  their 


own  principles ;  that  after  professing 
those  principles  on  the  hustings,  in  order 
to  seoure  their  return  to  Parliament, 
they  were  exceedingly  grateful  when 
they  found  that  the  action  of  the  House 
of  Lcords  was  likely  to  prevent  the  em- 
bodiment of  those  principles  in  legisla- 
tion. What  was  the  spirit  that  animated 
the  House  of  Lords  ?  Lord  Hertford, 
who  had  all  the  attributes  of  an  average 
Peer,  had  lately  stated  that  the  speeches 
of  Mr.  Chamberlain  and  others  belong- 
ing to  that  right  hon.  Gentleman'a  Party 
were  incentives  to  disorder  and  riot,  and 
that  the  Attorney  General  had  ddirered 
revolutionary  speeches;  and  the  noble 
Lord  asked  whether  it  was  not  a  strange 
thing  to  put  a  man  in  the  position  of 
Under  Secretary  for  Home  Affairs  who 
at  onetime  was  under  police  surveillance? 
He  added  that  he  supposed  we  might 
soon  see  a  notorious  burglar,  like  Peace, 
supersede  Sir  Edmund  Henderson  at  the 
head  of  the  police,  and  went  on  to  say — 

"  It  behored  them  all  to  do  their  best  to 
spread  loyal  and  ConserratiTe  prindplM,  so  that 
when  the  time  came  they  mi^ht  get  rid  of  the 
Socialistic,  RepublicsB,  Kadical  GoTenunent, 
and  pat  in  its  place  one  containing  men  like 
Lora  Salisbury  and  other  noted  OonBervativea.*' 

The  spirit  disclosed  in  the  remarks  of 
Lord  Hertford  animated  nearly  the 
whole  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  it 
was  high  time  that  Liberals  should  pro- 
claim that  they  would  not  be  coerced 
and  bullied  any  longer.  Now,  what 
was  the  position  of  affairs  ?  The  Prime 
Minister  had  recently  returned  to  power 
with  a  laige  majority  from  England, 
Scotland,  Wales,  and  Ireland;  and  it 
was  his  intention  to  produce  on  the  1st 
of  April— [Mr.  GiiAssTONE  dissented] — 
well,  some  time  in  the  month  of  April, 
a  scheme  which  he  had  not  yet  revealed, 
but  which  in  all  probability  would  be  a 
scheme  of  Home  Bule  for  Ireland.  Lord 
Salisbury,  however,  had  declared  that  if 
such  a  scheme  were  proposed  the  House 
of  Lords  would  fulfil  their  duty  and  re- 
ject it.  Lord  Salisbury  thus  claimed 
the  right  to  veto  any  measure  passed  iu 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  to  provoke 
a  Dissolution  at  his  pleasure.  He  held 
that  that  would  be  an  outrageous  right 
to  grant  to  anybody ;  but  Lord  Salisbury 
was  the  very  last  man  who  ought  U> 
possess  anch  power,  because  he  was  the 
candidate  for  the  Premiership  at  the  last 
General  Election,  and  the  country  had 
declared  tiiat  it  had  no  confidence  in 
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him.  That  he  should  be  able  to  prevent 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  3>easiiry  from'  carrying  out  the 
poHoy  whieh  be  held  to  be  desirable 
would  be  most  monstrous.   Liberals,  it 
appeared,  could  only  hope  that  they 
vould  be  able  to  bribe  the  other  Home 
into  agreeing  to  the  wiehes  of  the  House 
ofOommons.  Much  was  sometimes  heard 
aboat  the  integrify  of  the  Empire ;  but 
he  had  observed  lately  that  the  rights 
and  property  of  landlords  were  also 
much  talked  about,  and  it  was  possible 
that  the  House  of  Peers  would  allow  the 
integrity  of  the  Empire  to  drop  out  of 
sight  if  clauses  were  inserted  in  the  con- 
templated legislation  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  to  the  landlords  far  more  than 
Hiey  had  any  right  to  expect.  When 
Liberal  reforms  were  proposed  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  were  Liberals  al- 
ways to  be  threatened  with  a  Dissolu- 
tion, and  to  be  forced  to  bribe  or  ooeroe 
a  privileged  class  into  agreement  ?  Lord 
Beaooasfield  onoe  stated  that  the  legis- 
lation of  the  Aitare  would  be  in  the 
direction  of  weakening  the  great  landed 
class  in  the  Constitution.  He  could  only 
hope  devoutly  that  it  would.   It  seemed 
to  him  that,  in  accordance  with  that 
sound  principle,  they  ought  not  to  main- 
tain the  existence  of  an  hereditary  class 
of  landlords,  who  openly  avowed  that 
they  were  there  in  order  to  prevent  the 
House  of  Commons  doing  that  which 
was  for  the  benefit  of  the  country.  Even 
in  Liberal  Cabinets  the  baneful  influ- 
ence of  the  House  of  Lords  was  felt.  In 
the  last  Cabinet  there  were,  perhaps,  not 
quite  80  many  Peers  as  usual ;  but  al- 
most every  Member  of  that  Cabinet  was 
a  relative  of  a  Peer.    The  only  two  who 
were  not  were  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  Home  Secretary  (SirB.  ABsheton 
Cross),  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  Minister  for  War  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith).   And  what  did  the  aristocracy 
say  of  them  ?  They  contemptuously  ad- 
mitted them,  and  said — "We  will  admit 
Marshall  and  Snelgrore."    In  the  pre- 
sent Cabinet,  too,  there  were  a  good 
many  Peers,  and  two  Members  of  the 
Gk>vernment  outside  the  Cabinet  were 
Peers.    There  were  two  objections  to 
that.    One  was  that  a  Peer,  when  he 
was  a  Member  of  the  great  Executive 
Council  of  the  Nation,  must  have  very 
great  influence ;  and,  as  a  rule,  Peers 
were  not  so  liberal  as  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons.    Therefore,  that 

Mr.  LtAowhtr* 


was  a  bad  tiling.   Bat  a  stroi^fer  ob- 
jeetion  was  that  the  great  Offioes  of 
State  ought  to  be  represented  by  their 
heads  in  tiio  House  of  Commons.  No 
doubt  their  subordinates  were  veiiy  ex- 
cellent and  intelligent  GonUemen ;  but 
he  had  always  observed  that  when  a 
question  was  asked  of  any  one  of  them, 
they  said  that  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  ^e  Office  had  said  so  and  so.   If  the 
House  of  Commons  did  represent  the 
country,  the  heads  of  the  great  spending 
Departments  should  sit  in  that  House. 
The  evils  of  the  House  of  Lords  were 
obvious.   Almost  every  other  institution, 
in  the  world  had  some  oounterbalancing 
advantage ;  but  the  House  of  Lords  was 
the  only  Assembly  that  he  ever  knew  of 
that  had  absolutely  no  counterbalancing 
advantage.  The  Peers  might  be  v«nr  ex- 
cellent men,  but  being  in  the  other  House 
they  might  as  well  live  in  the  planet 
Saturn.   Lord  Salisbury  had  said  that 
the  abolition  of  the  House  of  iKwda 
would  lead  to  the  establishment  of  tri- 
ennial Parliaments.    His  reply  to  that 
was  that  he  wished  there  were  now  tri- 
ennial Parliamente,  as  they  would  be  a 
very  good  thing.  He  thought  they  oould 
not  too  often  consult  ihe  electors.  But 
they  were  also  told  that  the  House  of 
Lords  saved  the  country  from  bas^  and 
precipitate  legislation.    When  did  they 
ever  do  that?   For  an  instance  of  tiiat 
they  would  have  to  go  batA:  to  the  last 
century,  when  the  House  of  Lords  threw 
out  Fox's  East  India  Bill.    It  was  per- 
fectly true  that  that  was  an  act  on  their 
part  to  which  the  constituencies  of  the 
country  agreed ;  but  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  the  majority  in  the  House  of 
Commons  at  that  time  bore  the  reflex  of 
the  aristooraoy,  and  the  oonstitnenoies 
did  not  represent  the  people.   Was  it 
humanly  probable  that  the  Members  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  elected  by  the 
country  as  their  Kepresentatives,  would 
deliberately  say — "We  will  act  in  suoh 
a  manner  that  the  country  will  not  ap- 
prove of  us?  "    Members  of  that  House 
were  far  more  likely  to  know  the  will  of 
the  people,  and  to  act  according  to  it, 
than  the  House  of  Lords,  who  did  not 
and  could  not  know  it,  and  lived  far 
away  up  in  the  moon.    When  onoe  a 
Bill  had  passed  the  House  of  Commons, 
it  was  perfectly  certain  to  become  the 
law  of  the  land,  no  matter  what  the 
House  of  Lords  did.   The  people  had 
invariably  stood  by  their  own  Bepresen- 
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tativee,  and  when  the  House  of  Lords 
had  appealed  against  tlie  House  of  Com- 
moos  it  had  been  proved  by  the  result 
Utat  tke  House  of  Lords  had  been  in  the 
wrong  and  the  House  of  Commons  in  the 
right.  It  was  absurd  to  talk  about  the 
House  of  Commons  being  precipitate. 
Precipitate !  Why,  it  vas  the  longest- 
winded  Assembly  in  the  world.  It  was 
vsrj  Beldom,  howeTW,  that  the  Lords 
threw  out  Bills.  They  were  a  very  great 
deal  too  astute;  they  mutilated  and 
marred  Bills,  or,  rather,  they  did  that 
vhm  the  Liberals  were  in  power,  but 
wfam  the  Tories  came  into  power  they 
introduced  a  Bill  containing  the  very 
same  provisions.  He  would  give  two 
instances  of  th.at.  In  1868  a  Bill  was 
introduced  in  the  House  of  Commons 
and  passed,  wliich  did  something  to- 
wards doing  away  with  the  unhealthy 
dwellings  of  the  artizans ;  but  the  House 
of  Lords  struck  out  all  the  clauses  ro- 
lling to  unhealthy  dwellings.  Seven 
years  later,  when  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  opposite  was  Home  Secretary,  he 
brought  in  a  Bill  replacing  those  very 
clausea  which  had  been  struck  out  of  the 
Bill  of  1868  when  the  Liberals  were  in 
power.  He  did  not  think  he  was  ex- 
ag^rating  in  Haying  that  the  right  hon. 
G^tleman  had  frequently  boasted  of  that 
Act  to  the  country  as  a  proof  of  what  he 
and  the  Conservatives  did  for  the  work- 
ing classes.  Again,  in  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  Act,  1871,  the  House  of 
Lords  inserted  clauses  against  picketing ; 
and  yet  in  1875  they  brought  in  a  Bill 
doing  away  with  those  very  clauses.  He 
asked  hon.  Qentlemen  opposite  to  show 
him  one  single  useful  act  the  House  of 
Lords  had  done  daring  its  whole  career. 
Their  action  had  been  one  consistent  war 
against  all  reform,  municipal  and  Par- 
liamentary, against  all  the  sound  doc- 
b-tnes  of  political  economy  and  commerce 
and  religious  equality.  Their  mission 
bad  been  to  obstruct,  and  mar,  and  mu- 
tilate every  sound  Bill  that  had  passed 
the  House  of  Commons.  He  did  not 
say  that  they  were  worse  than  other  aris- 
tocracies. He  did  not  say  that  they  were 
worse,  even,  than  other  men.  He  had 
no  doubt  that  if  any  other  class  was 
given  such  honour  that  class  would 
^gislate  for  itself.  He  even  believed 
that  the  purest  and  best  of  men — he  al- 
Inded  to  journalists—- would  do  the  same. 
They  were  told  that  it  would  be  impos- 
sible Constitutionally  to  abolish  the  Here- 
ditary Legislature.     Lord  Salisbury, 

YOL.  OOOm.  [third  nEitiBS.] 


speaking  a  day  or  two  ago,  had  said 
that  the  abolition  of  the  House  of  Lords 
could  only  be  achieved  by  violent  and 
revolutionary  means ;  and  then  this  de- 
fender of  the  Constitution  went  on  to 
state  that  if  this  inevitable  struggle  took 

glace  the  House  of  Lords  should  not 
ave  to  rely  upon  the  high  sanction  of 
Constitutional  authority,  but  should  have 
just  a  taste  of  physical  force  in  the  back- 
ground as  well.  The  late  Secretary  for 
India  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  had 
also  said  in  Ireland  that  there  would  be 
a  taste  of  physical  force  even  if  Lords 
and  Commons  passed  a  certain  law.  But 
why  could  not  the  House  of  Lords  be 
ended  Coustitutionally  ?  Nothing  could 
be  more  simple  than  to  create  300  Peers 
and  swamp  the  present  House.  He 
really  believed  there  was  such  patriotism 
on  the  Benches  on  which  he  sat  that  he 
could  find  300  Gentlemen  upon  them 
who  would  ascend  the  political  altar  of 
their  country  and  sacrifice  themselves 
in  that  way.  But  if  there  was  to  be  a 
struggle  between  the  House  of  Lords  in- 
sisting on  maintaining  their  present 
position,  and  the  vast  majority  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  with  their  Ke- 
presentatives,  insisting  on  an  alteration 
being  made,  physical  force  would  not  be 
of  any  great  avail,  even  if  I^ord  Salisbury 
led  it.  An  hon.  GlenUeman  had  put  down 
an  Amendment  to  bis  Motion,  to  the 
e6fect  that  he  wibhed  the  House  of  Lords 
should  be  reformed  in  accordance  with 
the  principles  already  recognized  in  the 
constitution  of  that  House.  But  he  would 
point  out  to  the  House  that  he  was  not 
asking  them  to  decide  between  the  sys- 
tem of  one  Chamber  and  another ;  but 
I  he  wanted  to  reform  the  House  of  Lords, 
not  in  accordance  with  the  principles  al- 
I  ready  recognized,  but  in  accordance  with 
I  the  principles  recognized  by  every  sane 
I  and  sensible  man  outside  Ihe  House  of 
I  Lords.  The  reform  that  he  wished  for 
was  that  the  hereditary  legislators  should 
disappear.  The  lines  of  demarcation  be- 
tween Parties  were  very  utificial  at  this 
time.  What  united  the  Liberal  Party 
was  a  personal  tie  to  the  Prime  Minister. 
They  wero  faithful  to  the  Prime  Minister 
'  owing  to  the  great  services  he  had  per- 
formed for  the  Liberal  Party.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  only  men  in  that  House 
i  who  really  knew  their  own  minds  were 
I  the  Badicala.  After  the  Eeform  Bill  of 
last  year  they  were  landed  in  a  Do- 
,  mocraoy,  and  Democrat  and  Eadif  al 
}  were  convertible  terms.   Democracy  re- 


O 


Digitized  by 


Google 


35  Hepresentaiks  {COMMONS} 

tiognized  no  class  diaiinctions,  no  here- 
ditary legUlatora;  and  Democrats  re- 
garded a  Hereditary  Legislature  aa  an 
insult,  an  absurdity,  and  an  abomina- 
tion— tbey  regarded  euch  an  Aasembly, 
claiming  to  oTerrule  the  decision  of  the 
Representatives  of  the  people,  as  a  bane- 
ful  and  pemicioas  ioBtituttoQ.  In  tbe 
great  tribunal  of  the  country  the  case 
bad  been  heard  and  judgment  had  been 
given ;  and  the  country  called  upon  the 
House  to  give  effect  to  that  judgment. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  seconded  the  Boso- 
lation. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That"  to  the 
end  of  tbe  QaesUon,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoase,  it  is  incon- 
sistent with  the  principles  of  Kepresentative 
Government,  that  any  Member  of  either  House 
of  the  Legislature  should  derive  his  title  to 
legislate  by  virtue  of  hereditary  descent," — 
{Mr.  Laboueh$re,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  ^nnposed,  **That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 

tbe  Question." 

Mb.  BBODRICK  said,  he  thought 
that  the  boa.  Member  for  Northampton, 
in  the  interesting  exhibition  which  be 
bad  just  afforded  them,  had  hardly 
treated  the  subject  with  tbe  seriouBness 
that  it  demanded.  The  bon.  Gentle- 
man's description  of  tbe  composition  of 
the  House  of  Lords  was  an  extraordi- 
nary caricature  and  a  ridiculous  exagge- 
ration which  would  not  be  received  with 
mnoh  respeot  in  the  country.  There 
was  no  dass  of  men  which  was  more 
violent  in  their  vitwperation  of  the  House 
of  liords  than  the  Badicals  when  on  the 
war  path,  and  yet  whenever  they  found 
themselves  with  a  Peer  who  adopted 
their  own  views,  there  was  no  body  of 
men  more  ready  to  idolize  him  and  throw 
themselves  at  bis  feet.  The  President 
of  tbe  Local  Government  Board  had,  as 
everybody  knew,  spoken  very  strongly 
against  the  Upper  House,  and  be  had 
pointed  out  Lord  Salisbury  as  one  of 
those  who  "  toiled  not  neitiier  did  they 
spin,"  urging  that  his  opinions  in  re- 
g^urd  to  artizfuis'  dwellings  and  social 
reform  should  be  accepted  with  some 
reservation  because  of  his  aristocratic 
feelings.  That  was  an  indictment  against 
every  Member  of  the  other  House ;  but 
a  few  weeks  afterirards  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  down  to  a  political 
meeting  in  the  couDtry,  and  hanng  suc- 
ceeded in  getting  a  young  Peer  of  no 
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great  experiraoe  or  Bervices— the  Earl  of 
Durham — ^to  take  the  chair  for  him,  he 
pronounced  an  elaborate  eulogium  u^ou 
him,  as  being  one  of  those  who,  having 
come  forward  to  assist  the  Badical  Party, 
could  never  be  accused  of  neither  toiling 
nor  spinning.  The  Chancellor  of  tbe 
Exchequer,  whose  opinions  on  this  sub- 

i'ect  had  peculiar  force,  because  unless 
le  was  grossly  maligned  he  would  not 
be  averse  to  take  bis  seat  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  on  the  formation  of  the 
present  Government  bad  been  willing 
to  face  tbe  dismay  of  the  Legal  Profea- 
sion  by  accepting  the  Woolsack.  That 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went  some  time 
ago  to  speak  in  Dorsetshire,  and  ho  in- 
vited to  take  the  chair  a  Peer  who  had 
since  been  rewarded  with  the  Office  of 
Postmaster  Gtoneral ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  if  every  Peer  was 
like  Lord  Wolverton  no  one  would  take 
objection  to  the  House  of  Lords.  All 
that  showed  that  it  was  the  politics  and 
not  the  composition  of  the  other  House 
that  tbey  were  asked  to  deal  with  oo  tbe 
present  occasion.  The  bon.  Member  for 
Northampton  did  not  deny  that  there 
was  a  useful  minority  in  the  other 
Chamber.  The  fact  was,  that  this 
minority  was  really  a  majority.  Now 
the  present  Houso  of  Lords  consisted  of 
S21  Members.  Of  that  number  182  bad 
previously  sat  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  had  therefore  experience  of 
legislative  work  from  having  contested 
and  being  chosen  to  represent  consti- 
tuencies. Surely  those  who  were  fit  for 
the  work  of  legislation  in  one  House 
could  not  lose  their  qualifications  by 
being  transferred  to  the  other.  Then 
there  was  the  class  of  Peers  who  had 
held,  not  mere  ornamental  posts,  but 
high  administrative,  judicial,  and  other 
offices,  the  permanent  civil  servants, 
and,  again,  men  like  Lord  Wolse- 
ley  and  Lord  Alcester,  who  had  pe- 
culiar knowledge  of  the  Services  to 
which  tbey  belonged.  Thoy  mounted 
up  to  60  more.  Again,  there  were  26 
Bishops  who  had  risen  by  no  hereditary 
rank,  but  solely  by  their  own  merits, 
to  the  positions  they  occupied,  and  who, 
it  could  not  be  doubted,  if  they  had 
followed  other  than  spiritual  functions, 
would  have  been  found  well  quali- 
fied by  education  and  cultivation  to 
legislate  for  the  country.  There  were 
altogether  between  250  and  260  men, 
or  rather  more  tiian  half  tiie  House 
of  LordSf  who  belong^   to  these 
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dasses.    It  was,  therefore,  preposterous 
forthehou.lIeiubertABpeakof  theHouse  | 
of  Lorda  as  if  capable  men  ia  it  were  as 
rare  ae  albinos  in  Africa.    Why,  there 
were  in  the  Upper  House  no  less  than 
eight  Peers  who  had  sat  side  by  side 
with  the  present  Prime  Minister  in  diffe- 
rent Cabinets,  but  who  had  not  on  this 
occasioD  found  their  way  there.  The  hon. 
Hemfaer  had  been  guilty  of  the  grossest 
exaggeration  in  regard  to  the  sums  ol 
pablio  money  paid,  as  he  represented, 
ID  pampering  hereditanr  legisiuitoirB.  He 
ehallenged  the  hon.  Member  to  show 
the  House  how  he  arrlTed  at  his  cal- 
culation that  £880,000  per  annum  of 
public  money  was  enjoyed  by  Members 
of  the  House  of  Lords.    He  believed 
that  there  were  not  at  this  moment  more 
than  30  paid  Members  in  the  other 
House ;  and  he  felt  satisfied  that  tbe 
hoQ.  Membercould  not  produce  authentic 
documents  to  prove  nis  extraordinary 
calculation.     Again,   great  ignorance 
existed  as  to  the  proportions  of  Peers 
who  attended  i a  the  other  House.  He 
admitted  that  a  certain  number  of  Peers 
did  not  attend  to  their  functions,  and  he 
^onld  be  as  much  inolined  as  anyone 
to  say  that  those  of  that  Body  who  did 
not  valae  their  privil^es  should  not  be 
enabled  to  exercise  them.  But  he  had 
taken  the  statistics  of  attendance  for  a 
period  of  eight  years.   During  that  time 
from  330  to  400  Peers  who  attended  the 
House  spoke  and  voted,  and  the  average 
amounted  to  340  per  Session.  .  He  did 
not,  of  course,  6ay  mey  were  there  every 
day ;  but  the  average  for  one  year  be- 
fore Easter,  although  there  were  no 
divisions  and  few  debates  of  importance, 
was  120.  The  hon.  Member  said  that  the 
House  of  Ijords,  as  at  present  oonsti- 
tated,  was  a  body  of  partizans.  But 
whose  fault  was  that  ?-  Since  the  He- 
form  Act  of  1832,  of  nearly  200  Peers 
added  to  the  House  of  Lords  more  than 
two-thirds  had  been  added  by  Badical 
Administrations.  These,  then,  were  the 
"spawn  of  corruption,  and  blunders,  and 
wars  of  tbe  dark  a^  of  history,"  of 
whom  the   senior  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Bright)  had  spoken. 
"Why  did  Peers  who  were  sent  up  from 
that  House  become  Tories?   It  was,  he 
believed,  because  they  had  no  occasion 
to  be  afraid  of  constituents  as  to  the 
course  they  pursued  with  regard  to  legis- 
lative measures;  but  then  it  bad  to  be 
remembered  that  they  voted  according 
to  tiieir  principles.  It  had  often  been 


said  that  Badicalism  was  a  good  faith 
to  begin  life  in,  but  it  got  stale  in  middle 
age,  and  it  was  a  bad  £uth  to  die  in. 
That  was  evidently  tbe  view  shared  by 
those  who  went  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
What  the  hon.  Member  and  his  Frioids 
really  wanted  was  a  House  of  Lords  con- 
sisling  of  Badicals,  hall-marked  by  tbe 
Caucus.  If  theylookedattheworkin  the 
House  of  Lords  fairiy,  he  did  not  think 
they  had  much  reason  to  complain ;  but 
he  would  like  to  see  a  body  ox  life  Peers 
added — men  of  legislative  instincts  and 
experience,  who  might  replace  those  who 
could  be  deprived  of  their  legislative 
functions  through  non-attendance  on 
their  duties,  as  that  would  strengthen 
the  House.    He  asked  tbe  House  to 
note  the  circumstance  that  tbe  hon. 
Member  did  not  say  that  he  wished 
the  offices  attached  to  the  Court  to  bo 
abolished,  or  the  salaries  connected  with 
the  appointments  done  away  with.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  he  would  evidently 
:  bo  satisfied  if  his  Colleague  tbe  junior 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh),  and  perhaps  Mr.  Scbnadhorst 
became    Master  of  the  Horse  and 
Master  of  tbe  Buckhounds  in  auo- 
cession  to  the  present  holders  of 
these  offices.   As  to  the  action  of  the 
House  of  Lords  with  regard  to  the  Bills 
sent  up  from  the  Commons,  that  action, 
he  thought,  must,  on  the  whole,  be  re- 
garded as  beneficial.    It  had  been  said 
the  House  of  Lords  never  did  anything 
to  the  advantage  of  the  country  ;  but  he 
utterly  denied  the  accuracy  of  that  state- 
ment.   He  thought  the  hon.  Member 
was  unfortunate  in  bis  comparison  in 
taking  as  an  illustration  the  last  Beform 
Bill.   Could  any  hon.  Member  doubt 
that  the  hands  of  tbe  Prime  Minister 
were  strengthened  for  carrying  out  the 
Bedistribution  Bill  by  the  action  of  the 
House  of  Lords  7  The  result  of  their 
action  in  that  instance  was  that  a  more 
complete  measure  of  Beform  was  pro- 
duced than  they  could  have  expected  in 
the  fifth  year  of  an  expiring  Parlia- 
ment.   Much  exception  had  been  taken 
to  the  action  of  the  House  of  Lords  in 
throwing  out  tbe  Compensation  for  Dis- 
turbance Bill.    It  was  quite  true ;  but 
the  House  of  Lords  thought  that  the 
series  of  measures  which  the  Prime 
Minister  had  brought  forward  would  not 
result  in  the  pacification  of  Ireland. 
Would  any  hon.  Member  say  that  thoso 
measures  had  had  this  result,  or  even 
that  the  present  attempt  of  the>  right 
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hon.  Qentlemaii  was  one  which  justified 
those  measures  and  the  strain  whioh  he 
had  put  on  Parliament  during  all  ^se 
yeara?  The  strongest  poution  of  the 
House  of  Lords  was  in  reference  to 
measures  whioh  had  not  received  due 
oonaideration  from  the  country.  The 
hon.  Member  had  said  that  the  issue  of 
the  Home  Bule  scheme  of  the  Prime 
Minister  was  in  the  hands  of  Lord 
Salisbury.  He  need  hardly  remind  the 
H0UR6  that  no  hint  of  the  scheme  of  the 
Prime  Minister  was  given  to  the  country 
until  a  fortnight  aftOT  the  General  Elec- 
tion, 

The  FIR8T  LOED  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone):  I 
broadly  contradict  that  statement.  The 
declaration  was  made  on  the  18th  Sep- 
tember, and  nothing  whatever  was  ever 
added  to  it. 

Mb.  BRODBIOE::  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  Kovember  ever  m&ke 
any  declaration  with  . respect  to  large 
schemes  dealing  with  land  in  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  spote 
of  the  Government  of  Ireland.  No 
declaration  was  made  as  to  land. 

Mr.  BRODRIOK  :  I  said  scheme. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  No  scheme 
was  hinted  at. 

Mb.  BRODRIOK  said,  the  fact  of  a 
radical  and  complete  change  with  respect 
to  Ireland  was  first  brought  before  the 
country  broadly  in  the  month  of  Decem- 
ber, at  the  very  moment  when  the  con- 
stituencies, having  given  their  verdict, 
could  not  be  consisted  on  it.  The  House 
of  Lords  oould  ensure  a  due  attention  by 
the  Gt)vernment  of  the  day  to  the  wishes 
of  the  people.  The  House  of  Lords  had 
shown  its  usefulness  in  many  ways,  and 
they  had  a  right  to  ask  that  their  House 
should  be  fairly  judged  on  the  measures 
they  had  promoted.  He  was  surprised  to 
see  how  many  of  the  questions  on  which 
the  minds  of  labourers  and  artizans 
were  excited  had  been  first  brought 
forward  and  debated  in  the  House  of 
Lords.  The  questions  of  the  transfer  of 
land  and  the  ireedom  of  entail  were 
subjects  which,  but  for  the  initiative  of 
Lord  claims,  would  certainly  have  not 
been  treated  in  the  last  Parliament. 
Reference  had  been  made  to  the  subject 
of  artizans'  dwellings.  Would  the  hon. 
Member  deny  that  the  question  of 
artizans'  dwellings  coming  so  promi- 
nently to  the  front  were  due  entirely  to 
the  action  of  Lord  Salisbuiy  in  writing 
an  article  in  a  magasine,  aftsrwarde 
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bringing  the  matter  before  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  moving  for  a  Royal  0^- 
mission  ?  Take,  again,  the  question  of 
intempenmce.  The  House  of  Lords 
appointed  a  Oommittee  to  inquire  into 
the  matter,  and  a  Report  had  been  pre- 
sented to  Parliament.  He  hoped  that 
in  the  Local  Government  Bill  of  this 
Session  some  attempt  would  be  made  to 
grapple  with  this  question.  No  hon. 
Member  would  deny  that  the  Select 
Oommittees  of  the  House  of  Lords  were 
attended  with  greater  vigour  than  those 
of  the  House  of  Oommona.  He  had 
often  heard  lawyers  bear  a  tribute  to 
the  superior  way  in  whioh  the  Private 
Bill  Committees  were  conducted  by  the 
Peers  in  comparison  with  those  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  Again,  the  House 
of  Commons  might  imitate  without  any 
derogation  of  its  dignity  the  business- 
like manner  in  which  the  Business  of 
that  House  was  transacted.  With  regard 
to  the  strictures  of  the  hon.  Member  on 
the  composition  of  the  late  Oabicet,  and 
the  number  of  Peers  and  relatives  of 
Peers  which  it  included,  he  denied  alto- 
gether that  those  criticisms  were  either 
just  or  fair.  The  last  Cabinet  repre- 
sented the  people  as  truly  as  did  the 
present  Cabinet,  and  this  could  be  tested 
by  the  reception  half-a-dozen  Members 
of  either  Cabinet  would  receive  at 
popular  gatherings  in  the  country.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  not  be  hurried 
into  a  decision  adverse  to  the  hereditary 
principle.  When  we  had  a  body  of 
Peers  who  had  given  their  services  to 
the  country,  as  many  of  the  Peers  had 
done,  with  all  the  biowledge  they  had 
of  Quarter  Sessions  badness  and  of  local 
government,  with  the  experienoe  many 
of  them  had  gained  in  the  House  of 
Gommone,  and  the  advantages  others 
possessed  in  having  filled  high  govern- 
ing offices,  we  ought  to  halt  before  we 
condemned  the  hereditary  principle.  If  it 
were  necessary  to  modify  the  working  of 
that  principle,  he  did  not  think  there 
woidd  be  any  difficulty  about  doing  that. 
It  was  said  that  this  House  had  already 
emancipated  itself  from  the  influence  of 
the  other  House,  and  the  day  might  yet 
come  when  the  impulses  of  this  House 
after  an  election  might  be  advantage- 
ously restrained  by  the  more  settled 
habits  of  thought  which  were  favoured  by 
the  independence  of  the  other  House. 

Babok  F.  DE  ROTHSCHILD  said, 
he  f^uld  not  have  spoken  but  for  a 
amtenoe  in  the  speetdi  <n  the  hon.  Mnn- 
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bcr  for  Northampton.  He  understood 
the  hon.  Member  to  say  that  one  reason 
for  sweeping  away  the  hereditary  system 
was  that  the  unsatisfactory  character  of 
our  Land  Laws  was  due  to  the  abominable 
and  disgracefal  conduct  of  the  landlords. 
Although  he  was  as  staunch  a  supporter 
of  the  Liberal  d-ovemment  as  the  hon. 
Member  himself,  he  could  not  assent  to 
the  charge?  which  he  understood  the 
hon.  Member  to  make,  and,  therefore, 
he  must  be  allowed  to  protest  against 
them. 

Mb.  LABOtJOHGBE  corrected  the 
hon.  Gentleman  with  a  remark  which 
was  inaudible  in  the  Qalle^. 

Baeon  F.  DE  EOTHSOHILD  said, 
he  had  understood  the  hon.  Member  had 
spoken  of  the  disgraceful  conduct  of  the 
landlords.  This  country  had  achieved 
historic  greatness  long  before  the  demo- 
cratic principle  had  asserted  itself  in  the 
composition  of  the  House  of  Commons; 
and,  therefore,  if  landlords  had  exer- 
cised the  influence  Tvith  which  they  were 
charged  or  credited  in  the  past,  it  must 
be  admitted  that  they  had  done  some- 
thing to  promote  the  historic  greatness 
of  the  country. 

Mb.  BADCUFFE  OOOEE  said,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  could 
scarcely  hare  intended  to  do  irreTerence 
to  tho  memory  of  his  unde,  who  was  a 
Peer,  so  that  the  hon.  Member  was  him- 
self a  relative  of  a  Peer  and  one  of  the 
class  of  whom  he  had  affected  to  speak 
so  contemptuously.  The  real  intention 
of  the  hon.  Member  must  be  something 
diflferent  from  that  which  was  suggested 
by  the  guise  he  assumed ;  and  for  the 
meaning  of  his  speech,  as  for  that  of  a 
manifesto  of  the  Prime  Minister,  you 
must  read  between  the  lines.  The  hon. 
Member  would  not  favour  a  retrograde 
measure ;  it  would  be  one  to  deny  the 
value  of  the  hereditary  principle  ;  and, 
therefore,  the  House  must  in  this  case 
look  deeper  than  the  surface  for  the 
springs  of  human  action.  The  doctrine 
of  evolution  was  announced  and  estab- 
lished by  Darwin.  Bis  investigations 
were  carried  further  by  Mr.  F.  Ualtoa, 
who  studied  not  merely  the  transmissi- 
bility  of  physical  qualities  in  the  lower 
animals  and  man,  but  also  the  trans- 
missibility  of  intellectual  qualities  and 
the  heredity  of  genius.  It  was  some  10 
or  15  years  since  he  read  Mr.  Galton's 
book,  the  scope  of  which  was  that; genius 
was  hereditary.  Mr.  Galtou  took  certain 
ebusses  of  persons  vho  were  more  noted 


than  others,  who  were  eminent  abov^ 
their  fellows,  and  he  looked  into  thoir 
parentage  and  relationships.  The  body 
of  men  he  singled  out  in,  order  to  prove 
his  case  was  the  House  of  Lords. 
Although  there  were  varieties  of  degree 
in  genius  and  ability  in  that  House,  yet 
it  was  found  that  elevation  to  that  House 
did  mark  some  degree  of  eminence  over 
the  ordinary  run  of  men.  Clonsequently, 
a  philosopher,  a  man  of  science,  study- 
ing the  question  said  that  a  body  of 
men  which  did  include  mm  of  more  or 
less  eminence  afforded  him  the  illustra- 
tion he  required  in  order  to  prove  the 
hereditary  quality  of  genius.  The  author 
said  that  not  only  was  genius  tranemis- 
eible  from  father  to  son,  but  it  was 
curious  to  find  traces  of  it  in  the  ances- 
tors and  collateral  relatives  of  dis- 
tinguished men,  in  brothers,  in  uncles 
and  nephews,  and  even  in  female  rela- 
tives. If  Mr.  Galton's  investigations 
were  worth  anything,  they  proved  that 
the  possession  of  particular  qualities  had 
something  to  do  with  the  accession  of 
men  to  the  Peerage ;  and,  therefore,  the 
abolition  of  the  House  of  Lords  would 
be  a  retrograde  measure  which  it  was 
inherently  improbable  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  as  an  ad- 
vanced reformer,  would  desire  to  support. 
Lookii^  to  the  terms  of  the  Besolution, 
it  was  not  dmirable  to  discuss  the  merits 
of  the  existing  Assembly ;  it  would  be 
time  to  do  that  when  such  a  Hesolution 
was  moved  by  a  responsible  Minister. 
It  was  said  that  long  ago  many  persons 
were  promoted  to  the  House  of  Lords 
because  they  were  relatives  of  persons 
of  unruly  wills  and  affections.  The 
hon.  Member  might  make  the  best  or 
the  worst  of  the  amours  of  Charles  II. ; 
and,  indeed,  he  would  give  the  hon. 
Member  all  the  17th  century.  The 
House  was  probably  familiar  with  a 
publication  which  was  named  on  the 
principle  of  lueru  a  non  lucendo.  That 
publication,  brought  the  hon.  Member 
in,  as  he  had  stated  himself,  £5.000 
a-year.  Judging  from  analogy,  the  hon. 
Member  did  not  wish  the  House  to  sup- 
port this  Besolution.  The  publication 
to  which  he  referred  was  hardly  any- 
thing else  than  a  Court  Circular.  It  was 
nothing  but  a  record  of  all  the  sayings 
and  doings  and  tittle-tattle  of  the  Court, 
and  nobility,  and  gentry  of  the  Realm. 
If  the  House  of  Lords  were  abolished, 
that  paper  would  no  longer  bring  in 
£5,000  a-year.  It  was  absolirtfily  im- 
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probable  that  anyone  would  wiahtolose 
£5,000  a-year.  Moreover,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, in  conducting  his  publication, 
vas  most  pronounced  and  particular  as  | 
to  the  niiauteness  and  accuracr  of  his  < 
information  about  any  Royal  Family ; ' 
and  if  he  could  find  out  that  the  Princess 
of  some  obscure  German  Principality 
took  three  lumps  of  sugar  in  her  tea, 
and  could  oonvict  a  contemporary,  not 
BO  veil-informed,  of  the  glaring  inaccu- 
racy of  saying  that  she  took  two,  he 
chuckled  for  a  month  over  the  trans- 
action. After  that,  he  turned  round 
and,  by  the  assistance  of  his  staff  of 
gossip  gatherers,  rilified  the  very  people 
whom  he  had  been  describing.  The 
outside  public  would  naturally  think 
that  anyone  who  should  act  in  that  way 
was  a  very  mean  and  contemptible  per- 
son. But  the  true  conclusion  was  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  so  acted  in  order  to 
win  sympathy  for  the  persons  he  at- 
tacked, and  in  proposing  tbis  Besolution 
he  was  actuated  by  the  same  motives. 
There  were  one  or  two  other  matters  in 
which  he  had  acted  in  the  same  way.  In 
what  he  advocated  he  wished  to  be  de- 
feated. On  a  former  occasion,  the  hon. 
Member  propounded  a  scheme  of  Home 
Bule,  and  it  was  so  ridiculous  and  im- 
practicable that  it  settled  the  question 
for  a  century.  No  doubt,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman brought  forward  the  scheme  be- 
cause he  was  desirous  of  maintaining  the 
unity  and  integrity  of  the  Empire. 
Again,  in  the  eldtitre  debate,  when  hon. 
Members  feared  that  freedom  of  debate 
would  be  curtailed,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  if  a  Kadical  Government  were 
in  Office  and  proposed  a  measure,  he 
would  give  the  Conservatives  half-an- 
hour  to  pass  it.  That  was  the  reductio 
ad  absurdum,  and  it  was  clear  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  by  acting  in  that  way, 
wanted  to  defend  the  rights  of  minori- 
ties. He  hoped  he  had  proved,  by  the 
analogy  of  these  cases,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  want  the  House  to 
pass  this  Besolution,  that  he  brought  it 
forward  with  a  deep  meaning,  and  that 
he  did  not  mind  being  thought  con- 
contemptible  and  mean.  [  Cries  of 
"Order!"  and  "Name!"] 

Me.  speaker  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  would  not  pursue  that  line 
of  observation ;  he  was  not  entitled  to 
apply  such  language  to  another  Member 
of  the  House. 

Ma.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE  said,  he 
would  at  once  withdraw  the  expreamon. 

Mr.  Radclifft  Cooke 


What  he  intended  to  show  was  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  mind  having  his 
motives  misconstrued,  and  that  he  could 
in  a  new  and  unsuspected  way  promote 
a  good  object.  He  would  therefore  vote, 
as  he  was  sure  the  hon.  Member  wished 
him  to  vote,  against  his  ReBolution.  For 
his  own  part,  he  did  not  ask  for  any  re- 
ward for  having  discovered  the  real 
nature  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  send  his  gossip 
gatherers  down  to  his  neighbourhmd,  he 
might  find  something  that  would  suit 
him ;  but  he  should  consider  himself 
fully  remunerated  for  being  vilified  in 
Truth. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  :  I 
shall  have  the  honour  of  voting  this 
evening  in  the  same  Lobby  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down, 
though  I  shall  not  be  able  to  justify  my 
vote  on  precisely  the  same  principles,  so 
far  as  I  am  able  to  understand  them,  as 
those  which  characterized  the  latter  part 
particularly  of  his  speech.  The  early 
part  of  it,  with  respect  to  heredity,  I 
thought  to  be  extxemely  interesting, 
particularly  had  we  been  a  metaphysical 
society,  and,  no  doubt,  there  was  a  con- 
siderable degree  of  truth  in  it ;  but  I  do 
not  think  we  can  found  ourselves  broadly 
upon  the  propositions  he  advanced.  I 
thought  it  right  to  leave  the  debate  to 
proceed  for  a  certain  time  without  inter- 
vention, because  I  was  not  able  to  join 
issue  with  the  Mover  of  this  Motion  in 
terms  as  broad  and  as  unqualified  as  I 
thought  probably  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site might  be  disposed  to  adopt.  I  am  very 
glad  that  the  question  has  been  stated 
on  both  sides,  by  the  Mover  as  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  replied  to  him,  with 
so  much  precision ;  because  mixed  with 
all  the  sarcasms  of  the  Mover  of  the 
Motion  there  was,  I  thought,  in  the 
speech  he  delivered  much  of  a  aubstance 
of  a  very  grave  and  serious  nature.  I 
will  make  the  admission  also  that  I 
thought  the  hon.  Member  opposite  de- 
fended the  House  of  Lords  with  great 
ingenuity  and  talent.  But,  Sir,  my  posi- 
tion is  not  that  of  either  the  one  or  the 
other.  I  am  not  able  to  adopt  the  de- 
fence of  the  legislative  action  of  the 
House  of  Lords  that  was  given  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  He  said,  very 
naturally  I  think,  that  this  House  has 
very  little  reason  to  complain  of  the 
House  of  Lords.  But  I  want  to  know 
who  in  this  Honae  have  very  little 
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nason  to  complain  ?  As  for  the  hon. 
llember  himself,  I  admit  that  he  and 
bis  Priends  bare  had  very  little  reason 
to  complain  of  the  House  of  Lords.  But 
I  am  bound  to  saj,  without  enteriug  into 
details  -wbiuh  would  be  fitter  for  some 
other  occasion  and  for  a  more  soarching 
debate,  I  cannot  deny  that  I  think  the 
nation  has  much  to  complain  of  in  regard 
to  the  legislative  action  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  And  the  hon.  Member  himself 
distinctly  indicated  that  such  must,  at 
any  rate,  be  our  belief,  because  he  said 
that  the  indictoieQt  against  the  House  of 
Lords,  which  in  terms  purported  to  be 
that  the  House  of  Lords  was  made 
up  of  partizans,  roally  meant  that  they 
were  ConservativeB.  That  might  be  per- 
fectly true;  but  if  the  House  of  Lords 
are  from  year  to  year,  from  Parliament 
to  Parliament,  from  generation  to  gene- 
ration, deliberately  and  consistently  Con- 
serratiTe,  and  if  at  the  same  time  the 
country,  aa  tested  by  General  Elections 
and  at  the  very  least  II  out  of  13  Par- 
liaments, has  been  Liberal,  it  is  assur- 
edly no  very  great  error  to  say  that  a 
case  may  have  happened  which  may  in- 
cline a  Liberal  Parliament  to  make  some 
complaint  of  the  action  of  the  Conserva- 
tive House  of  Lords.  iSir,  I  cannot  agree 
with  the  hoD.  Member  that  we  are  very 
much  indebted  to  tbe  House  of  Lords 
for  its  conduct  with  respect  to  the  Fran- 
chise Bill.  He  said  that  by  means  of 
the  conduct  of  tbe  House  of  Lords  we 
were  enabled  to  canr  tbe  Bedistribution 
Bill,  as  to  wbich  he  thought  even  I 
skould  have  admitted  tbat  it  was  in  the 
power  of  the  minority  of  this  House, 
with  the  use  of  its  Forms,  and  without 
recurring  to  the  extreme  use  of  its 
Forms,  to  check,  and  effectually  to  render 
futile,  the  action  of  the  majority.  But, 
although  it  may  be  perfectly  true  that 
after  once  rejecting  the  Franchise  Bill, 
after  causing  the  country  to  be  agitated 
through  an  autumn,  and  after  having 
presented  to  it  the  second  issue  of  a  most 
formidable  conflict,  the  House  of  Lords 
did  then  give  way,  I  cannot  help  saying, 
why  was  that  course  not  adopted  on  the 


a1wa;jra  made  on  tbe  occasion  of  public 

festivities,  when  the  speaker— particu- 
larly if  he  is  a  Liberal  speaker,  I  am 
bound  to  say—is  charged  with  the  busi- 
ness of  returning  thanks  for  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  that  stock  observation  is 
as  a  capital  panegyric  on  that  illustrious 
Assembly,  that  the  House  of  Lords  never 
pushes  its  resistance  to  measures  sent 
from  the  other  House  of  Parliament  to 
the  point  of  causing  revolution.  Well, 
that  is  perfectly  true ;  but  is  that  a 
reason  why  we  ought  to  be  contented 
and  pleased  with  the  action  of  the* 
House  of  Lords  ?     My  reasons  for 
oppoung   the   Motion   of   my  hon. 
Fneud  are  in  brief  these  two.  In 
the  0r8t  place,  I  never,  I  believe, 
have  voted  upon  a  question  of  import- 
ance for  a  declaration  of  an  abstract 
opinion  in  regard  to  a  matter  involving 
deeply  the  public  interests  unless  I  was 
able  to  follow  up  that  Resolution  by 
action.   I  do  not  press  that  hard  upon 
my  hou.  Friend.   I  cannot  wonder  tbat 
hon.  Members  in  this  House  frequently 
find  it  a  necessity  for  themselves  in  the 
difficulties  in  which  they  are  placed,  in 
order  to  give  effect  to  their  opinions,  to 
resort  to  tbe  proposal  of  abstract  Keso- 
lutions.  But  there  is  some  difference  in 
this  respect  between  the  position  of  in- 
dependent Members  and  the  position  of 
those  who  hold  Office.  As  regards  those 
who  have  for  the  time  or  tbe  bour  the 
honour  of  being  Ministers  of  the  Crown, 
the  adoption  of  a  Besolution  of  this  kind 
is  a  virtual  promise  to  give  it  effect.  In 
my  opinion  there  is  not£ungwhi<^  would 
so  much  excite  the  suspicions  of  the 
House,  nothing  which  would  throw  it 
into  such  a  mood  of  vigilant  jealousy,  as 
the  detection  of  any  tendency  on  the 
part  of  the  Ministry  to  deal  in  promises 
m  lieu  of  dealing  in  performances. 
[^Ironieal  cheers.'\     I   understand  the 
meaning  of  that  cheer,  but  I  do  not 
think  it  is  a  very  sharp  one.    I  think 
that  ihe  pi>omise8  of  which  I  speak  are 
promises  embodied  in  the  Pesolulions 
of  this  House.   I  apprehend  that  with 
regard  to  the  action  of  a  Minister, 


to  tne  action  ot  a 
first  occasion  ?  It  was  not  owing  to  any '  unless  tbe  Gentlemen  who  cheer  may 
change  on  our  part.  There  was  nothing .  think  it  is  perfectly  possible — and,  per- 
done  by  us  on  the  second  occasion  whi(m  baps,  such  is  their  opinion — ^for  him  to 
we  did  not  from  the  first  make  known  do  everything  at  once,  and  without  a 
our  readiness  and  desire  to  do.  ["Oh,  moment's  consideration — I  apprehend 
oh  I Nothing  whatever.  And  when  in  regard  to  bis  future  conduct,  what  he 
I  am  told  that  the  House  of  Lords  gave  may  do  next  week  or  next  month,  when 
way  upon  the  second  occasion,  it  reminds  he  speaks  of  anythiog  in  the  future  he 
me  ox  an  obeerration  whicb  is  inmost  may  be  eaid  to  deal  in  a  promise.  That 
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is  a  necessity  of  the  case,  and  no  such 
necessity  is  incumbent  on  this  House. 
With  respect  to  these  promiaes,  they 
are  promises  of  action  ;  But  the  practice 
to  vhich  I  now  refer  ia  not  a  form  of 
action,  it  is  a  form  too  often  of  evading 
action,  and  of  keeping  an  engagement 
in  the  letter,  while  in  act  there  is  no 
fulfilment  of  it  in  the  spirit.  But  I 
cannot  Bay  that  I  could  entirely  adopt 
the  Besolution  of  my  hon.  Friend,  even 
if  we  were  in  a  condition — which  we  are 
not — to  deal  with  the  great  subject  of 
what  is  called  the  reform  of  the  House 
of  Lords.  "We  have  reached  a  point — 
and  it  ia  worth  remarking — at  which  all 
hon.  Gentlemen  appear  to  admit  that 
there  ought  to  be  reforms  in  the  House 
of  Lords.  The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
had  not  only  made  that  admission,  but 
he  had  made  it  as  an  assertion,  and  he 
appears  to  hold  that  opinion  with  vigour 
and  deoieion.  The  question  of  what 
those  reforms  ought  to  be — when  we 
come  to  it — is  a  very  large  question, 
indeed,  and  I  do  believe  that  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere) — should  it  be  hia  fate — 
cornea  to  deal  practically  with  this  aub- 

i'ec^  he  will  find  it  a  larger  subject  than 
le  ia  diapoaed  at  the  present  moment  to 
imagine.  I  was  rather  struck  by  hearing 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Surrey  (Mr.  Brodrick)  say  in  warning 
tones  to-day  that  we  ought  to  think  once, 
twice,  and  thrice  before  proceeding  to 
deal  comprehensively  with  the  case  of 
the  House  of  Lorda,  because  it  reminded 
me  that  I  once  used  that  very  expression 
myself  in  a  public  speech,  and  that  upon 
my  having  used  that  expression  there 
waa  founded  a  series  of  volleys  from  the 
whole  Tory  Press  of  the  country  which 
nearly  blew  me  to  pieces ;  and  they  aaid 
it  was  a  clear  proof  that  as  "  he  had 
only  to  think  once,  twice,  or  thrice,  and 
then  to  do  it  he  entertains  the  moat 
revolutionary  doctrines."  Such  is  the 
effect  produced  by  change  of  times. 
But  my  hon.  Friend  has  paid  to-day  an 
indirect  compliment  to  the  Bishops,  for 
he  proposes  to  condemn  by  his  Eeaolu- 
tion  

Mr.  LABO0OHEEE:  J)»  minmii 
non  curat  lex. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  If  my 
hon.  Friend  considers  that  de  minimis 
non  curat  lex  disposes  of  the  question  of 
the  episcopal  seats  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  I  gather  that  to  be  a  declaration 
by  my  hon.  Friend  that  when  Motions 

Mr.  W.  E.  Gladaw» 


are  made  in  this  Houae  on  the  subject 
he  will  not  condescend  to  take  any  part 
either  by  his  speech  or  by  vote.  My 
hon.  Friend  has,  at  any  rate  by  silence, 
given  hta  sanction  to  the  episcopal  seats 
in  the  House  of  Iiords.  Perhaps  he  will 
eay  he  did  not  mean  that.  Then, 
Sir,  I  will  say  that  that  illustrates  one 
of  the  objections  I  take—namely,  to 
dealing  piecemeal  with  this  subject. 
This  great  question  ought  not  to  be  pre- 
judiced by  premature  discuasion.  You 
ought  to  leave  the  whole  field  open,  luid 
you  ought  not  to  narrow  or  restrict 
the  means  of  future  action  by  laying 
down  beforehand  a  limited  condition 
that  whatever  you  do  you  will  totally 
abolish  the  hereditary  principle.  I  am 
not  going  to  ask  the  Houae  to  affirm 
anything  about  the  hereditary  principle. 
I  am  not  myself  entirely  inclined  to  its 
total  abolition.  I  hare  said,  with  regard 
to  the  legislative  action  of  the  House  of 
Lorda,  that  I  cannot  defend  it.  I  cannot 
deny  that  there  ia  a  case  for  large  and 
important  change — change  very  difficult 
to  effect,  but  change  for  which  there  is 
sufficient  and  ample  reason.  Bat  do 
not  let  the  hon.  Member  suppose  that 
when  he  talks  of  abolishing  the  heredi- 
tary principle  he  is  propounding  an 
opinion  which  it  will  be  aa  easy 
to  give  effect  to  as  it  is  undoubtedly 
popular  and  musical  to  the  ears  of  men. 
The  House  of  Lords  has,  in  my  opinion, 
great  sources  of  strength  in  this  coun- 
try quite  apart  from  its  legislative 
action.  In  my  opinion  its  great  strength 
is  not  in  its  legislative,  but  in  its  local 
action.  It  ia  in  the  local  action  of  its 
Peers  individually—certainly  not  of  all  of 
its  Peers ;  there  are  a  part  of  them  who 
are  abandoned  to  the  tender  mercies  of 
my  hon.  Friend  or  of  anybody  else  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite, 
the  clever,  able,  and  ingenious  champion 
of  the  House  of  XiOrds  to-night— but  it 
ia  impossible  to  deny  that  in  a  multitude 
of  local  circles  in  tms  country  there  are 
many  Members  of  the  House  of  Lords — 
many  eminent  Members  of  the  House  of 
Lords — who  do  not  draw  their  chief 
eminence  ftvm  conapicuoua  political 
action,  but  from  useful  services  ren- 
dered, along  with  great  capacity  and 
opportunity  for  such  services,  to  their 
neighbours  and  to  the  community  in 
which  they  live.  These  men  have  driven 
deep  roota  into  the  soil,  and  theae  men 
are  the  strength  of  the  order  to  which 
they  belong,  just  as  the^4dle  Peer  and 
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the  worthless  Peer  are  both  the  disgrace 
and  the  wealcness  of  their  order;  aad 
much,  Sir,  will  have  to  be  done  before 
yoa  can  arriTe,  I  will  say,  at  a  ra- 
tional conclusion  on  the  question  when 
you  come  to  deal  seriooaly  with  the  con- 
stitution of  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
what  course  should  be  taken  witili  re- 
spect to  the  hereditary  principle  as  to 
either  its  extinction — which  I  for  one 
am  not  prepared  to  affirm- — or  as  to  a 
limitation  of  its  ranee.  But  the  general 
conclusion  which  I  draw  from  this  view 
of  the  case  is  that  this  is  not  a  question 
to  be  dealt  with  piecemeal.  I  certainly 
cannot  vote  for  a  Motion  to  which  I 
oonid  not  g^ve  effect  even  if  I  accepted 
the  terms  of  the  Resolution  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  These  terms  appear  to  me  to 
be  far  too  wide  and  sweeping,  and  to 
tend  not  to  an  increase,  but  to  a  dimi- 
nation,  of  our  future  means  of  action. 
When  I  say  our  future  means  of  action, 
the  question  which  I  put  just  now  may 
be  retorted  upon  me,  and  I  may  be 
asked — "Whose  future  means  of  ac- 
tion?" Certainly,  Sii',  it  will  not  be 
mine.  I  speak  in  the  presence  of  those 
■round  me  and  in  trust  for  those  who 
are  to  come;  but  I  think  the  House 
will  do  well,  while  reserving  this  great 
subject  for  a  time  when  its  whole  power, 
its  whole  attention,  and  its  whole  free- 
dom can  be  concentrated  upon  it — and 
I  am  quite  certain  that  when  that  time 
does  arrive  all  your  means  and  all  your 
resoui-ces  will  be  required  in  order  to 
deal  with  it  worthily — the  House  will 
do  well  to  deoline  to  deal  with  it  in  a 
manner  which  I  think  would  not  be 
worthy  either  of  the  dignity  or  of  the 
high  character  of  this  House,  or  of  the 
greatness  of  the  subject  itself,  by  laying 
down  a  particular  opinion  in  respeot  of 
a  particular  point  in  the  future— per- 
haps distant — discussion  of  a  great 
pnblio  subject  as  to  which  we  might 
find,  when  the  time  came,  that  the  only 
effect  had  been  that  such  a  dedaration 
had  fettered  us  in  our  freedom  of  action 
aad  made  still  more  difficult  a  practical 
solution  of  a  question  which,  under  all 
circumstances,  when  it  arnvea,  will  in 
itself  he  difficult  enough. 

Caftaiw  VBRNEY,  who  rose  amidst 
loud  cries  of  "  Divide !  "  said,  he  only 
wished  to  reply  to  a  remark  which  had 
been  made  by.  the  hon.  Member  for 
Nor^ampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  with 
regwd  to  iiimseif.  They  had  ail  Usteued 


with  great  pleasure  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's speech;  but  that  speech  lacked  one 
thing— it  lacked  that  courtesy  towards 
Members  who  disagreed  with  him  which 
young  Members  expected  from  older 
Members.  The  hon.  Member  was  not 
entitled  to  say  that  those  who  differed 
from  him  were  necessarily  humbugs,  or 
that  they  advocated  npon  the  hustings 
principles  which  they  were  afraid  to 
advocate  in  this  House.  When  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  knew  him 
better,  he  would  not  repeat  that  charge. 
He  regretted  to  have  obtruded  upon  the 
House,  and  would  not  have  done  so 
except  to  repudiate  the  unworthy  ob- 
servation of  the  hon.  Member. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dwidtd:—Aye6  202 ;  Noes 
166:  Majority  36. 


AYES. 


Acland,  rt.hn.SirT.  D. 
Acland,  C.  T.  D. 
Addison,  J.E.  W. 
Agg-Gordner,  J.  T. 
Allsopp,  hon.  0. 
Allaopp,  hon.  Q. 
Ambrose,  W. 
AmherBt,  W.  A.  T. 
Aaher,  A. 

Aahmead-Bartlett,  £. 
Baden-Powell,  O.  S. 
Baily,  L.  R. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  G.  W. 
Barnes,  A. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Baumann,  A.  A. 
Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks- 
Bcadel,  W.  J. 
Bentinch,  rt.  hn.  G.  0. 
BetheU,  Commander 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkbcck,  Sir  E. 
Blandell,  Col.  H.  B.  H. 
Bourke,  right  hon.  B. 
Brand,  hon.  H.  R. 
Brassey,  Sir  T. 
Bridgemaa,  Col.  hon. 

F.  C. 
BrintoD,  J. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 

Brookfield,  Col.  A.  M. 
Bryco,  J. 
Bullard,  H. 
Bnrdett-Coutta,  W.  L. 

Afih  -B. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  J,  A. 
Cavendiiili,  LordE. 
Chamngton,  S. 
Ghildm,  rt.  boo.  H. 

aE. 


Churchill,  rt.  hn.  Lord 

II.  H.  a. 
Clarke,  E. 

Commerell,  Adml.  BirJ. 
Compton,  F. 

Cooke,  C.  W.  R. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.T.  1). 
Cranbome,  Viscount 
Cross,  rt.  hint.  Sir  11.  A. 
Croai,H.  S. 
Cuirie,  Sir  D. 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dawson,  R. 
Do  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  K. ' 
Duckham,  T. 
Daff,  K.  W. 
Buncombe,  A. 
Dyke,  rt.  hon.  Sir  W. 
H. 

Eaton,  H.  W. 
Edwardcs-MoBS,  T.  0. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  do  T. 
Egerton,  hn.  A.  J.  F. 
Elliot,  hon.  U.  F.  H. 
EUit,  Sir  J.  W. 
Evelyn,  W.  J. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 
Farquhareon,  H,  R. 
Feilden,  Lt-Ocn.  R.  J. 
Ferguson,  R. 
F«rgusBon,rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Field,  Captain  £. 
FinlayBon,  J. 
Fitzgerald,  B.  TJ.  P. 
Fitzwilliam,  hon. 

J.  W.  . 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Folkestone  Viscount 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Fraaar,  General  C.  0. 
GatIu)m»*Hard3',  hen. 

J.S. 
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Gibson,  J.  Qt. 
GladBtone,  rt-hn.  W.E. 
Goret,  Sir  J.  E. 
Oower,  G.  Q.  L. 
Grant,  Sir  G.  M. 
Green,  H. 
Gregory,  G.  B. 
GrenfeU,  W.  H. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Gunter,  Colonel  B. 
HaU,  A.  W. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  right  hoa. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Col.  C.  E. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Harcourt,  rt.  bon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Hardcastle,  E. 
Harker,  W, 
Haslett,  J.  H. 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Heneage,  rigbthon.E. 
Utirbert,  bon.  S. 
Hickman,  A. 
Hill,  Lord  A.  W. 
Hill,  A.  S. 

H^dland,  rt  hon.  Sir 
H.  T. 

Hopo,  right  bon.  A.  J . 

B.  B. 
Houldsworth,  "W.  H. 
Howard,  J. 
Howard,  J.  M. 
Hoghes-i&Uett,  Qo\. 

F.C. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Jackflon,  W,  L. 
Johnston,  W. 
Jones-Parry,  L. 
Kennaway,  ISir  J.  H. 
Kenny,  Cf.  S. 
Kilcoursie,  right  hon. 

Viacount 
Kimber,  H. 
King,  H.  8. 
KnatchbuU-! 

bon.  H.  T. 
Knightley,  Sir  R. 
IiBwrence,  Sir  T. 
Lecbmero,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Long,  "W.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Macartney,  W.  G.  E. 
Uacdonald,  right  hon. 

J.H.  A. 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
31'Calmont,  Captain  J. 
M'Garel-Hogg,  Sir  J. 
U'Lagan,  P. 
March,  Earl  ol 
More,  R.  J. 
Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G.  O. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  B. 


Mulholland,  H.  L. 
Muncaster,  Lord 
Mundella,  rt.  hn.  A.  J. 
Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Norton,  R. 
Paget,  Sir  H.  H. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Pease,  Sir  J.  W. 
Pease,  A.  E. 
Polly,  Sir  L. 
Pitt-I^wis.  G. 
Playfair,  rt.  hon.  SirL. 
Plunket,  rt.  hon.  D.  R. 
Portman,  hon.  E.  B. 
PoweU,  F.  8. 
Price,  Captain  Q.  E 
Pnph,  D. 

Raikes,  rt  hon.  H.  C. 
Keed,  Sir  E.  J. 
Richardson, T. 
Ritchie,  0.  T. 
Roscoe,  Sir  H.  E. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Round,  J. 
RussoU,  Sir  G. 
St  Aubyn,  Sir  J. 
Saundeison,  Maj.  E.  J. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson,  rt. 

hon.  SirH.  J. 
Seton-Karr,  H. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Sitwoll,  Sir  O.  R. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  "W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  D. 
Spencer,  hon.  C.  B. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  rt  hn.  Col. 

Sir  F. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Stewart,  M. 
StnrgiB,  H.  F. 
Sturrock,  F. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Temple,  Sir  B. 
Thomas,  A. 
Tollemache,  H.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Trevelyan,  rt.  hn.  G.O. 
Trotter,  H.  J. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Verney,  Captain  E.  H. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
■Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 
Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.  J. 
Watson,  J. 
West,  Colonel  W.  0. 
Weet,  H.  W. 
Whitbread,  S. 
Wodohouso,  E.  R. 
Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart 
Wroughton,  P. 
Young,  C.  E.  B. 

TEILBBS. 

MaH<nibankB,xt.hon.E. 
Morley,  A. 


NOES. 

Abraham,  W,  (Glam.)    Allison,  E.  A. 
Abraham,  W.  (lime-   Armitage,  B. 
xick,  W.)  AihtoD,  X.  G. 


Baker,  L.  J. 
Barbour,  W.  B. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Beamont,  U.  F. 
Blades,  J.  H. 
Blaine,  A. 
Blake,  T. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Bolton,  T.  H. 
Boyd-Kinnear,  J. 
Bradlaugh,  0. 
BrocklebuTSt,  W,  0. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  hon.  E.  F. 
Brunner,  J.  T. 
Byrne,  G.  M. 
Campbell,  H. 
Carew,  J.  L. 
Chance,  P.  A. 
Channing,  F.  A. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Cobbold,  F.  T. 
Coleridge,  hon.  B. 
Colman,  J.  J. 
Compton,  Lord  W.  G. 
Condon,  T.  J. 
Connolly,  L. 
Conway,  M. 
Conybeare,  0.  A.  V. 
Cook,  E.  R. 
Cook,  W. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
CoBsham,  H. 
Cowfln,  J. 
Cox,  J.  B. 
Craven,  J. 
Cremer,  W.  R. 
Crilly,  D. 
Crompton,  C. 
Crosaley,  E. 
Crossman,  Gen.  Sir  W. 
Davies,  W. 
Dillon,  J. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Ellis,  J.  E. 
Esslemont,  P. 
Fenwick,  C, 
Finucane,  J. 
Fletcher,  B. 
Flj-nn,  J.  C. 
Foster,  Dr.  B. 
FiiUer,  G.  P. 
Gilhooly,  J. 
Gill,  H.  J. 
Giil,  T.  F. 
Golasmid,  Sir  J. 
Gourley,  B.  T. 
Gray,  E.  D. 
Grey.  Sir  E. 
Harrington,  E. 
Havelock  -  Allan,  Sir 

H.  M. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  0.  SeoU- 
Healy,  M. 
Hingley,  B. 
Holden,  A. 
Holden,  I. 
HowaU,  G. 
lUingworth,  A. 
Ingram,  W.  J. 
Jacks,  W. 


Jacoby,  J.  A. 
James,  hon.  W.  H. 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
Johns,  J.  W. 
Johnaon-Fetf^iuon,  J. 
E. 

Jordan,  J. 
KeUy,  B. 
Kenny,  J.  E. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lane,  W.  J. 
LawBon.  H.  L.  W. 
Leahy,  J. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Lockwood,  F. 
M'Arthur,  A. 
M'CuUoch,  J. 
M'Donald,  P. 
Marum,  E.  M. 
Mather,  W. 
Morgan,  O.  V. 
Murphv,  W.  M. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J, 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P. 
O'Brien,  F.  J. 
O'Brien,  W. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J. 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Doherty,  J.  E. 

O'Hea,  P. 

O'KeUy,  J. 
O'AIara,  8. 
O'Shaa,  W.  H. 

Peacock,  R. 
Fickersgill,  E.  H. 

Picton,  J.  A. 

Pilkington,  G.  A. 
,  Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Power,  B. 

Price,  T.  P. 

Priestly,  B. 

Pulley,  J. 

Pyne,  J.  D. 

Beid,  H.  G. 

Richard,  H. 

Rigby,  3. 

Roberto,  J.  B. 

Roberts,  J. 

Roe,  T. 

RusseU.  E.  R. 

Rylanda,  P. 

Salis-Schwabe,  Col.  G. 

Saunders,  W. 

Shaw,  T. 

Sheehao,  J.  D. 

yheehy,  D. 

Shell,  E. 

Sheridaii,  H.  B. 

Shirley,  W.  S. 

Simon,  Serjeant  J. 

Small,  J.  F. 

Spensley;  H. 

Spicer,  H, 

Stack,  J. 

Stevenson,  F.  S. 

SuUivaa,  B. 

Tanner.  C.  K. 

Tnite  J. 

Vanderhyl,  P. 
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ViTian,  Sir  H.  H. 
Wu^u,  H. 
Warmington,  C.  M. 
Wtaaa,  £. 
Watson,  T. 
Watt,  H. 
Wayman,  T. 
Westlake,  J. 
Will,  J.  S. 
Williams,  A.  J. 
Wiiliams,  J.  C. 

Main  Qaestion,  "That  Ifr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Ohair,"  again  pro- 


Williams,  P. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Tra»on,  I. 

Wilson,  J.  (Ednbgh.) 
Wolmer,  Tiscoont 
Wright,  0. 

TELLERS. 

Lalwttchflre,  H. 
Btaart,  J. 


THE  FISHING  INDUSTRIES  (EKGLAND 
AND  WALES)  -  INSTITUTION  OF  A 

FISHERY  BOARD.— OBSERVATIONS. 

SmEDWAED  BIRKBECK,  on  rising 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
great  want  of  a  Central  Department  for 
all  matters  connected  with  the  Fishing 
Industries ;  and  to  movfr — 

"  That,  in  consideration  of  the  growing  im- 
portance of  the  Fishing  Industries,  the  capital 
at  stake,  and  the  lives  dependent  on  them,  in 
the  opinion  of  this  House  it  is  desirable  that  a 
Fishery  Board  be  appointed  for  England,  with 
power  to  deal  with  all  qnestions  relative  to  8e& 
and  Inland  Fisheries,** 

said,  it  was  necessary,  in  order  that  the 
objects  which  he  had  in  view  should  be 
properly  carried  out,  that  thoj  should 
have  the  support  of  the  Government  of 
the  day,  and  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
asking  for  such  support,  because  he 
looted  upon  it  as  the  duty  of  a  great 
maritime  and  hshing  country  like  Eng- 
land to  give  adequate  support  and  en- 
couragement to  its  fishing  industry.  He 
could  not  better  show  the  importance  of 
the  fishing  industries  of  this  country 
than  by  stating  to  the  House  a  few 
Btatiatice  in  reference  to  those  industries. 
In  the  first  place,  then,  he  was  able  to 
inform  the  House  that  the  number  of 
fishing  vessels  employed  at  the  present 
time  in  the  United  Kingdom  was  no  less 
than  37,000,  and  probably  as  nearly  as 
could  be  ascertained  about  17,000  be- 
longed to  Scotland  and  Ireland,  and  the 
remainder  to  England  ;  but  it  should  be 
added  that  the  English  fishing-vessels 
were  a  far  larger,  more  valuable,  and 
more  important  class  of  vessels  than 
those  belonging  to  Scotland  and  Ireland. 
The  number  of  men  employed  in  these 
vessels  might  be  taken  to  be  from 
118,000  to  120,000,  and  there  were, 
speaking  well  within  the  mark,  at  least 
as  many  more  people  on  land  connected 
wi&  the  fisheries  and  dependent  upon 


their  success  for  the  means  of  livelihood. 
With  regard  to  the  capital  employed  in 
the  industry,  it  was  impossible  to  arrive 
at  any  definite  conclusion.  Probably, 
however,  a  fair  estimate  would  be  from 
£15,000.000  to  £20,000,000  sterling.  At 
all  events,  there  oould  be  no  doubt  that 
the  capital  had  of  late  years  increased  to 
a  very  large  extent.  As  regarded  the 
annual  income  derived  from  the  fisheries, 
quoting  from  Mr.  Spencer  Walpole,  a 
late  Inspector  of  Fisheries,  who  reed  a 
paper  in  1883  at  the  Fisheries  Exhibi- 
tion, he  estimated  the  annual  income  at 
no  less  than  £10,000,000  sterling.  "Well, 
he  thought  these  statistics  would  satisfy 
the  House  that  the  fisheries  of  the 
United  Kingdom  was  a  most  important 
industry,  and  that  he  was  justified  in 
asking  that  the  State  should  encourage 
and  protect  it.  But  hon.  Members  might 
ask  what  Central  Department  we  had 
which  could  take  up  this  work  7  Well, 
at  the  present  time  they  hod  a  small 
Department  ^lled  the  Fisheries  Inspec- 
tor's Department,  which  was  a  very 
small  affair,  located  at  the  Home  Office, 
and  which  figured  in  the  Estimates  for 
only  £1,048  for  this  year;  but  the  prin- 
cipal duties  allotted  to  the  Inspector  of 
Fisheries  were  in  connection  with  the 
salmon  fisheries  of  England,  and,  as  a 
rule,  no  duty  was  undertaken  with  re- 
gard to  the  larger  and  important  sea 
fisheries.  Inquiries  were  held  from  time 
to  time  by  thelnspectorsof  Fisheries,  and 
everybody  was  ready  to  acknowledge  the 
valuable  services  rendered  to  the  nation 
— no  one  more  readily  than  himself — 
by  such  men  as  the  late  Mr.  Frank 
Bucklond,  Mr.  Spencer  Walpole,  and 
Professor  Huxley.  The  nation  was,  no 
doubt,  much  indebted  to  them  for  what 
they  had  done.  Then,  in  addition  to 
the  Inspector  of  Fisheries'  Office,  there 
were  other  Departments  which  were 
more  or  less  connected  with  the  fishing 
industries  of  the  country.  There  was 
the  Board  of  Trade,  with  the  Harbour 
Department  and  Marine  Department. 
There  was  the  Admiralty,  to  which  fisher- 
men looked  for  protection  and  assistance 
on  the  sea.  There  was  the  Foreign 
Office,  which  was  expected  to  protect  the 
fishing  interest  with  other  countries. 
There  waa  the  Naval  Eeserves  Office, 
which  was  also  connected  with  the  pro- 
tection of  the  fisheries ;  and  there  wasMr. 
Qiffen's  Office,  which  had  to  do  with 
fishery  atatistios.  Altogether  there  were 
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seven  Offices,  more  or  less,  connected  vith 
the  fisheries  in  one  way  or  other,  and 
■what  be  proposed  was  that  these  scattered 
Offices  should  he  concentrated  into  one 
Central  Office  and  all  their  powers  com- 
hined,  so  that  a  really  effective  and 
influential  Fishery  Department  might  be 
formed.  He  asked  hon.  Members  to  say 
frankly  if  they  did  not  believe  that  such 
a  Central  Department  would  not  only  be 
much  more  effectual,  but  also  much 
more  convenient,  than  the  present  in- 
adequate and  absurd  way  of  represent- 
ing the  fishing  interest  in  a  mulUplioity 
of  scattered  Offices.  As  things  now  were, 
if  a  smackowner  or  a  fisherman  came  to 
London  for  the  purpose  of  transacting 
business,  he  might  wander  up  and  down 
Whitehall  all  day  long  and  yet  never 
find  the  Office  which  had  control  of  the 
particular  branch  of  the  fishing  interest 
with  whivh  he  was  concerned.  Now, 
such  a  state  of  things  was  absurd  in  a 
practical  country  like  Eugland.  It  was, 
moreover,  highly  injurious  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  fishing  industry.  What 
was  wanted  by  way  of  remedy  was  a  Cen- 
tral Fishery  Department,  which  should 
take  under  its  care  all  matters  which 
affected  the  interests  of  fishermen  and 
the  industry  which  they  followed. 
There  was  also  the  lives  ot  fishermen, 
which  ought  to  be  considered  in  this 
matter  and  protected.  Afeir  years  ago 
some  regulations  with  reference  to  the 
fishing  vessels  lights  were  proposed  to 
be  put  in  force,  and  were  drawn  up  by 
men  who  admitted  that  they  knew  of  the 
subject  practically  nothing,  and  were 
sprung  upon  the  fishermen  without 
notice,  and  upon  his  (Sir  Edward  Birk- 
beck'B)repre8entation  Mr.  Evelyn  Aehley 
was  sent  to  the  North  Sea  to  observe  for 
himself.  But,  unfortunately,  on  the  oc- 
casion of  that  Gentleman's  visit  there  was 
aheavygroundswell  on— audMr.  Evelyn 
Ashley  was  confined  to  his  cabin  all  the 
time,  and  had  to  return  without  being 
able  to  report  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
what  dangerous  regulations  they  had 
proposed.  He  only  cited  this  cir- 
cumstance to  show  how  necessary  it 
was  that  the  Department  should  be 
advised  by  practical  men.  In  Scotland 
and  Ireland  they  had  well-organized 
Fishery  Boards,  which  furnished  sta- 
tistics and  details  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance, and  these  Boards  were  enabled 
\o  make  bye-laws  for  the  regulation  of 
the  fisheries.   In  Canada,  the  United 
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States,  Sweden,  Norway,  Holland,  and 
other  countries,  they  had  Fishery  Depart- 
ments, which  were  of  immense  service 
to  the  fishing  industries  of  those  coun- 
tries. The  United  States  made  a  grant 
of  £54,000  in  1882  for  the  encourage- 
ment of  their  fisheries.  A  foreign  gen- 
tleman expressed  to  him  (Sir  Edward 
Birkbeek)  in  1883,  at  the  International 
Fisheries  Exhibition,  his  astonishment 
that  England,  the  greatest  maritime  na- 
tion in  the  world,  with  the  largest  fishing 
interest,  had  no  Fishery  Department. 
He  (Sir  Edward  Birkbeek)  wished  to 
remedy  that  defect,  and  to  give  to  the 
fishing  interests  of  tMs  counixy  a  De- 
partment or  Board  wit&  power  not  only 
to  protect  the  fisheries,  but  to  make 
regulations  for  the  proper  carrying  on 
of  the  industry  and  for  the  safety  of  the 
lives  of  the  men  employed.  The  Report 
of  the  Royal  Commission  on  Trawling, 
which  had  come  before  the  House  last 
year,  had  referred  to  the  question  of 
fishery  authorities.  Scotland  and  Ireland 
both  possessed  Fishery  Boards,  and  the 
Irish  Board  had  power  to  regulate 
trawling  and  make  bye-lavs.  England 
had  no  Fishery  Board  or  any  one  Body 
with  analogous  powers.  He  contended 
that  the  fishing  interest  should  be  under 
the  control  of  one  Department, that  there 
should  be  a  Board  with  a  strong  element 
of  practical  men  npon  it,  and  with  a 
permanent  secretary  and  staff.  Certain 
powers  should  be  conferred  upon  the 
Board  and  certain  duties  laid  down  for 
them.  They  should  collect  statistics  in 
the  same  way  as  the  Scotch  and  Irish 
Boards,  and  should  lay  a  Report  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  annually.  The 
statistics  should  state  the  quantity  of 
fisli  caught,  its  value,  the  number  of 
vessels  engaged  in  the  industry,  the 
number  of  hands  employed,  and  other 
useful  information.  The  Board  should 
be  responsible  for  the  registration  of 
fishing  vosselp,  and  be  able  to  recommend 
such  legislation  as  was  required  for  the 
advance  of  the  fishing  industry,  taking 
care  always  to  have  first  a  thorough 
public  inquiry,  and  that  there  should  be 
no  danger,  as  heretofore,  of  legislating 
first  and  asking  the  advice  of  practical 
men  afterwards.  He  was  also  of  opinion 
that  in  this  matter  the  Coastguard  Ser- 
vice could  give  great  assistance.  The 
most  practical  paper  that  had  ever  been 
written  on  our  fisheries  was  brought 
before  the  Fishery  Commissioners  of  the 
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loteroational  Fisheries  Exhibition,  and 
was  written  by  Hie  Koyal  Highnass 
the  Duke  of  Edinburgh.  The  fisheries 
should,  in  his  (Sir  Edward  Birkbeck's) 
opinion,  be  divided  into  fishing  districts, 
and  those  districts  should  have  fishery 
officers  of  their  own.  He  would  have 
officers  for  such  districts  as  Hull, 
Grimsby,  Yarmouth,  Lowestoft,  Ply- 
month,  &c.,  and  those  officers  would 
report  to  the  Board  on  all  matters 
in  connection  with  the  Bsheries,  so  that 
if  there  was  grievance   to  be 

remedied  those  officers  might,  through 
the  powers  conferred  on  them,  be  able 
toremedysuch  grievance8,or  at  all  events 
communicate  respecting  them  with  the 
Fishery  Board.  Such  a  Board  should  be 
responsible  for  the  salmon  fisheries  of 
England  and  Wales,  and  for  all  inland 
fisheries.  It  might  also  be  thought  fit  in 
time  that  the  Scotch  and  Irish  Boards 
should  have  a  connection  with  the  English 
Central  Board — that  was  to  say,  if  regu- 
lations applying  to  the  United  Kingdom 
wereproposed  by  the  Central  Board.  He 
(Sir  Edward  Birkbeok)  hoped  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  given 
consideration  to  this  very  important 
question.  He  could  not  ignore  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Trawling  Commis- 
sion and  the  importanoe  of  dealing  with 
this  matter  vithout  delay.  He  was  con- 
fident the  right  hon.  GNmtleman  would 
he  able  to  state  to  the  House  in  speaking 
on  the  Motion  now  before  the  House 
that  as  far  as  its  principle  was  concerned 
he  would  adopt  that  Motion.  He  (Sir 
Edward  Birkbeck)  cotild  not  be  expected 
to  go  into  the  details  of  this  question  at 
any  length ;  hut  he  would  ask  most 
earnestly,  for  the  sake  of  the  fishing  in- 
dustry of  the  United  Kingdom,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  able  to 
telt  the  House  that  the  Qovemment  were 
disposed  to  give  it  their  best  considera- 
tion. If  he  did  so,  he  might  rely  on  the 
fishing  interest  being  grateful  for  what 
was  carried  out.  He  (Sir  Edward  Birk- 
beck) knew  that  the  late  Government 
wonld  have  given  the  question  their 
earnest  consideration,  and  would  have 
adopted  the  Motion.  Trusting  that  the 
present  Government  would  act  in  a  similar 
spirit,  the  hon.  Baronet  concluded  by 
asking  the  consideration  of  the  House  to 
the  Hesolution  which  stood  in  bis  name. 
_  Mb.  EDWAED  OLAEKE,  in  support- 
ing the  hon.  Member,  said  that,  as  repre- 
witing  a  large  seaport,  the  great  portion 


of  whose  population  were  deeply  inte- 
rested in  fishing,  he  had  for  some  years 
felt  the  serious  need  that  existed  for  some 
such  Establishment  as  that  which  his 
hon.  Friend  had  just  described.  He  had 
no  intention  of  going  into  details  ;  but, 
as  to  principles,  he  thought  that  those 
recommended  by  the  Boyal  Commission 
last  year  appeared  conclusive.  That 
OommtBsion,  he  would  remind  the  House, 
was  a  strong  one.  It  had  a  great  many 
subjects  to  consider,  and  in  oonsequence 
it  made  a  great  many  rec(mimendations. 
He  hoped  that  they  would  hear  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  a  sympathetic  and 
favourable  response  to  the  appeal  which 
had  just  been  made.  He  (Mr.  E. 
Clarke)  would  simply  mention  two 
matters  which  had  occurred  within  the 
last  five  years,  and  which  would  illus- 
trate the  need  of  such  a  Board.  One 
was  the  question  of  trawlers*  lights. 
With  regord  to  these  lights,  a  series  of 
orders  of  the  most  contradictory  cha- 
racter had  been  issued  from  time  to 
time,  and  one  after  the  other  had  been 
cancelled.  These  orders  had  no  doubt 
been  what  was  considered  best  by  those 
who  had  drawn  them  up  ;  but  the  fisher- 
men had  thought  that  those  who  had 
disciLssed  the  rules  had  not  had  a  snffi- 
oient  knowledge  of  the  subject  with 
which  they  they  were  dealiug.  In  1883 
there  occurred  a  very  remarkfu)le  instance 
of  sudden  legislation  passed  through 
Parliament  without  any  discussion  at 
all.  There  was  the  Merchant  Shipping 
Bill,  which,  in  that  year,  was  read  a 
second  time  in  the  House  of  Lords  on 
the  very  day  it  was  printed,  and  it  was 
also  read  a  second  time  in  the  House  of 
Commons  on  the  day  it  was  presented 
to  the  Members  of  that  House.  There 
was  no  opportunity  of  discuasing  it,  and 
when  it  was  read  a  second  time  the 
Minister  in  charge  of  it  said  it  had  better 
be  read  a  third  time  at  once,  and  from 
the  day  the  Bill  was  passed  till  1884  the 
Board  of  Trade  was  diligently  endea- 
vouring to  find  a  means  of  exonerating 
the  fishermen  from  the  provisions  of  the 
Act.  It  woold  be  a  veiy  desirable  thing 
if  there  was  some  Department  appointed 
to  consider,  in  concert  with  practical 
men,  the  provisions  passed  into  law ;  nor 
did  he  think  that  the  proposals  made 
necessarily  involved  any  real  increase  of 
the  charge,  because  at  present  these 
questions  undoubtedly  were  scattered 
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over  various  Departments.  A  little  ar- 
rangement and  modification  might  be 
made,  probably  without  any  real  increase 
of  the  ohai^,  while  it  would  prove 
much  more  satisfactory  than  was  the 
case  at  present. 

Sir  SAVILE  CROSSLET  said,  he 
vottld  express  a  hope  that  the  House ; 
would  extend  to  mm  that  kind  in- 
dulgence which  a  new  Member  invari- 
ably received  at  its  hands.  The  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Edward  Birkbeck)  had  put 
his  case  forcibly  and  clearly,  while  he 
was  ably  seconded  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  E. 
Clarke).  He  (Sir  Savile  CroBsley)  felt 
it  incumbent  upon  him  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  Besolution,  because  his  con- 
stituents felt  very  strongly  on  the  ques- 
tion, and  were  more  largely  interested  In 
the  fishing  trade  than  any  other  division 
in  the  country.  He  might  mention  also 
that,  at  a  large  meeting  held  last  night 
in  the  division  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  represent,  a  Resolution  was  passed  in 
favour  of  the  subject  brought  forward  by 
the  hon.  Baronet.  That  Resolution  he 
(Sir  Savile  Crossley )  hoped  would  be  sup- 
ported by  everyone  in  the  House.  The 
representations  that  had  been  made  to 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  not  been 
thoroughly  satisfactory  to  the  shipping 
iaterest.  He  had  no  desire  to  rake  up 
the  past;  but  he  must  say  that  the  fish- 
eries had  suffered  very  much  owing  to 
the  Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
not  having  been  able  to  devote  very 
much  time  to  the  fishing  interest.  All 
questions  connected  with  the  fishing 
trade  required  more  going  into  than, 
perhaps,  the  questions  arising  from  any 
other  trade.  The  hon.  Member  for  East 
Norfolk  went  into  the  subject  of  the 

freat  development  of  the  fishing  trade 
uring  the  la&t  few  years ;  there  was  no 
doubt  that  many  developments  had  been 
made  in  boats  and  nets.  He  (Sir  Savile 
Crossley)  had  great  pleasure  in  support- 
ing the  Resolution,  because  it  was  moved 
by  one  very  well  disposed  towards  the 
fishing  interest.  It  was  unnecessary  for 
him  to  remind  the  House  of  the  services 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  had  rendered 
the  fishing  iaterest.  He  would,  how- 
ever, say  one  word  why  they  should 
have  in  this  matter  the  support  of  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  on  the 
other  side  (the  Irish  Members).  The 
English  Members  merely  asked  that 
England  should  possess  the  same  priri- 
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le^e  which  Ireland  and  Scotland  had 
enjoyed  for  many  years,  and,  above  all, 
they  asked  to  be  put  on  a  fair  footing 
with  foreigners.  In  our  case  our 
fishermen  had  no  Central  Board  which 
would  give  tbem  advice;  and  the  re- 
sult of  that  was,  as  every  hon.  Member 
knew,  that  in  all  questions  where  the 
foreign  fishing-boats  came  into  contact 
with  ours,  the  foreign  boats  had 
the  best  of  it  in  matters  of  law.  He 
referred  to  the  Report  of  the  Deep 
Trawl  Fishing  Commission,  issued  last 
year.  In  th.at  Report  it  would  be  found, 
in  page  S7,  that  Scotland  and  Ireland 
both  possessed  a  Fishery  Board,  and  the 
Irish  Board  was  allowed  to  regulate  all 
kinds  of  fishing,  and  to  make  such  bye- 
laws  as  were  deemed  necessary.  Eng- 
land, unfortunately,  had  no  such  Board. 
Now  such  an  Authority  should  be  created 
for  England  at  once,  and  be  constituted 
as  a  Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
or  Home  Office,  and  upon  it  should  be 
conferred  the  same  powers  of  making 
bye-laws  as  were  now  possessed  by  the 
Irish  and  Scotch  Fishery  Boards.  The 
Commissioners  recommended  that  such 
a  Centrfd  Authority  should  be  created, 
and  also  that  the  Scotch  Board  should 
have  similar  powers  as  the  Irish  Board ; 
and,  thirdly,  that  a  similar  Authority 
should  be  made  for  England,  and  that  a 
statutory  power  should  be  conferred 
upon  the  Board  to  give  statistics.  The 
House  of  Commons,  a  few  nights  ago, 
had  the  opportunity  of  becoming  ac- 
quainted wim  the  great  value  of  labour 
statistics  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh). 
The  House  had  also  shown  its  apprecia- 
tion of  those  statistics,  by  the  support 
which  it  gave  to  the  Motion  of  the  Eon. 
Member.  He  would  remind  the  House 
that,  as  far  back  as  1866,  when  theCom- 
misEttoners  reported,  they  investigated 
the  mode  of  fishing  then  in  use.  In 
1878  the  Commissioners  recommended 
the  collection  of  statistics;  and  in  1886, 
they  expressed  regret  that  no  statistics 
had  been  furnished.  They  pointed  out 
that,  although  eight  years  had  elapsed 
since  the  colleotion  of  the  statistics  was 
recommended,  yet  that  they  were  still 
without  them.  He  (Sir  Savile  Crossley) 
ventured,  most  humbly,  to  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  Heaeage), 
and  above  ftll  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  to 
carry  out  the  recommendations  of  the 
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CommiBnonerB.  He  felt  snre  the  House 
would  not  be  satisfied  to  wait  another 
eight  years  hefore  the  recommendations 
so  often  pni  forward  were  carried  out. 
In  conelnaion  he  begged  to  thank  the 
House  for  the  patient  manner  with 
vfaich  it  had  heard  his  remarks. 

Sm  HENRY  TYLER  said,  he  cor- 
dially supported  the  Resolution.  The  ob- 
ject which  it  aimed  at  was  really  a  ques- 
tion of  "justice  to  England,"  which, 
with  larger  fishing  interests  at  stake, 
did  not  enjoy  advantages  that  had  been 
oonceded  to  Scotland  and  Ireland  years 
ago.  It  was  very  much  to  be  regretted 
that  they  had  no  better  statistics  for 
Eogland  than  those  already  furnished. 
The  best  statistics  of  which  he  had  any 
knowledge  were  those  which  had  been 
published  by  the  Board  of  Trade ;  but 
they  only  related  to  fish  conveyed 
inland  by  railway,  and  not  to  the 
total  amount  caught.  Those  statistics 
were  brought  out  in  February  last  year, 
and  he  hoped  that  a  similar  collection 
would  shortly  be  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment. Looking  at  the  figures  conveyed 
ID  those  Returns,  he  found  the  number 
of  tons  of  fish  conveyed  inland  from  the 
fishing  ports  had  increased  to  248,000 
in  1884 ;  whilst  in  Scotland  the  increase 
the  same  year  had  been  38,000  to  68,000 
tons;  and  in  Ireland  from  5,933  tons  to 
7,688  tone,  making  a  total  increase  for 
the  Three  Kingdoms  from  240,000  tons  in 
1879  to  325,000  tons  in  1884.  Fisher- 
men had  the  sympathy  of  all  classes. 
E7erybody  knew  something  of,  though 
few  fully  appreciated,  what  they  had  to 
endure.  They  had  to  carryon  their  labour 
ia  fogs  and  in  storms ;  they  had  to 
trust  to  their  chances,  and  often  they  had 
bod  luck,  and  every  circumstance  con- 
nected with  their  lives  created  the  live- 
liest sympathy.  Fishing  was  an  industry 
which  had  increased  especially  through 
the  work  of  trawling,  and  he  believed 
that,  as  far  as  experience  had  hitherto 
gone,  the  more  fi^sh  there  were  brought 
from  the  sea  the  more  there  seemed  to  be 
to  catch.  Another  consideration  of  the 
matter  was  this,  that  the  fisheries  of  the 
conntiy  gave  employment  to  120,000  or 
150,000  men.  The  fisheries  romid  about 
our  coasts  of  great  value  in  other 
ways ;  for  instance,  they  formed  a  nur- 
sery for  the  sailors  of  our  Navy.  Thus 
a  very  great  deal  depended  upon  this 
great  industry.  The  extension  of  rail- 
ways had  given  a  great  impetus  to  the 


trade  of  fishing,  becanso  it  enabled  good 
markets  to  be  found  for  fish  all  over  the 
country.  They  wanted  a  Department 
very  much  which  would  look  after  the 
interests  of  the  industry,  and  provide 
those  engaged  in  it  with  a  better  know- 
ledge of  the  habits  of  fish  and  of  the 
ways  and  means  of  taking  fish.  Whilst 
all  the  other  industries  of  the  country 
were  more  or  less  in  a  state  of  depres- 
sion, the  fishing  business  was  the  only 
one  which  was  comparatively  flourish- 
ing. He  considered  that  the  Depart- 
ment recommended  by  his  hon.  Friend 
should  be  created,  because  it  was  of 
the  first  importance.  He  had  great  plea- 
sure in  supporting  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  said,  he  thought 
the  House  would  pardon  him  if  he  eud  a 
few  words  on  the  Resolution  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  East  Norfolk. 
He  had  until  lately  been  an  Inspector 
of  Irish  Fisheries,  from  which  position 
he  had  been  compulsorily  retired  under 
somewhat  peculiar  circumstances.  He 
certainly  should  like  to  see  some  of  the 
functions  of  the  Irish  Fishery  Board  ex- 
tended to  England,  and  all  the  powers 
for  controlling  the  fisheries  of  the  coun- 
try consolidated  in  one  Office,  instead  of 
various  organizations  being  called  into 
play.  He  had  listened  with  the  greatest 
possible  interest  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  who  had  brought  forward 
thisproposal.  In  Ireland  tiie  Inspectors 
of  fisheries  were  Inspectors  of  the  sal- 
mon as  well  as  of  the  sea  fisheries ;  and 
he  hoped  that  the  same  system  would 
prevail  in  England.  In  Ireland  the 
Fishery  Commissioners  found  the  great- 
est assistance  from  the  Coastguard,  who 
supplied  returns  of  the  number  of  men 
and  boys  employed  in  the  Sea  Fishe- 
ries. He  hoped  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  see  their  way  to 
granting  what  the  hon.  Baronet  had  so 
ably  Eisked  for ;  and,  that  being  so,  he  had 
great  pleasure  in  supporting  his  Motion. 

Me.  SAUNDERS  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  House  would  favourably  consider 
the  Besolution  which  had  been  hrought 
forward  in  connection  with  our  fishe- 
ries, which  could  only  be  effectively 
dealt  with  by  such  a  Board  as  recom^ 
mended.  They  required,  for  instance, 
to  know  the  merits  of  trawling  and 
its  effect  on  fishing  beds.  This  was  a 
matter  which  required  great  investi- 
gation.  Matters  of  this  kind  could 
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not  be  settled  by  individuals,  however 
ieminent.  Tbey  could  only  be  satisfac- 
torily dealt  with  by  an  independent 
Board.  The  members  of  such,  a  Board 
should  be  men  who  had  practical  know- 
ledge and  were  connected  with  the  fish- 
ing trade.  The  men  who  were  connected 
viih  the  trade  on  the  Humber  were 
particularlv  anxious  that  the  Motion 
before  the  Souse  should  be  carried,  and 
that  there  should  be  a  large  practical 
element  on  the  Board.  If  the  Board 
had  on  it  members  who  went  to  sea 
themselves,  and  were  capable  of  making 
a  Beport  on  the  fisheries,  so  much  the 
better.  It  need  not  be  an  expensive 
Board,  for  he  believed  that  very  capable 
service  could  be  rendered  at  moderate 
salaries.  The  adoption  of  the  Motiou 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  would  give  a  great 
deal  of  satisfaction  to  a  very  deserving 
portion  of  Her  Majesty's  Bubjeets. 

Me.  mark  STEWART  said,  he  could 
speak  with  some  little  practical  know- 
ledge of  tbe  advantages  which  had  been 
derived  in  Scotland  from  the  adoption  of 
a  scheme  on  tbe  South- West  Coast  of 
Scotland  which  was  now  proposed  for 
England.  He  thought,  however,  that 
it  would  be  more  ^vantageous  to  the 
whole  oountty  if,  instead  of  having 
three  separate  Boards  for  the  Three 
Kingdoms,  there  was  one  Central  De- 
partment. There  were  many  interests 
constantly  clashing,  and  he  did  not  think 
Bufflcient  attention,  was  given  by  any 
Ode  Departmeot  to  the  interests  under 
their  charge.  Not  that  he  wished  to 
insinuate  or  make  any  reflection  against 
either  the  Scottish  or  the  Irish  Fishery 
Boards.  But  there  were  so  many  ques- 
tions affecting  the  fishing  interests  of 
the  three  adjacent  coasts  that  it  would 
be  most  advantageous  to  have  a  Central 
Board,  so  that  matters  might  be  regu- 
lated more  smoothly  than  at  present. 
The  question  of  trawling  was  a  most 
impottant  one.  Previous  to  1883  they 
sustained  very  great  damage  indeed 
from  the  system  of  trawling  then  prac- 
tised. No  doubt  great  improvement 
had  been  effected,  but  at  the  same  time 
there  were  improvements  still  to  be 
carried  out.  There  was  the  question  of 
foreign  trawlers,  who  cut  up  the  oyster 
beds  on  the  South- West  Coast  of  Scot- 
land, and  utterly  depopulated  them. 
Then  as  to  the  herring  industry,  which 
was  no  doubt  the  most  important  ele- 
ment in  the  Scottish  fishing  indnstry, 
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great  havoo  had  been  done  in  some 
'  places  by  the  injurious  modes  of  fishing 
practised.  It  was  conjectured  that  the 
fish  bad  been  frightened  off  the  coast; 
but  it  was  the  fact,  whatever  the  cause, 
tbat  in  numerous  places  where  fish 
were  abundant  a  few  years  ago  they 
were  now  greatly  diminished  in  num- 
bers. These  matters,  as  affecting  the 
food  supplies  of  our  ever-increasing 
population,  and  also  the  interests  of  the 
persona  engaged  in  fishing,  deserved 
the  greatest  attention  which  could  be 
given  to  them. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOABD  of 
TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella)  eaid,  he  was 
sure  the  House  and  the  country  were 
grateful  to  the  hon.  Baronet  for  the 
deep  interest  he  had  taken  in  this  im- 
portant industry ;  and  he  was  grateful 
that  he  did  not  expect  him  to  go  into 
the  details  of  the  scheme  for  settling 
the  question.  The  Government  were 
quite  prepared  to  accept  the  principle  of 
the  Motion.  After  reading  the  Report 
of  the  Trawling  Commission,  it  was 
impossible  to  resist  the  evidence  before 
them  that  something  must  be  done  to 
centralize  the  work  of  that  very  im- 
portant industry.  At  present  it  was 
spread  over  some  six  or  seven  Depart- 
ments and  Sub-Departments,  and  there 
was  a  conflict  of  jurisdiction  and  some- 
times a  conflict  of  instructions.  The 
industry  had  thus  been  hampered  and 
embarrassed,  and  it  was  very  desirable 
that  that  state  of  things  should  come  to 
an  end.  He  doubted,  however,  whether 
it  would  be  necessary  to  constitute  a 
Statutory  Fishery  Board.  A  Central  De- 
partment might  be  constituted,  which 
would  meet  all  the  requirements  of  the 
case.  They  had  had  at  the  Home  Office 
a  succession  of  most  able  men  as  In- 
spectors of  Fisheries — Mr.  Frank  Buck- 
land,  Mr.  Walpole,  and  Professor  Hux- 
ley. Those  were  men  of  the  highest 
scientifie  attainments  who  had  not  con- 
fined their  attention  to  salmon  fishings, 
but  had  rendered  valuable  service  to  the 
sea  fishing  industry.  It  was  singular 
that  the  two  kinds  of  fishings  had  ever 
been  separated,  and  that  there  should 
have  been  an  Inspector  and  an  Assistant 
Inspector,  an  outdoor  Inspector,  or 
officer,  at  the  Board  of  Trade  ;  that  the 
Admiralty  should  have  rights  of  inter- 
ference ;  that  the  Home  Office  should 
regulate  all  fish  that  migrated  to  the 
sea,  and  some  other  Depa^ment  was  re- 
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sponsible  for  fishing  at  the  moutli  of 
rirers.  That  was  an  anomalous  state 
of  things,  and  they  nere  quite  ready  to 
co-ox)orate  with  the  hon.  Baronet  to 
bring  it  to  an  end.  He  found  that  the 
official  statistics  were  now,  for  the  first 
time,  being  thoroughly  dealt  with.  They 
were  now  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Giffen, 
and  he,  with  the  aid  of  the  officers  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  the  Admiralty, 
and  the  Onstoms,  had  published  the  first 
batch  of  statistics.  The  registration  of 
fishing  vessels  was  regulated  by  the 
Mercantile  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  There  had  been  a  good  deal 
of  nontroversj  about  lights  foj  fishing 
vessels ;  bat  ho  hoped  the  matter  was 
finally-  settled,  and  that  he  would  not  be 
called  upon  to  issue  any  new  orders. 
"What  they  desired  to  do  was  to  eon- 
Eolidate  the  functions  of  the  Home 
Office,  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  the  Ad- 
miralty, so  far  as  thoy  referred  to  sea 
fishing,  and  put  them  under  the  Board 
of  Trade.  He  was  not  ambitious  to 
take  it ;  but  it  was  impossible  to  sepa- 
rate it  from  that  Department.  The  De- 
partment would  be  consolidated  in  that 
respect,  and  the  Admiralty  would  placo 
their  vessels  under  the  instructions  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  in  order  to  maintain 
the  police  of  the  sea.  They  would  pro- 
bably find  it  necessary  to  appoint  an- 
other Inspector ;  and  they  then  would 
constitute  it  a  Department  which,  with 
a  head  and  with  the  two  chief  Fishery 
Inspectors,  would  be  responsible  for  the 
whole  of  the  administration  of  the  De- 
partment. They  would  have  the  advan- 
tage of  having  the  head  of  the  Statis- 
tical Department,  the  head  of  the  Marine 
Department,  the  head  of  the  Harbour 
Lights  Department,  and  the  Fishery  In- 
spectors, so  that  they  would  combine  in 
one  Department  the  whole  of  the  ma- 
chinery necessary  for  its  proper  conduct. 
No  doubt  whoever  wan  appointed  chief 
should  be  a  practical  man.  He  was 
glad  to  say  that  an  International  Con- 
vention had  been  agreed  upon  between 
Germany,  Belgium,  Denmark,  France, 
Holland,  and  themselves,  for  regulating 
the  police  for  the  North  Sea  Fisheries. 
He  believed  good  results  would  flow 
from  that  ConvMition.  One  very  im- 
portant matter  had  been  settled  by 
Lord  Eosobery  with  respect  to  the  Con- 
ference which  was  to  take  place  at 
WTiitsuutide-  There  was  nothing  the 
fishermen  suffered  from  more  than  the 
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temptation  and  demoralization  of  the 
fioating  grog-shops.  Some  of  the  Powers 
had  held  aloof  on  this  matter ;  but  he 
was  glad  to  say  Lord  Eosebery  had 
pressed  it  very  closely  upon  the  North- 
ern Powers,  and  they  had  come  to  an 
agreement  that  at  Whitsuntide  this 
matter  should  he  the  subject  of  a  Con- 
ference. He  knew  there  would  be  some 
advantage  from  a  consolidation  of  the 
Boards  of  the  three  countries;  but  he 
very  much  doubted  whether  Scotland  or 
Ireland  would  be  willing  to  be  merged 
with  the  En^ish  Fishery  Board.  Both 
the  Scottish  Board  and  the  Irish  Board 
were  doing  their  work  exceedingly  well ; 
but  this  might  be  done  with  advantage. 
After  a  conference  of  the  scientific  au- 
thorities, and  indeed  all  the  authorities 
of  the  three  countries,  there  ought  to 
be  a  mutual  correspondence  on  all  mat- 
ters bearing  on  improvements  decided 
upon.  Already,  he  believed,  both  the 
Scottish  and  Irish  Fishery  Boards  were 
willing  to  aid  iu  this  matter.  He  hoped 
what  he  had  said  would  give  satisfaction 
to  the  House.  He  was  not  able  to  say 
that  all  this  machinery  should  be  per- 
fected at  once  ;  but  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  set  about  it  immediately.  It 
should  be  remembered,  however,  Uiat  it 
would  be  necessary  to  pass  a  measure 
through  Parliament  to  transfer  the 
powers  of  the  Home  Department  to  the 
Board  of  Trade.  He  was  sure  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  think  they  would  derive 
considerable  advantage  from'employing 
the  staff  of  tho  Home  Office  and  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  not  limiting  them 
to  fresh  water  fisheries.  He  hoped  that 
what  the  Qovernment  proposed  to  do 
would  show  that  the  Government  had  a 
thorough  sympathy  for  an  important  in- 
dustry carried  on  by  the  bravest  men. 
He  trusted  the  Department  would  be 
arranged  eo  that  there  would  be  no 
difficulty  in  anyone  addressing  it  re- 
ceiving prompt  attention  and  an  answer 
to  any  question,  and  that  this  might  be 
done  without  any  great  increase  of  ex- 
penditure. It  was,  he  believed,  more  a 
matter  of  organization  than  expenditure, 
and  the  putting  an  end  to  a  divided  re- 
sponsibility, which  had  worked  a  good 
deal  of  hardship  upon  the  fishermen. 

Main  Question,  '*  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Ohair,'*  put,  and 
agretd  to. 

Supply — coniidered  in  Committee. 
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Oommiitee  xeport  Egress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

POST  OFFICE,  SUBMARINE  TELE- 
OBAPH  CONTRACT  (ST.  VINCENT  TO 
THE  WEST  COAST  OF  AFRICA). 

BESOLTTTION.     [ADJOURNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resumiog  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [4th.  !March], 

"That  the  Contract,  dated  the  19th  day  of 
January  lti86,  for  the  Conetmction  of  a  Sub- 
marine  Telegraph  Line  from  the  Island  of  St. 
Vincent  to  the  WeBt  Coait  of  Africa  be  ap> 
proved." 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  reivmtd. 

Me.  HENNIKER  HEATON:  I  rise 
to  oppose  the  Motion,  and  to  move,  as 
an  Amendment,  that  the  whole  question 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
of  the  House.  This,  Sir,  is  a  contract 
between  Her  Majesty's  QbTemment  on 
the  one  hand  and  the  Eastern  Telegraph 
Company  on  the  other.  In  considera- 
tion of  the  latter  constructing  a  cable 
from  the  Island  of  St.  Vincent  to  the 
West  Coast  of  Africa,  the  British  Go- 
vernment agrees  to  pay  a  subsidy  of 
£19,000  a-year  for  2ii  years  to  the 
Eastern  Cable  Company  and  its  satellite, 
the  Brazilian  Company,  both  Ckimpanies 
being  controlled  by  the  same  persons. 
Now,  I  want  to  direct  the  House's  par- 
ticular attention  to  the  fact  that  this 
contract  is  dated  19th  January,  1886; 
and  it  is  solemnly  stated  therein  that  a 
cable  of  an  approved  character  shall  be 
constructed,  and  on  condition  of  its  con- 
struction this  large  subsidy  of  £380,000 
shall  be  paid.  Now,  I  am  prepared  to 
prove  that  on  the  day  when  the  contract 
was  signed,  a  rival  Company,  the  India- 
rubber  and  Gutta  Percha  Company, 
without  any  subsidy  or  promise  of  sub- 
sidy, had  completed  a  cable  over  this 
very  line.  Now,  the  object  of  a  subsidy 
is  to  mal:e  up  or  make  it  possible  for  a 
Company  to  construct  a  cable.  Where, 
then,  was  the  necessity  of  this  subsidy? 
It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  the  Trea- 
sury Minute  on  this  subject  is  entirely 
misleading.  A  reference  to  Tkt  Timet 
newspaper  of  13th  October  last  will 
prove  that  the  rival  Company  to  that 
which  obtained  this  contract  had  de- 
spatched a  steamer  with  the  cable  on 
board  to  construct  this  line  from  the 
Island  of  St.  Vincent  to  the  West  Coast 


of  Africa,  and  on  to  the  Oajie  of  Good 
Hope,  and  &om  thence  to  Australia.  A 
further  reference  to  The  Timet  of  2l8t 
November  following  proves  that,  on 
that  day,  the  cable  had  been  completed 
all  but  a  small  section  along  the  coast. 
Yet,  on  the  1 8th  January  of  this  year, 
the  contract  to  construct  a  cable  was 
signed  by  the  British  Government  with 
a  rival  Company,  which,  for  so  doing, 
was  to  be  paid  this  large  subsidy.  Now, 
we  are  informed  that  the  Eastern  Tele  • 
graph  Company  purchased  the  cable 
already  laid,  and  takes  the  Government 
bonus.  And  who  is  the  moving  spirit 
in  this  transaction  f  A  gentleman  whose 
name  does  not  appear  in  the  contract, 
and  yet  a  gentleman,  I  venture  to  say, 
who  is  greatly  distrusted  and  looked 
upon  with  grave  suspicion  when  matters 
of  this  kind  have  to  be  settled.  The 
gentleman  I  allude  to  is  Mr.  John 
Fender.  As  an  Australian,  I  must  say 
we  have  had  rather  too  much  of  this 
gentleman's  monopolies  in  the  Southern 
Hemisphere;  and,  in  askingfor  a  Select 
Committee  to  examine  into  all  matters 
connected  with  this  contract,  I  think  I 
am  making  a  very  reasonable  request 
of  the  Government.  The  contract  which 
the  House  is  now  asked  to  sanction 
binds  the  British  Government  to  pay 
£380,000  to  John  Pender  and  Company 
for  the  construction  of  a  telegraph  cable 
from  St.  Vincent  to  the  West  Coast  of 
Africa.  John  Pender  and  Com|Miny 
have  already  a  line  of  cable  on  the  jSast 
Coast  of  Africa,  for  which  the  Qovera- 
ment  pay  a  subsidy  of  £26,000  a-year. 
By  now  obtaining  the  contract  for  the 
West  Coast  of  Africa,  John  Pender  and 
Company  wilt  obtain  a  practical  mono- 
poly ;  and  I  am  sure  that  the  House  will 
not  submit  to  a  contract  of  this  nature 
being  entered  into  without  the  most 
searching  inquiry.  I  believe  that  the 
time  has  come  for  the  Government  of 
this  country  to  own  these  cables  that 
connect  England  with  our  great  Colo- 
nies; and  the  effect  of  this  contract  is  to 
throw  the  monopoly  of  the  cable  to 
Australia  into  the  hands  of  John  Pender 
and  Company.  While  these  large  sub- 
sidies are  being  paid  to  one  Company, 
there  is  no  hope  of  inducing  the  Govern- 
ment to  construct  cables  themselves.  I 
have  already  given  Notice  of  Motion,  to 
the  effect  that  the  Government  shall 
construct  an  alternative  line  of  cable 
round  the  West  Coast  of  Africa  to  the 
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Oipe  of  Good  Hope ;  but  if  this  contraot 
be  spinoTed  my  propoaal  cimnot  be 
adopted.  As  annouoced  in  The  Timee 

of  the  13th  of  October,  the  Gutta  Feroha 
Company  agreed  to  ooastract  the  cable 
from  St.  Vincent  to  the  Weat  Coast  of 
A&ica,  aad  theooe  to  the  coast  of  Aus- 
tralia without  subsidy.   Without  warn- 
ing John  Fender  and  Company  came  in, 
aad,  after  the  cable  had  been  laid  down, 
purchased  the  rights  of  the  Company, 
and  now  eadeavours  to  obtain  a  large 
sum  of  money  from  the  Government  as 
a  Bobaidy  for  the  construction  of  the 
cable,  although,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was 
alfeadylaiddovnandalmoBtin  operation. 
I  can  piTOTe  that  the  Treasury  Minute  on 
this  matter  is  erroneous,  and  I  have 
othra  infonaation  in  my  possession  vhtoh 
is  more  suitable  for  a  Select  CtHumittee. 
lam  desirous  of  avoiding  saying  any- 
thing offensive,  and  I  abafi  not  state  the 
eoarce  of  my  information  except  to  the 
Select  Committee ;   but  I  can  readily 
prore  that  this  contraot  ia  of  a  character 
vhicb,  to  use  a  very  mild  term,  deservee 
inquiry.   If  the  Government  grant  an 
inquiry,  as  I  maintain  they  are  bound 
to  do,  they  will  be  enabled  to  examine 
Tanous  Fapers,  to  call  witnesses,  and 
obtain  other  evidence,  which  will  enable 
them  to  understand  the  transaction 
vhifih  has  taken  place,  and  that  evidence 
will  show  that  the  transaction  is  not  an 
honest  one.     I  do  not  say  one  word 
against  the  Members  of  the  kte  Govemr 
ment ;  but  this  oontract  was  entered  into 
jaat  before  they  left  Office,  during  a  time 
of  flection  exoit«nent,  when  they  were 
influeoced  by  information  put  before 
them  of  an  erroneous  obaraoter.  Incon- 
seqaence  of  the  monopoly  granted  to 
John  Fender  and  Company,  a  rival  Com- 
pany find  that  the  concession  granted  to 
tbem  is  of  no  avail,  and  that  they  are 
entirely  in  th«r  power.   I  maintain  and 
ihall  prove  that  this  oontract  is  unneces- 
sary; and,  at  a  time  when  we  are  all 
nffering  from  depression  at  home,  it  is 
not  a  fitting  time  to  throw  away  £20,000 
a-year  on  the  "West  Coast  of  Africa, 
And  I  maintain  that  the  time  has  come 
for  these  eubsidies  to  cease.   As  I  said 
before,  the  time  has  come  for  the  British 
Government  to  oonatract  and  own  cables 
to  all  parts  of  Her  Chacious  Majesty's 
Bominions.    I  find  that,  if  this  subsidy 
ie  granted,  it  will  make  a  total  of 
*W,000  a-year  given  by  the  British 
Qovenusent  to  Peadw  and  Company  for 


theconstmotionof  Airieanoaldes.  Seven 
years  ago  a  oontract  was  made  with 
Mr.  Fender  to  construct  a  cable  down 
the  East  Coast  of  Africa,  and  for  that  he 
receives,  and  will  receive  for  the  next 
20  years,  the  enormous  sum  of  £35,000 
a-year  from  the  British  Government. 
He  has  already  received  £250,000  ster- 
ling for  that  work,  and  now  we  propose 
to  give  him  another  £260,000  for  the 
West  Coast  of  Africa.  I  ask,  Sir,  for  a 
Select  Committee  of  Inquiry,  and  X 
pledge  myself  to  produce  documents  to 
prove  that  the  cable  was  laid,  or  a  great 
portion  of  it ;  that  the  remaining  portion 
was  on  board  ship  and  b«ng  completed  ; 
that  the  subsidy  was  neither  asked  nor 
demanded,  and  it  is  not  necessary  to 
pay  it.  The  late  Government  is  not  to 
blame,  because,  after  the  excitement  of 
the  General  Election,  the  Ministry  had 
much  to  do  to  prepare  to  meet  Farlia- 
ment.  If  the  present  Government  will 
not  grant  the  Committee,  I  shall  con- 
sider that  they  do  not  widi  to  have  the 
true  and  full  facts  made  public.  I  beg 
to  move  that  the  matter  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  of  the  House. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  *'  approvra,"  in  order  to  insert 
the  words  **  referred  to  a  EMetA  Com- 
mittee,"— {Mr.  HmmJMr  Seaion,) — in- 
stead thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  approved '  stand  part  of  the  Qnea* 
tion," 

Sin  HENBY  HOLLAND  said,  that 
of  course  he  did  not  know  what  line  the 
Finandal  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
would  take  with  regard  to  this  subject ; 
but  if  he  might  tender  his  advice,  it 
would  be  not  to  allow  this  contract  to 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee.  He 
was  somewhat  surprised  at  the  insinua- 
tions which  had  been  thrown  out  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Canterbury  (Mr. 
Henniker  Heaton),  who  had  stated  that 
these  transactions,  which  had  been  en- 
tered into  by  the  late  Liberal  Govern- 
ment and  by  the  late  and  present  Ch)- 
vernments,  were  not  honest.  The  hon. 
Member  further  said  that  the  decision 
of  the  late  Government  was  arrived  at 
during  a  period  of  Election  excitement. 
On  the  contrary,  he  could  tell  him  that 
one  of  the  first  matters  which  came  be- 
fore him  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  as  Finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  Treasury  in  July, 
long  ^dor  to  the  period  of  Sleptioo  es« 
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eitoment,  -^u  tiie  qaestion  of  this  tele* 
graph.  He  found  that  it  had  been 
deoided  by  the  preceding  liberal  Go- 
vernment that  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  lay  down  this  telegpraph  line  to 
the  West  Coast  of  A/rioa,  and  tenders 
had  bem  actually  called  for  and  sent  in. 
That  was  an  opinion  w^hich  had  been 
arrirdd  at  by  the  then  Secretary  of  Btate 
for  War,  the  Admiralty,  and  the  Oolonial 
Office;  and  he  ventured  to  think  that  it 
was  hardly  possible  for  the  Treasary, 
under  such  circumstances,  to  refuse  to 
oonsider  the  queBtion  of  this  contract, 
even  if  the  opinion  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment had  differed  from  that  of  tiioir 
FredeoessiHrs.  The  hon.  Uember  had 
aTorred  that  when  this  question  came 
before  the  late  Ooremment  a  Company 
had  started  to  lay  down  a  cable.  It  was 
true  that  the  India-rubber  Company  had 
^reed  with  the  Portuguese  GoTemmeot 
to  lay  down  a  line  from  St.  Yincent ;  but 
the  line  was  a  ^Nirii^foreign  one,  with 
which  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  might 
not  have  been  able  to  make  satisfactory 
terms,  and  over  which  they  had  no  con- 
trol. The  bon.  Member  said  that  this 
Eastern  Company  had  now  established 
a  monopoly,  and  could  charge  what  rate 
they  pleased;  but  if  he  looked  at  the 
eontraet  he  would  see  that  the  rates 
were  laid  down  and  fixed  by  it,  and 
many  other  useful  and  necessary  condi* 
tions  were  imposed  upon  them.  The 
hon.  ICember  said  tiiat  the  India-rubber 
Company  were  ready  to  work  without  a 
subsidy.  So  far  mnn  this  being  the 
esse,  they  tendered  for  a  higher  subsidy 
than  the  Eastern  Company.  Both  Com- 
panies tendered,  and  they  both  required 
a  subsidy.  He  denied  that  any  line,  or 
part  of^  a  line,  had  been  laid  in  July 
and  August  last,  when  the  terms  of  (^is 
agreement  were  under  discussion.  The 
arrangement  with  Mr.  Pender'e  Com- 
pany WEts,  he  believed,  practically  settled 
long  before  Uie  India-rubber  Company 
had  laid  any  line.  He  might  say,  with- 
out breach  of  confidence,  that  very  great 
oare  and  trouble  were  expended  in  con- 
sidering this  question.  The  late  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  the  late  Colonial 
Secretuy,  and  thd  late  Chancellor  of 
the  Eaohequer,  and  he  himi^  vent 
again  and  again  over  the  question  of 
the  amount  of  tiie  tenders  and  the 
amount  of  the  subsidy ;  and  the  result 
was  that  it  was  reduced  to  £19,000, 
which  was  lower  than  the  subsidy  re- 
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quired  by  the  Indta-rubber  Company. 
The  Treasury  had  no  option  but  to  take 
the  best  terms  they  could  obtain  irom 
the  Company  that  would  lay  down  the 
line  to  the  West  Coast  of  Africa.  The 
Gh>Temment  had  to  say  which  Company 
offered  the  best  terms,  and  after  all  the 
attention  and  examination  which  had 
been  given  to  the  matter  it  would  be 
idle  to  refer  it  now  to  a  S^eot  Commit- 
tee. He  therefore  hoped  that  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  would  adhore  to 
that  ooatraot. 

The  8ECBETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SUBY  (Ur.  HsNBT  H.  Fowim)  said, 
that  the  charge  of  the  bon.  ICember  for 
Canterbury  was  that  they  were  enter- 
ing into  a  contract  that  was  not  an 
honest  one.  The  question  had  been  be- 
fore three  different  Governments  for  a 
soooession  of  years,  and  it  had  been 
most  carefully  considered.  The  matter 
involved  two  points — namely,  a  question 
of  policy  and  a  question  of  internal  ad- 
ministration. On  the  first  question,  ho 
frankly  conceded  that  the  House  had 
both  the  right  and  the  duty  to  express 
its  own  opinion.  That  question  was 
whether  it  was  for  the  political  and  the 
commercial  intermts  of  this  country  that 
a  telegraph  cable  should  be  laid  to  the 
West  Coast  of  Africa.  If  the  House 
referred  to  the  Treasury  Minute  of 
February,  they  would  find  that  Uie 
Treasury  were  of  opinion  tiiat  tiiat 
scheme  would  be  of  s^vanti^  both  to 
tihe  West  African  Colonies  and  to  this 
oouDtry,  commercially  and  politically. 
The  question  was  raised,  in  the  first 
instance,  under  the  former  Administra- 
tion of  the  present  Prime  Minister ;  and 
it  was  considered  by  the  Cabinet  of  that 
day  that  it  was  for  the  interests  of  this 
country  that  thereshould  be  telegraphic 
communication  with  our  Settlements  in 
West  Africa.  Anybody  who  was  aware 
of  the  grave  public  inconvenience  that 
had  been  suffered  from  the  want  of  that 
means  of  communication  would  be  of 
opinion  that  that  Cabinet  deoid^ 
rightly.  That  decision  was  oonfitmed 
by  the  Cabinet  of  Lord  Salisbuty,  and 
again  by  the  present  Oovemment.  Of 
course  the  House  might,  if  it  ehose, 
overrule  the  judgment  of  tdnree  suooes- 
sive  Governments,  and  of  -^ose  who, 
being  responsible  for  the  Military, 
Naval,  Colonial,  and  commercial  in- 
terests of  this  country,  were  all  of  opi- 
nioa  that  it  was  awessaiy  to  hare  tiUt 
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telegraphio  commnmoation.  33ie  nctxt 
questioa  was  as  to  the  terras  of  the  con- 
tract for  securiDg  this  t^graph.  TIm 
Treasury,  inita  permanent  officers,  poft- 
BdEBed  a  staff  of  the  highest  capacity 
and  experieace,  which  was  totally  in* 
capable  of  a  dishonest  transaction .  Their 
fault,  if  it  was  a  fanlt,  was  their  desire 
to  safefeaard  the  pablio  interests,  and  to 
aToid,  if  they  tioiud,  all  undue  expendi- 
ture; and  it  was  nut  likely  that  the 
House  oould  enter  into  a  contract  on 
better  terms  than  the  permanent  offi- 
cials of  the  Treasury  could  do.  The 
Treasury  iavited  tenders,  and  they  re- 
ceived three— one  of  £23,000»  another 
of  £29,000,  and  another  as  high  as 
£102,000.  Theydeeided  to  accept  the 
one  tat  £23,000.  There  was  a  difficulty 
in  the  way,  arising  in  connection  with 
the  Island  of  tit.  Vincent  not  being 
British  territory ;  buf,  that  difficulty 
having  been  got  over,  the  Company 
was  in  a  position  to  complete  the  con- 
tract. Negotiations  were  opened,  and 
he  must  express  his  admiration  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  late  Chancellor  of 
the  Kxchequar  was  enabled  to  reduce 
the  subsidy  to  £19,000,  of  which  the 
GoloDies  themselTes  would  contribute 
£5,000.  The  English  Government  were 
only  to  pay  half-rates ;  they  were  to 
have  priority  for  their  mrasages,  and  to 
have  the  right  to  nominate  a  XHrector  to 
protect  theb*  interests;  while  in  time  of 
war  they  were  to  take  possession  of  the 
tdiegraph.  The  House  .was  asked  to 
withhold  its  conGdence  from  the  Txear 
aury,  and  to  refer  the  contract  to  a  Select 
Committee.  That  was  not  the  mode  in 
which  the  Public  Business  either  had 
been  or  ought  to  be  conducted.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Canterbury,  before  he 
concluded,  had  rather  unveiled  what 
vas  behind.  The  hon.  Member  said  he 
was  very  anxious  that*  there  should  be 
anotiier  cable  laid  to  Australia,  and  that 
the  GoTomment  diould  own  all  those 
submarine  cables.  They  knew  what 
that  meant.  They  knew  that  the  Go- 
Torament  paid  between  £10,000,000  and 
11,0000  sterliog  for  the  pujvkase  of  the 
telegraphs,  whidi,  he  supposed,  were 
not  worth  above  half  that  sum.  And 
now  probably  some  people  would  like 
the  Gorerument  to  buy  up  the  sub- 
joarine  telegraphs  also.  He,  however, 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  do 
nothing-  o£  *he  kind.  The  policy  now 
beiog  poraued  of  paying  the  Oompaay 


for  the  work  they  did  was  the  wisest 
and  the  best  that  the  Government  oould 
adopt.  He  objected  to  the  appointment 
of  a  Select  Committee,  which,  in  fact, 
was  a  declaration  on  the  pari  of  the 
House  that  the  Treasury  was  not  com- 
petent to  do  its  work.  He  submitted 
the  whole  matter  to  the  House  as  a 
question  of  public  policy,  which  had 
been  decided  unanimously  by  tiiree 
Buooeseive  Governments,  without  any 
element  of  Forty  conflict  entering  into 
the  consideralion  of  the  subject. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEBE  said,  he  most 
congratulate  his  hon.  Friend  on  having 
adopted  the  true  and  proper  method 
pursued  by  Secretaiiea  to  we  TreauiTy 
in  answering  inconvenient  proposals. 
No  one  supposed  that  the  Treasury  offi- 
cials were  anything  but  honourable  men ; 
but  when  a  contract  was  made  and  sub* 
mitted  to  the  House,  surdy  the  House 
had  a  right  to  consider  whether  it  was 
wise,  expedient,  or  desirable.  The  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  bad  himself  ex- 
plained how  sharply  the  House  ought 
to  look  after  the  Treasury  and  other  Go- 
vernment officials,  Beference  had  been 
made  to  the  large  sum  of  money  which 
had  been  paid  for  taking  over  the  tele- 
graph ^stem  of  this  country.  Why  was 
this?  Suohalargeamountof  expenditure 
was  due  to  the  fact  that  the  House  left 
this  matter  to  be  settled  by  the  QVeasuzy 
and  other  offidals ;  and  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  hon.  Gentieman  proved  that  the 
House  could  not  frost  Government  offi- 
cials in  matters  of  this  kind,  but  that 
they  ought  to  carefully  overhaul  every 
contract  brought  before  them.  The 
hon.  Member  who  brought  this  subject 
forward  did  not  complain  that  the  con- 
tract was  dishonest  on  the  part  of  the 
Treasury,  but  that  the  contract  was  dis- 
honest on  the  part  of  those  wiUi  whom 
the  Treasury  dealt.  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  said  there  were  two  points 
to  look  at— one  a  question  of  poli^, 
whether  it  was  to  the  political  and  com- 
mercial interest  of  this  country  to  have 
telegraphic  communication  with  our 
African  Colonies.  He  admitted  thi^  it 
was  desirable  to  get  ^s  eommunioation 
as  cheaply  as  possible.  What  were  the 
allegations  made  by  the  hon.  Member? 
It  was  proved  that  three  years  ago  the 
Treasury  and  the  postal  au^rilies 
thought  that  it  was  desirable  that  a 
cable  should  be  laid  between  the  Island 
of  St.  Yincoit  and  the  West  Coast  of 
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Africa.  Tenders  were  Biibmitted  to  the 
Treaeury  by  Tarious  Oompanies.  The 
lowest  tender  was  that  of  the  Eastern 
Telegraph  Company  ;  and  the  contract 
was  signed  on  the  19th  of  January  to 
construct  and  lay  a  cable  from  the  Island 
of  St.  Vi  ncent  to  the  West  Coast  of  Africa 
for  the  sum  of  £19,000 per  annum  during 
20  years.  Was  this  cable  then  con- 
structed and  already  laid  by  another 
Oompany?  The  hon.  Gentleman  said 
no.  Would  the  hon.  Gentleman  accept 
the  news  in  the  oolumnB  of  The  Timn  as 
a  fair  statement  of  the  facts?  In  The 
Time*  ot  the  13th  of  October  there  vas 
an  account  of  a  ship  being  sent  out  with 
a  cable  by  the  India-rubber  Cable  Com- 
any  to  lay  this  cable.  There  was  a 
inner  and  the  usual  festivities  after- 
wards. In  T^e  Times  of  the  21st  of 
November  there  was  a  statement  that 
the  cable  had  been  laid.  Consequently, 
the  allegation  was  this — and  it  was  a 
clear  one — that  the  India-rubber  Com- 
pany did  lay  a  cable  from  the  Island  of 
St.  Vincent  to  the  West  Coaatof  Africa; 
and  the  reason  was  that  they  were 
obliged  to  lay  it  because  they  had  land 
lines  and  small  coast  lines  connecting 
Bathuret  with  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope. 
They  were  really  obliged  to  lay  the  cable 
in  order  to  fructify  their  land  lines. 
When  the  contract  was  signed,  there- 
fore, with  the  Eastern  Telegraph  Com- 
pany to  construct  and  lay  a  cable  for 
£19,000  a-year,  he  assorted  that,  unless 
those  two  statements  in  The  Timet  should 
be  contradicted,  a  cable  had  been  con- 
structed and  laid  by  the  India-rubber 
Company.  The  India-rubber  Company 
had  the  exclueire  concession  of  laying 
cables  to  the  Island  of  St.  Vincent. 
The  Eastern  Company,  when  they 
put  in  a  contract  below  that  of  the 
India-rubber  Company,  knew  very  well 
that  they  could  not  carry  out  the  con- 
tract ;  but  when  the  India-rubber  Com- 
pany found  that  they  could  not  obtain  a 
contract  the  Eastern  Company  came 
and  said — "  Sell  us  your  cable ;  then  we 
win  get  a  contract  to  construct  and  lay  a 
cable  from  those  two  points,  and  we  will 
obtain  £19,000  per  annum."  The  point 
which  he  wished  to  urge  on  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  was  that  a  cable  had 
been  laid  without  any  contract  with  the 
Government,  and  without  any  subsidy 
from  the  Treasury.  This  statement  was 
in  The  Times,  and  he  could  not  see  the 
object  which  the  GoTemment  had  in 
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entering  into  a  contract  with  the  East- 
em  Company  when  the  woik  had  been 
done  by  another  Company  without  a 
contract  two  months  before.  It  looked 
like  reckless  benevolence  on  the  part 
of  the  Government.  Because  the  cable 
had  been  sold  by  one  Company  to 
another,  they  had  said — *'  Let  us  give 
you  £19,000  for  20  years."  That  was, 
altogether,  £380,000.  The  whole  sys- 
tem of  subsidy  was  radically  bad.  It 
was  of  far  more  importance  to  Australia 
than  to  us  that  there  should  be  tele- 
graphic commuuication  between  that 
country  and  England.  This  route  was 
a  connecting  link  in  the  telegraphic 
communication  between  the  two  coun- 
tries. We  ought  to  consider  what  our 
Colonists  desired,  and  ought  not,  by 
such  subsidies,  to  prevent  them  from 
laying  cables  of  their  own.  Two  prin- 
ciples should  guide  the  Government  in 
making  such  oontracfs— the  desires  of 
the  Colonists,  and  the  desirability  of 
buying  in  the  cheapest  market.  We 
already  paid  to  the  Eastern  Company 
£35,000  for  telegraphic  communication 
on  the  Eastern  Coast  of  Africa ;  and  now 
we  were  called  upon  to  pay  another 
large  sum  because  this  Oompany  had 
Buddfflily  bought  a  cable  laid  by  and  be- 
longing to  another  Company.  In  these 
circumstances,  he  thought  the  hon. 
Member  was  justified  in  denouncing  this 
contract. 

Mr.  BADEN-POWELL  said,  that 
the  last  speaker  had  said  that  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  did  not 
know  everything ;  but  his  own  speech 
had  shown,  in  the  most  extraordinary 
manner,  that  he  did  not  know  every- 
thing. He  had  said  that  the  Australian 
Governments  had  objected  to  this  con- 
tract, and  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Canterbury  (Mr.  Henniker  Heaton)  was 
speaking  on  behalf  of  these  Govern- 
ments. He  had  yet  to  learn  that  the 
Australian  Colonies  had  expressed  any 
opinion  whatever  as  to  this  cable, 
wliich  only  went  to  the  West  Coast  of 
Africa,   

Mr.  LABOTTOHEBE  said,  this  was  a 
link  in  one  of  the  telegraphic  routes 
with  Australia.   

Mr.  BADEN-POWELL  said,  this 
cable  did  not  connect  Australia  with  this 
country,  and  it  was  not  likdy  tiiat  it 
ever  would, 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  said,  it 
was  one  of  the  projected  lines. 
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Mr.  BADEN-POWELL  said,  that  he 
had  been  in  conTersatioa  with  the  official 
represeutattves  of  the  Australian  Colo- 
nies, and  none  of  them  mentioned  that 
they  bad  this  route  ia  view.  Something 
had  been  said  about  the  contract  having 
been  accepted  after  part  of  the  cable  had 
been  laid;  but  the  fact  was  that  the 
matter  was  Tirtuallj  settled  two  mouths 
before  the  India-rubber  Oompany  began 
to  lay  any  cable.  He  would  like  some 
ezpLuiation  of  the  statement  that  the 
two  hon.  Members  who  opposed  the  con- 
tract had  met  outside  and  arranged  what 
to  say  inside  the  House. 

Mb.  LABOXTOHEBB  said,  he  was  in 
the  Smoking  Boom,  and  simply  asked 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oanterbnry  to  ex- 
plain his  case,  and  he  did  so,  telling 
him  what  he  meant  to  say. 

Mb.  BADEN-POWELL  said,  he  be- 
lieved  that  there  was  something  at  the 
back  of  what  had  been  said,  and  that  it 
waa  a  purely  personal  matter,  for  he 
knew  that  one  hon.  Member,  at  any 
rate,  had  had  business  dealings  with  the 
Syndicate  which  had  acquired  the  con- 
tract. 

Mb.  LABOUOHEEE  said,  he  could 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  he  had  not 
the  slightest  idea  who  was  in  the  Syndi- 
cate, and,  in  fact,  knew  notbinff  of  the 
matter  nntil  he  came  into  the  House. 

Hb.  BADEN-FOWELL  said,  although 
he  was  not  aware  of  any  intention  to 
run  the  cable  to  Australia,  yet  he  be- 
lieved it  was  intended  to  carry  it  to 
South  AMca ;  and,  if  so,  it  would  give 
thfit  Colony  the  great  advantage  of  an 
alternative  route.  When  in  Bechuana- 
land  lost  year  with  Sir  Charles  Warren, 
they  experienced  great  inconvenience 
from  the  want  of  telegraphic  communi- 
cation with  England.  During  the  criti- 
cal state  of  affairs  in  Egypt,  and  the 
threatened  war  with  Russia,  their  tele- 
graphic communication  was  stopped  for 
one  month.  He  hoped,  however,  that 
the  Government  would  take  precautions 
against  the  evils  that  might  arise  in  the 
way  of  excessive  rates  if  both  those 
routes  were  in  the  future  to  fall  into  the 
bands  of  the  same  Company;  and  if 
that  was  done  he  believed  the  contract 
ought  to  be  passed,  as  he  believed  it  was 
wise,  expedient,  and  valuable. 

The  PEESIDENT  of  thb  BOAED 
OP  TRADE  (Mr.  Mitmdblla)  said,  the 
negotiations  fot  this  contract  had  been 
commenced  by  ^e  last  Liberal  Qovern- 


ment  and  concluded  by  the  late  Qovem- 
meat  on  the  most  economical  terms.  It 
was  a  reasonable  and  a  good  contract ; 
and  he  considered  that  a  very  good  bar- 
gain had  been  effected  by  the  country. 
He  could  not  understand  how  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  could, afterashortconfabu- 
lation  in  the  Smoking  Boom,  come  down 
and  oppose  a  step  which  had  been  taken 
after  careful  investigation  and  long  con- 
sideration. The  con^ot  was  put  up  for 
tender,  and  one  tender  was  for  £2t,000 
a-year,  another  for  £29,000  a-year,  and 
a  third  for  over  £100,000  a-year.  The 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  whose 
ability  in  this  transaction  everybody  re- 
cognized, reduced  the  first  tender  to 
£19,000,  and  at  that  sum  the  contract 
was  concluded,  special  care  being  taken 
in  regard  to  the  terms  and  conditions, 
and  It  being  arranged  that  £5,000  a-year 
should  be  paid  by  the  Colony  towards 
the  £19,000.  Under  such  circumstances, 
he  hoped  the  House  would  not  allow 
itself  to  be  led  away  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton,  whose  criticisms,  he 
thought,  had  a  little  animus  in  them,  but 
would  determine  to  ratify  the  contract. 

SiaMICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
that  the  responsibility  of  this  arrange- 
ment rested  entirely  upon  the  late  Go- 
vernment, and  mainly  upon  himself.  He 
had  never  taken  more  trouble  with  any- 
thing in  his  life;  and  he  believed  that  in 
the  contract,  as  cut  down  to  £19,000, 
the  country  had  an  exceedingly  good 
bargain.  This  cable  might  save  many 
hundred  thousand  pounds  by  securiog 
telegraphic  communication  between  this 
country  and  the  Governors  of  our  Colo- 
nies in  Africa,  thus  tending  to  guard  us 
from  Native  wars.  For  commercial  pur- 
poses, too,  it  would  be  of  great  value ; 
and  he  did  not  believe  that  we  could 
lay  out  £14,000  a-year — for  that  was 
the  real  amount— better  than  in  the  pre- 
sent contract. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  asked  whether  it  was 
not  a  fact  that  the  India-rubher  Com- 
pany, a  solvent  Company,  were  prepared 
to  lay  the  cable  at  their  own  expense, 
and  that  some  person  stepped  in,  pur- 
chased the  contract,  and  then  came  to 
the  House  for  a  large  subsidy?  He 
thought  that  the  Government  was  bound 
to  give  a  clearer  statement  than  they 
had  done  with  regard  to  this  contract. 
Unless  a  more  satisfactory  explanation 
was  furnished  he  should  oppose  the  Vote. 
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Mr.  MUNDELLA.  begged  to  state,  by 
permission  of  the  House,  what  bad  beeo 
already  stated  half  a  dozea  times,  that 
the  India-rubber  Oompany  asked  for 
£29,000  a-year ;  that  they  only  laid  a 
small  section  of  the  oaUe,  and  wh«i  they 
got  the  contract  for  the  whole  distance 
they  handed  it  over  to  another  Oompany, 
who  undertook  to  do  it  for  £19,000. 

Mb.  ILLINQ  worth  wished  to  know 
why  only  £5,000  out  of  £19,000  was  to 
be  charged  to  the  Colonies  ?  He  thought 
that  sum  might  have  been  divided 
equally  between  the  Colonies  and  the 
Mother  Country.  If,  instead  of  dealing 
with  our  kith  and  kin  in  South  Africa, 
we  had  been  dealing  with  India,  in  all 
probability ~a  lai^e  share  of  the  burden 
would  have  been  put  on  the  Indian  Ex- 
chequer. Those  who  were  primarily  in- 
terested in  this  matter  were  the  large 
owners  of  land  in  South  Africa.  They 
would  have  the  main  benefits.  It  was 
for  the  interest  of  that  large  landed 
aristocracy  that  many  of  our  warn  were 
carried  on ;  but  in  these  arrangements 
the  heaviest  share  of  the  burdm  was  in- 
evitably thrown  on  the  Mother  Country. 

SiE  FEEDEEICK  STANLEY  said, 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  quite  mis- 
taken, and  cnuld  not  have  looked  at  the 
Motion  that  was  before  the  House.  This 
contract  related  not  to  South  Africa,  but 
to  the  West  African  Settlements.  The 
fervid  imagination  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  run  riot  with  regard  to  large 
landholders.  He  did  not  know  that  the 
proprietors  in  the  West  African  Colonies 
possessed  even  the  traditional  "three 
acres  and  a  cow." 

Mb.  ILLINGWOETH:  Ultimately 
the  cable  is  to  go  to  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope. 

Sib  FEEDBBIOK  STANIiET :  Tes ; 
but  the  objection  was  made  to  the  Tote 
now  proposed,  not  to  that  wbidi  midit  be 
asked  ummately.    The  hon.  GenUeman 

thought  £5,000  was  very  little  for  the 
Colonies  to  pay ;  hut  the  fact  was  that 
the  matter  had  been  very  carefully 
looked  into,  and  the  proportion  of 
£5,000  was  allotted  on  a  fair  basis. 
He  believed  this  contract  would  be  the 
means  of  securing  the  prosperity  of  a 
large  portion  of  Africa,  and  aaving  a 
large  outlay. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  BEumiEB, 

Tbb  SECBKXABr  to  thb  TBEA- 
SUEX  (Mr.  Hhay  H,  Fowxab)  said, 


that  the  India-rubber  Company  asked 
between  £20,000  and  £30,000.  The 
Company  proceeded  to  lay  a  small  por- 
tion of  the  cable — about  one-sixth  of  the 
whole— and  ultimately  when  they  got 
the  compete  contract  they  sold  the  cable 
they  had  laid,  with  their  rights,  to  a 
Company  with,  whom  his  right  hon. 
Friend  opposite  arranged  better  terms. 

Question  pst. 

The  House  iMded :  —  Ayes  199  ; 
Noes  34 :  Majority  166.  —  (Dir.  Iiist, 

No.  19.) 

Main  Question  put. 

Seiolved,  That  the  Contract,  dated  the  19th 
day  of  January  1886,  for  the  Constructioa  of  a 
SuomaiiiM  Tdegim^  Line  from  the  Itlaod  of 
St.  Vinoeat  to  the  west  Coast  of  Afrios  be  ap- 
proved. 

FBE8H  WATER  FISHERIES  (EELB) 
BILL.— [£«>«&].— [BiLT,  118.] 
(tfr.  Bnadhurtl.) 
SECOND  BEADIIfG. 

Order  for  Second  Eeadiug  read. 
The  under  SECRET  ART  ofST  ATE 
voiL  THB  HOME  BEPAETMENT  (Mr. 
Bboadhubbt),  in  moving  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  that  it 
wa«  rendered  necessary  by  a  decision  of 
the  High  Court  that  eels  were  intruded 
in  the  11th  section  of  the  Act  of  1880 
relating  to  fresh  water  fisheries.  That 
decision  was  against  the  desire  of  all 
those  who  were  interested  in  the  sub- 
ject, and  of  the  Fishmongers'  Company. 
The  Bill  would  prevent  a  loss  of  £20,000 
spent  on  food  imported  from  Holland. 
Next  to  Holland  the  largest  importatios 
was  from  Ireland.  The  oloae  time  would 
begin  on  March  16  and  end  on  June  15, 
and  it  was  important  that  the  Bill  should 
become  law  before  the  l$th  instant.  He 
hoped,  therefoxe,  lihat  the  Bill  wonld  be 
read  a  second  time. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  said,  it  was  unusual 
to  proceed  with  the  second  reading  of  a 
Bill  that  had  not  been  printed,  and  he 
hoped  that  this  would  not  be  made  a 
precedent ;  but,  under  the  circumstances 
stated  by  the  Under  Seeretaiy  for  the 
Home  Department,  he  would  not  oppoM 
the  aerand  reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
thne."— ( jfr.  Sroadhurtt.) 

Motion  tOf 
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Bill  read  a  eeoond  time,  and  earn- 
miiUd  for  Mondatf  next. 

HETBOFOLITAN   BOAKS   OF  WORKS 
(WATER  SUPPIY,  &c.)BILL.-[Bill84.] 
{Sir  Jmmet  M'  Ottrel-fftffy,  Mr.  Bryee,  Str  Qecrge 
JBlustell,  Colontl  Hagke».) 

SECOND  BEADINO.     [ADJOUBITID  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjouined 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Qaeetion  [34th  February],  "That  the 
BiU  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave 
out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this 
daj  six  months." — (J/r.  Coope.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
word  'now'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

Thb  under  8E0RETABY  op 
STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Ur.  Bboadhubst)  said,  he  took 
occasion  to  state  that  the  objection  of 
the  Government  to  the  measure  had  been 
mainly  founded  on  the  fact  that  it  en- 
abled the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
not  only  to  oppose  Bills  which  they  might 
think  to  be  against  the  interest  of  the 
ratepayers,  but  also  to  promote  Bills  re- 
lating to  the  water  supply  of  the  Metro- 
polia,  and  to  other  Metropolitan  pur- 
poses. Since  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate,  however,  the  hon.  Baronet  who 
was  in  ohar^  of  the  Bill  had  agreed  that 
he  would,  in  Committee,  omit  such  por- 
tions of  it  as  empowered  the  Board  to 
take  the  initiative  in  legislation.  The 
BiU  would  then  only  enable  the  Board 
to  oppose  measures  whioh  ihey  might 
deem  to  be  adverse  to  the  interests  of 
the  Metropolis.  In  these  circumstances, 
Her  Majesty's  Quvemment  would  not 
furtber  oppose  the  second  reading. 

8iR  HENRY  HOLLAND  said,  he  de- 
sired to  offer  a  few  observations  to  the 
House  before  they  assented  to  the 
second  reading  of  a  BiU  against  whioh, 
as  a  ratepayer,  he  strongly  protested. 
As  regarded  the  Water  Oompanies,  their 
opposition  to  the  Bill  was,  of  oonrse,  oon- 
sioerably  diminished  by  the  proposed 
situations  whioh  were  to  be  made  in 
Oommittee;  but  he  should  like  to  be  sure 
that  he  understood  correctly  the  exact 
alterations.  He  understood  that  the 
vords  "  make  application  to  Parliament 
and  mar/'  in  Olanse  2,  were  to  be  omit- 
ted, and  also  the  further  words  "or  tiie 


acquisition  of  the  undertakings  of  any 
sn^  Companies  "  were  to  be  struck  out. 
In  other  words,  that  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  undertook  not  to  initiate 
any  Bill  for  proTiding  a  new  supply  of 
water  to  the  Metropolis,  or  for  purchaa- 
ingtheexistingWaterCompanies.  Well, 
the  Water  Companies  would  in  the 
future,  if  the  Bill  so  altered  were  to  he- 
come  law,  find  the  Metropolitan  Board 
supporting  instead  of  opposing  them. 
Therefore,  so  far  as  the  Watear  Compa- 
nies were  concerned,  they  might  almost 
desire  that  the  Bill,  as  amended,  should 
be  passed.  But  he  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
still  objected  to  this  Bill  as  a  ratepayer. 
The  Bill  still  gave  wide  and  va^ue 
powers  to  the  Board  to  oppose  applica- 
tions "  with  respect  to  Companies  autho- 
rized to  provide  a  supi^y  of  water  and 
the  undertakings  of  suoh  Companies," 
and  to  institute  "  inquiries  and  negotia- 
tions," and  to  saddle  the  expenee,  neoes- 
sarily  very  heavy,  of  suoh  opposition  and 
inquiries  upon  the  Metropolitan  rate- 
payers without  their  having  been  pre- 
viously consulted.  Why  should  the 
Metropolitan  ratepayers  be  placed  on  a 
different  footing  to  the  municipal  rate- 
payers in  other  plaoes  ?  Opposition  and 
inquiries,  if  this  BiU  passed,  might  he 
made  very  unneoessarily  and  unwisely, 
at  the  instonoe  of  a  small  majority  of 
the  Board,  and  the  ratmayers  would  be 
saddled  with  the  costs.  He  protested,  as 
a  ratepayer,  against  this  Bill ;  and  no- 
thing, he  freely  admitted,  had  astonished 
him  more  than  the  apathy  of  the  London 
ratepayers  upon  this  question. 

Sia  JOSEPH  PEASE  observed,  that 
if  the  BiU  was  to  be  emasoulated  in  the 
way  proposed,  it  would  mer^j[  leave 
the  Metrojtolitan  Board  in  a  position  to 
oppose  legislation  relating  to  the  water 
supply  emanating  from  anybody  but 
themselves.  He  was  one  of  those  who 
was  not  satisfied  with  the  present  water 
supply  ;  and  he  thought  that,  consider- 
ing all  things,  the  House  would  exercise 
a  better  display  of  wisdom  in  deciding 
that  this  Bill  should  be  placed  in  the 
background.  It  was  far  better  that  ther 
water  supply  question  should  be  dealt 
with  as  a  whole  the  Qovemment,  than 
in  the  piecemeal  fashion  in  which,  this 
measure  proposed  to  grapple  witii  a 
great  question, 

Mb.  BOOBD  said,  he  had  no  know- 
ledge of  the  arrangement  vhEeh  had  been 
come  to  betirefln  the  Oovwnment  and 
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his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir  James 
M'Qarel-Hogg)  who  had  charge  of  this 
measure  until  he  heard  the  statement 
just  made ;  but  the  cousideration  which 
he  bad  given  to  what  had  been  stated 
appeared  to  him  to  make  the  measure 
scarcely  less  desirable  than  it  was  be- 
fore. The  Bill  had  been  described  very 
frankly  as  a  measure  to  enable  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board  to  do  legally  what  they 
had  hitherto  done  illegally ;  and  the 
Amendment  it  was  intended  to  adopt  in 
Committee  still  left  the  objectionable 
power  in  the  hands  of  the  Board, 
who  were  to  decide  on  their  own  motion 
what  was  desirable  and  what  was  unde- 
sirable. As  had  been  said,  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  was  not  a  di- 
rectly elected  Body;  and  they  were, 
therefore,  not  in  a  position  to  properly 
exercise  the  powers  they  were  claiming. 
This  should  not  be  lost  sight  of,  nor 
should  they  forget  that  if  the  Bill  was 
thrown  out  theMotropolitan  Board  would 
still  be  able  to  oppose  any  measure 
which  it  might  be  inexpedient  to  pass, 
or  which  might  be  improperly  put  for- 
ward. Besides  that,  he  regarded  it  as  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  protect  the 
ratepayers,  in  common  with  the  rest  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects,  from  the  pas- 
sage of  undesirable  Bills  of  the  kind  in 
question.  He  certainly  should  be  in- 
clined to  move  as  an  Amendment  that 
the  debate  should  be  further  adjonrned 
for  six  months. 

The  SBCRETABY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DBPAETMENT  (Mr. 
Childers)  observed,  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down  saidthero 
was  always  the  Government  to  fall  back 
upon  in  these  matters.  He  must  protest 
against  the  idea  that  when  there  was  a 
responsible  Body  like  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  "Works,  specially  appointed  to 
deal  with  these  Metropolitan  questions, 
it  should  be  passed  by  and  the  Govern- 
ment appealed  to.  The  Metropolitan 
Board  was  a  Body  with  a  represoctative 
character,  and  they  should  not  be  passed 
over  in  matters  affecting  the  Metropolis. 
It  had  been  agreed  to  leate  out  that 
part  of  the  Bill  which  related  to  the 
power  to  promote  w'ater  schemes;  and 
surely  the  HetropoUtaa  Board  were  a 
more  fit  Body  than  the  Government  to 
oppose  such  schemes  if  necessary. 

Ms.  MUBDOCH  said,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  not  pass  the  Bill.  Thore 
was  a  growing  feeling  in  the  Metropolis 

ifr.  Boord 


that  the  Board  entered  too  much  into 

legislation.  It  was  constantly  bringing 
Bills  before  Parliament,  and  constantly 
spending  the  money  of  the  ratepayers  ; 
and  he  could  not  help  thinking  the  Board 
laid  claim  to  a  greater  amount  of  popu- 
larity than  it  possessed.  The  general 
feeling  of  the  ratepayers  of  the  Metro- 
polis was  a  hope  that  the  Government 
would  at  no  distant  date  deal  with  the 
water  question ;  aud  it  was  matter  of 
great  regret  that  the  Bill  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  B.  Aseheton  Cross], 
which  had  received  the  assent  of  the 
ratepayers  and  the  Water  Companies, 
was  not  proceeded  with. 

Babon  DIMSDALE  said,  that,  in 
view  of  the  promised  reform  of  the  go- 
vernment of  London,  this  Bill  ought  not 
to  pass.  The  proper  settlement  of  the 
question  ought  to  be  left  either  to  the 
new  Municipality  or  to  the  Government 
of  the  day. 

Mb.  EVELYN  said,  he  trusted  the 
House  would  reject  the  Bill,  even  as 
amended.  It  was  said  it  would  be  hard 
that  the  duty  of  protecting  the  Metro- 
politan ratepayers  should  devolve  on  the 
Government;  and  therefore  the  matter 
must  be  thrown  upon  the  Metropolitan 
Board.  But  he  very  much  doubted  whe- 
ther the  ratepayers  of  the  Metropolis  had 
the  confidence  in  the  Metropolitan  Board 
which  the  Home  Secretary  supposed. 
There  was  another  body  of  men  who 
might  be  tinisted  to  look  after  the  inte- 
rests of  their  constituents  in  these  mat- 
ters, and  that  was  the  Metropolitan 
Members.  The  Metropolitan  Board  was 
a  moribund  Body,  and  was  likely  to  pass 
away  very  soon,  and  therefore  ought  not 
to  be  entrusted  with  further  powers. 

Sib  ROBERT  FOWLER  observed, 
that  the  hon.  Member  (Baron  Dims- 
dale)  was  an  eminent  Director  of 
Water  Companies,  which  accounted  for 
the  knowledge  he  had  displayed  on  the 
subject.  There  must  be  some  Body 
charged  with  looking  after  these  mat- 
ters, and  he  contended  that  the  proper 
Body  was  the  Metropolitan  Board.  As 
long  as  they  had  that  Body  they  must 
trust  it.  Whatever  changes  might  be 
made  in  the  Kovemment  of  London, 
there  would  atiU  be  wanting  a  -Body  to 
represent  the  different  intOTeats  of  the 
Metropolis  in  the  way  that  Board  did. 
He  thought  the  work  of  the  Metropo- 
litan Board  had,  as  a  rule,  been  well 
done,  aod  the  Board  was  entitled  to  the 
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ffradtade  of  the  ratepayers  for  what  it 
nad  done. 

Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON  said,  if  they 
wanted  a  Body  to  manage  these  things 
satisfactorily,  it  should  be  a  Body  as 
unlike  the  Metropolitan  Board  as  tbey 
could  possibly  have.  As  a  Metropolitan 
Member,  he  ventured  to  say  tnat  his 
constituents  looked  with  very  great 
aaspicion  upon  the  action  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board,  especially  in  connection 
with  questions  of  this  character. 

SiK  JAMES  M'GAREL-HOQO  said, 
when  he  brought  the  Bill  in  he  gave  his 
reasons  for  it,  and  entered  into  past 
legislation,  and  showed  why  the  Board 
considered  this  Bill  necessary.  If  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  found  in 
any  case  that  the  Actsof  Parliament  which 
related  to  their  work  were  misconstrued, 
they  intended,  notwithstanding  that,  to 
go  OQ  and  do  their  best  for  the  rate- 
payers of  the  Metropolis.  He  entirely 
disclaimed  the  idea  that  the  Metropo- 
litan Board  of  Works  was  a  moribund 
Body,  or  that  he  was  a  moribund  Chair- 
man. The  Body  over  which  he  presided 
would,  notwithstanding  the  jeers  and 
threats  and  gibes  with  which  it  had  been 
assailed  outside,  go  on  doing  their  best 
for  the  ratepayers ;  hut  he  ridiculed  the 
ides  that  before  introducing  &  Bill  of 
this  kind  they  should  consult  the  rate- 
payers. Did  thoy  want  a  mass  meeting 
in  Hyde  Park  ?  The  Board  had  been 
enlarged  and  strengthened  by  13  or  14 
additional  members  elected  under  the 
Act  of  last  year;  and  evidently  Parlia- 
ment did  not  regard  it  as  a  moribund 
Body.  They  represented  the  interests  of 
the  ratepayers  at  large ;  end  he  con- 
tended that  it  was  a  very  good  thing  for 
the  Metropolis  to  have  some  Body  which 
was  not  afraid  of  Qas  or  Water  Com- 
panies, or,  indeed,  of  any  other  mono- 
polies. Tjofortunately,  however,  the 
Auditor  had  taken  a  different  view  of 
the  case,  and  it  was  to  make  dearer  the 
H4th  section  of  the  Act  that  thia  Bill  had 
been  introduced. 

Mb.  EIMBEB  said,  he  objected  to 
giving  the  Metropolitan  Board  such 
powers.  He  submitted  that  the  duty  of 
watching  the  water  question,  which  he 
admitted  was  a  very  serious  one,  lay 
with  the  Government.  He  begged  to 
oppose,  in  the  interests  of  the  Metro- 
politan constitnents  he  represented,  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  The  Bill 
would  promote  speculative  litigtoas  pro- 


ceedings in  Parliament,  such  as  had  al- 
ready involved  the  Metropolitan  Board  in 
great  cost — £17,000 — which  the  Auditor 
had  disallowed,  and  which  had  been  paid 
under  a  special  Act  passed  by  the  House 
on  an  undertaking  by  the  Chairman 
not  to  take  further  action  on  the  sub- 
ject except  with  the  consent  and  ap- 
proval of  the  G-ovemment.  He  objected 
to  the  Board  interfering  in  this  matter. 
It  was  not  a  duty  delegated  to  the  Board ; 
that  contention  was  proved  by  the  in- 
troduction of  this  Bill,  by  which  the 
Board  sought  to  obtain  a  power  that 
they  did  not  possess.  He  objected  to 
the  Bill  as  practically  entrusting  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  with  a 
roving  commission  to  oppose  Water 
Bills.  The  proper  course  was  for  the 
Board  to  examine  or  watch  any  projects 
they  thought  fit,  and  not  to  enter  on 
litigious  Parliamentary  contests  at  the 
expense  of  the  ratepayers  without  their 
consent,  but  to  bring  to  the  attention  of 
the  Government  anything  objectionable 
for  their  interference,  ao  that,  if  neces- 
sary, it  might  be  dealt  with  on  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  Governmentoftheday. 

The  8EGRETAEY  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Jeesb 
OoLLiNos)  said,  that  the  hou.  Member 
seemed  to  have  based  his  argument  on 
the  ori^oal  Bill,  and  to  have  forgotten 
the  objectionable  passages  which  had 
been  left  out  of  it.  To  east  the  duty 
of  watching  the  water  question  upon 
the  Ghavemment  would  surely  be  a  piece 
of  centralization  which  would  not  be  in 
theintorest  of  the  ratepayers  at  all.  He 
thought  that  this  matter  was  plain  to 
all  those  who  had  taken  part  in  muni- 
cipal matters  in  the  Provinces.  When- 
ever any  Company  applied  for  powers, 
whether  Tramway,  Railway,  Water,  or 
Gas  Companies,  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Local  Authority  to  watch  over  the  in- 
terests of  the  ratepayers  in  a  manner 
that  no  other  authority  could  do.  The 
hon.  Member  had  said  that  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  had  not  that 
power.  He  thought  by  that  statement 
the  hon.  Member  surrendered  the  whole 
question.  This  was  evidently  a  rate- 
payers* question.  The  power  of  these 
private  Companies  was  well  known ;  and 
individual  ratepayers  had  positively  no 
chance  single-handed  in  resisting  their 
demands.  He  admitted  that  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board  of  Works  was  not  their 
idea  of  what  a  Bepresentative  Body 
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ahoald  be,  but  it  vas  the  best  they 
possessed;  and  if  these  poven  were 
granted  to  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  they  would,  in  fuj  reform  of  the 
government  of  London,  be  handed  over 
tothe  newly-constitutedauthority,  what- 
ever it  might  be.  He  did  not  think  that 
anyone  who  admitted  that  ratepayers 
needed  protection  from  private  Com- 
panies could  refrain  from  coming  to  the 
conclusion  that  some  euch  powers  as 
were  asked  for  in  this  Bill  should  be 
conferred  on  the  best  Representative 
Body  that  existed,  pending  a  bettor 
form  of  municipal  government. 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  the 
hon.  Member  had  stated  that  in  all 
other  places  the  Local  Authorities  pos- 
sessed the  power  of  looking  after  the 
interests  of  the  ratopayen  in  opposing 
Bills  promotod  by  private  Companies. 
The  hon.  Member,  nowever,  must  not 
forget  that  this  power  could  only  be 
exeroised  under  the  control  of  the  Muni- 
cipal Funds  Act  uf  1872,  and  that  before 
such  opposition  could  be  imdertaken  by 
the  Local  Board  or  any  other  Governing 
Authority  the  consent  of  the  ratepayers 
must  have  been  obtained.  The  objec- 
tion, as  he  understood  it,  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  opposed  this  Bill  was  that 
power  was  given  to  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  without  any  control  on 
the  part  of  the  ratepayers.  If  there  had 
been  in  this  Bill  any  restriction  of  the 
kind  which  existed  in  the  Bill  of  1872 
the  matter  might  have  been  different ; 
but,  as  it  stood,  the  Bill  gave  a  simple 
and  uncontrolled  authority  to  the  Metro* 
politan  Board  of  Works.  He  recogoized 
that  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
had  done  much  useful  vork,  whatever 
faults  it  might  have ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  when  they  saw  what  had  happened 
with  regard  to  this  Bill,  he  thought  it 
should  not  be  passed  without  a  strong 
case  being  made  out  in  support  of  it. 
He  submitted  that  no  strong  case  had 
been  made  out.  He  understood  that  in 
1879  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Horn- 
sey  Division  of  Middlesex  (Sir  James 
M'Garel-Hogg)  said  that  he  would  never 
put  his  name  to  any  Bill  of  the  kind 
without  consultation  with  the  Govern- 
ment, and  that  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Hampstead  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  with- 
drew his  opposition  to  the  Bill  in  conse- 
quence of  the  statement  then  made.  If 
80,  this  BiU  was  undoubtedly  promoted 
without  the  consent  of  the  G^remment. 
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He  thought  it  was  open  to  swious  ques- 
tion whether  or  not  Ute  positimi  of  the 
Metropoliten  Board  was  such  that  it 
ought  to  be  trusted  with  what  might 
be  called  a  roving  commission  to  oppose 
Water  Bills.  While  it  was  proper  that 
there  should  be  an  authority  able  to 
watch  over  the  interests  of  the  rate- 
payers and  water  consumers,  he  sub- 
mitted that  no  sufficient  case  had  been 
made  out  for  allowing  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  without  control  to 
spend  the  money  of  the  ratepayers  in 
this  manner. 

Sir  JAMES  M'GAREL-HOQG  said, 
he  thought  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  not  looked  into  the  ease. 
He  had  never  said  anything  which  could 
bear  the  oonstruotion  put  upon  it  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member.  He  had  said 
that  he  would  never  bring  in  a  Bill 
which  would  make  the  Metropolitan 
Board  in  any  way  liable  for  an  expen- 
diture of  money,  and  that  this  Bill  waa 
simply  to  give  to  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  AVorks  the  power. 

Mr.  JAMES  STUART  said,  he 
wished  merely  to  state  that  he  should 
oppose  the  Bill,  because  the  Metropoliten 
Board  of  Works  was,  as  he  believed  it 
ought  to  be,  a  moribund  Body. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  76;  Noes 
130  ;  Majority  54.— (Div.  List,  No.  20.) 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  Beadiogpu^  of  for  six  months. 

TREES  (IRELAND)  BILU-IBill  80.] 
{Xi:  Oilhooly,  Mr.  Tinuthy  Harrington,  Mr, 
MarutHy  Mr.  P}/n4,  Mr.  O'^anlon.) 

SEOOHD  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  its 
object  was  to  give  tenants  in  Ireland  a 
property  in  trees  planted  by  them  which 
they  hfM  not  registered. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Jfr.  Oilhooly.) 

Tbs  ATTORNEY  GENEBAL  (Mr. 
Ohablis  Bussell)  said,  that  in  the  ab- 
sence of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  he  might  state  that  the  Go- 
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Tomment  would  offer  no  objection  to  the 
■econd  reading  of  the  Bill.  He  thoug^fat 
the  object*  aimed  at  by  the  Bill  were 
highly  to  be  deeired,  and  it  was  of  great 
importance  that  erery  inducement  ahoutd 
be  giTea  to  tenants  to  plant  trees  upon 
their  holdings.  It  might  be  a  question 
whether  some  simpler  mode  than  that 
prorided  in  the  Bill  for  certain  purposes 
riionld  not  be  provided ;  hut  that  was  a 
question  for  Committee. 

Major  SATTNDEBBOK  said,  that, 
qteaking  on  behalf  of  the  Iriefa.  land- 
Ifffds,  he  had  no  objection  whatever  to 
^e  Bill ;  on  the  oontraiy,  he  thought 
it  would  be  extremely  useful.  The  plant- 
ing of  trees  had  done  good,  and  he  only 
regretted  it  was  not  more  nnivenially 
followed  in  Ireland.  Every  encourage- 
ment ought  to  be  giTcm  to  the  Irish 
teaants  to  improve  the  country  side  by 
planting  trees.  If  some  method  could 
be  devised  of  ascertnining  the  trees  that 
were  planted,  it  was  well  it  should  be. 
While  some  modifications  might  be  in- 
tooduced  into  the  Bill  in  Oommittee,  he 
saw  no  objection  to  the  seoond  reading 
being  taken. 

Ms.  MARUM  observed,  that  a  mea- 
sure similar  to  tliiswaii  before  the  House 
last  April,  cmd  Lord  Ashlxmme  gave  his 
assent  to  the  principle  of  it.  He  was 
gratified  to  find  that  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  had  agreed  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  He  might  add  that 
the  Irish  Members  would  lie  happy  to 
ivceive  any  euggestioBS  as  to  the  details 
of  the  Bill  in  Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted fin-  Monday  next. 

MOTioira. 

UETBOPOLtTAir  COmfONS  PROVISIONAL 
ORDBR  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mt.  BroaclhDrBt,  Bill  to  coq- 
finn  a  Scheme,  under  "The  Metropolitan 
CoBuaooa  Act,  1866,"  and  "  The  Metropolitan 
OoimaoDS  AmenAaHnit  Act,  1669,"  relating  to 
OhialehuTBt  Oonunon,  erdmd  io  be  brou^tin 
by  Mr.  Broadfanrst  and  Mr.  Seoretnry  ChilderB. 
Bill pretmttd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 32 .] 

SAIMOir  AMD    TROUT  FISHIKO  (iKBLAND). 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Conmitteebe  i^pointed 
to  ctHteider  the  operation  of  the  exiatuig  Law 
regulating'  Salmon  and  Tiout  Fishing  in  Ire- 
land, and  to  report  whether  any  Amendments 
itt  tile  taw-  are  deiirable. — {Mr.  Sexlon.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
Twdre  o'doek  till  Mcmdsy  next. 


HOUSE    07  LOBDS, 
Mmdajf,  6th  March,  1886. 


Several  Lords — Took  the  Oath. 

UINUTEai  —  Pirmc  Bill  —  Oommittte  — 
Jl^orl— Brill  Oroonds  •  (24). 

COLONIAL  POSTAL  AERANGEMEKTS— 
PACIFIC  MAIL  STEAMERS— VAN. 
COTTVEB  AND  HONG  KONG. 

Q1TE8TI01T.  OBSBRTATIONB. 

The  Earl  or  HARBOWBT,  on  rising, 

in  pursuance  of  Notice,  to  ask  the  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  have  ac- 
cepted the  proposals  which  have  been 
recently  made  for  the  establishment  of  a 
lioe  of  first-class  British  mail  steamers 
from  the  city  of  Vancouver,  the  Paci6o 
terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bail- 
way,  to  Japan  and  Hong  Kong,  when 
the  Pacific  Buiway  is  opened  for  through 
traffic  from  Great  Britain  in  the  month 
of  June  next?  said,  that  the  reasons 
which  had  induced  him  to  bring  this 
matter  forward  were,  he  need  scarcely 
say,  entirely  dissociated  from  any  per- 
sonal oonneotion  with  the  Canadian 
Facifio  Railway  or  with  the  proposed 
line  of  mail  steamers,  as  he  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  either.  He  had 
been  led  to  refer  to  this  question  on  the 
present  occasion,  solely  owing  to  ofEcial 
information  received  by  him  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  late  Government.  His  interest 
in  this  matter  was  further  awakened  by 
the  fact  that  a  few  years  ago  he  served, 
with  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Iddes- 
leigh),  on  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company 
Oommittee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
when  the  question  of  opening  up  these 
regions  was  fully  oonsideted,  and  when 
that  most  important  step  was  recom- 
mended by  the  Committee,  which  was 
subsequently  acted  upon — of  do^ng 
the  territorial  Sovereignty  of  the  Hu^ 
son's  Bay  Company,  which  had  been 
nobly  and  worthily  conducted  for  many 
rears — and  of  making  these  vast  centresa 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  magnificent  Domi- 
nion of  Canada.  It  had  been  a  matter 
of  the  greatest  delight  to  bim  to  watch 
how  much  more  rapidly  than  they  could 
have  hoped  their  Canadian  fellow-sub- 
jects had  been  spreading  Christianity 
and  citiliisBtion  over  this,  their  great 
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and  marvellous  oonntrj.  Speaking  of 
the  position  of  the  ute  Government 
on  this  matter,  he  might  aaj  that 
as  regarded  its  main  prinoiplea  the 
Bcheme  for  sahsidiziog  this  line  of 
steamers  was  very  favourably  entertained 
by  them.  The  soheme  was  brought  be- 
fore them  in  January,  and  it  had,  of 
course,  to  be  referred  to  the  Depart- 
ments of  the  Post  Office,  the  Admiralty, 
the  War  Office,  and  the  Treasury,  before 
it  could  be  finally  approved.  Whether 
the  late  Government  would  have  arrived 
at  a  decision  ultimately  to  support  the 
scheme  he  could  not,  of  course,  positively 
stats.  He  oould  only  aay  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's late  Advisers  felt  most  favourably 
towards  it,  and  that  they  had  great  hopes 
of  being  able  to  co-operate  with  the 
Canadian  Government  in  the  estahlish- 
ment  of  this  great  and  most  important 
line  of  mail  steamers.  This  subject,  he 
might  observe  in  passing,  was  not  in  the 
slightest  degree  one  of  a  Party  or  of  a 
controversial  character,  and  he  had  no 
intention  whatever  of  attacking  noble 
liords  opposite.  His  reason  for  bringing 
the  matter  forward  was  that  he  thought 
it  possible  that  an  expression  of  opi- 
nion in  their  Lordships'  House  might 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Colonial 
Office,  and  might  show  that  parsimony 
on  the  part  of  the  Treasury  was  unwise, 
and  onght  to  give  way,  in  the  broader 
interests  of  the  Empire,  to  more  generoua 
views.  With  their  Lordships'  permis- 
sion he  would  state  of  what  this  scheme 
consisted.  It  was  proposed  to  start  a 
great  line  of  mail  steamers  from  the  city 
of  Yanoouver,  the  terminus  of  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Sailway,  to  Japan  and  Hong 
Kong.  This,  he  would  at  once  say, 
he  felt  would  be  to  put  the  suitable 
"crown"  upon  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Bailway  scheme,  one  of  the  greatest  and 
most  marvellous  works  of  our  time.  It 
was  impossible  to  speak  too  highly  of 
the  energy,  the  indomitable  zeal,  aod 
patience  of  our  Canadian  fellow-eubjeots 
in  carrying  the  enterprize  through. 
They  ought  to  be  proud  in  this  country 
of  having  for  their  feltow-subjeets  men 
who  had  been  able  to  overcome  so 
successfully  and  so  rapidly  such  great 
difficulties  as  were  opposed  to  them ; 
aod  when  upon  this  subject  how  oonld 
he  omit  to  mention  the  names  of  those 
two  most  distinguished  gentlemen,  Sir 
John  Macdonald  and  Sir  George  Ste- 
phen, without  whose  governing  capa- 
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city,  determioaUoiii  and  foresight  it  waa 
difficult  to  conoeiTe  that  this  extraordi- 
nary work  could  have  been  carried 
through  ?  The  railway,  which  would  be 
opened  in  June  next  was  3,000  miles 
long,  and  it  was  hoped  that  by  it  ex- 
press trains  would  be  enabled  to  be  run 
from  Quebec  to  the  city  of  Yanoouver' — 
from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific— in  less 
than  five  days  during  the  summer  time. 
During  the  winter  the  link  would  be 
furnished  by  the  Intercolonial  Bailway 
now  completed  in  oonnection  with  the 
other  groat  line  from  Halifax  to  Quebec. 
So  that,  unlike  the  United  States  Pacific 
communication,  passengers  and  goods 
could  be  sent  on  our  railway  system 
irom  the  extreme  winter  Atlantic  port 
of  Halifax  to  the  Pacific  Ocean.  Oa 
Uiese  works  the  Canadian  Oovemment 
had  spent  £20,000,000  sterling,  besides 
giving  large  land  sufasidies.  To  show 
the  value  of  these  great  railways,  he 
might  say  that  in  1861  it  took  U  to  12 
days  for  troops  to  go  from  Halifax  to 
the  terminus  of  the  Pacific  Bailvay  at 
Quebec.  At  the  time  of  the  Bed  Blver 
rebellion  in  1870  it  took  11  weeks  to 
convoy  troops  from  Quebec  over  Lake 
Superior  to  the  B«d  Blver,  and  95  days 
to  transport  them  from  Toronto  to  Win- 
nipeg. These  were  now  but  trifling- 
portions  of  their  great  line — from  t^e 
Atlantic  to  the  Pacific.  Now  the  whole 
of  this  vast  district  could  be  traversed 
in  six  days.  Thisw«s  nothing  less  than 
a  revolution  in  the  conditioiu  oC  the 
world  and  in  the  relations  of  Continonta, 
the  results  of  wliioh  it  was  utterly  im- 
possible to  estimate  at  present,  but  for 
which  statesmen  should  prepare  them- 
selves, and  hasten  fo  utilize  without  loss 
of  time  for  the  safety  and  prosperity 
of  our  common  Empire.  It  was  pro- 
posed that  the  Imperial  Government 
should  subsidize  the  line  of  mail  steam- 
ers from  Vancouver  to  Japan  and  Hong 
Kong,  and  thereby  be  enabled  to  convey 
troops,  stores  for  the  Navy,  and  passen- 
gers from  Liverpool  to  the  Faoino  over 
British  territory,  bo  far  as  Ihe  land 
journey  was  concerned,  in  13  or  14  days. 
He  might  mention  that  in  summer  me 
journey  across  the  Continent  from  Mont- 
real to  Yancouver  would  occupy  four  to 
four-and-a-half  days,  and  in  winter  from 
Halifax  to  Yanoouver  five-and  a-half  to 
six  days.  The  amount  of  the  subsidy 
asked  from  this  country  he  would  not  go 
.into,  but  would  only  say  that  its  payment 
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was  to  extend  over  a  period  of  10  years. 
The  line  of  steam  era  proposed  to  be 
started  would  c(mai«t  of  first-olass  Teasels 
steamizig  14  to  10  knots  per  boar,  and 
making  the  passage  from  YanoouTer  to 
Japan  and  Hong  Kong  once  every  three 
weeks,  so  that  the  journey  from  Yan- 
conrer  to  Yokohama  would  be  made  in 
less  than  12  days'  time.  The  result 
woald  be  that  the  jouroey  &om  England 
to  Japan  would  be  made  in  36  days,  and 
that  between  England  and  Hong  Eong 
and  Shanghai  in  34  days.  At  the  pre- 
sent time  the  journey  from  England  to 
Yokoiiama  in  Japan,  vid  Briodisi,  ocou- 
pied  a  period  of  40  to  44  days,  while  vid 
Oribraftar  it  took  46  to  63  days.  Then 
as  to  Galoatta,  the  journey  for  troops 
from  England  vid  Gibraltar  to  Oalcatta 
oould  not  now  be  done  in  less  than  S8 
days,  while  from  Halifax  to  Calcutta 
would  be  only  3 1  to  39  days,  to  which 
would  have  to  be  added  seven  days  for 
the  Atlantic  voyage.  As  far  as  Australia 
and  New  Zealand  were  concerned,  the 
line  from  San  Francisco  must,  of  course, 
be  the  shortest ;  but  there  was  good 
reason  to  hope  that  if  this  line  of  mail 
steamers  was  established  a  good  deal  of 
trade  would  take  place  between  Yan- 
eouver,  Anstralia.  aad  New  Zealand, 
pardeolarly  when  it  waaremembered  the 
adrantage  this  roate  afforded  to  our  great 
railway  ^stem,  with  its  cnrnmand  of  a 
great  timber  trade  and  its  ooal  resources 
as  well.  He  bdieved  tfawe  were  many 
enormotu  advantages  to  be  derived  fWtm 
the  establishment  of  this  mail  route,  and 
one  among  the  greatest  would  be  the 
eocouragement  of  our  commerce  and  our 
friendship  with  those  two  most  impor- 
tant ancient  Empires,  Japan  and  Ohina. 
Nothing  was  more  clear  as  to  the  politics 
of  the  world  in  the  future  than  that 
QreatBritain'sgreatpolioywas,  and  must 
be,  to  do  all  in  her  power  to  maintain 
the  independence,  the  power,  and  the 
prosperity  of  these  two  most  remarkable 
eoantries.  Everything  should  be  done 
to  draw  closer  the  ties  of  friendship  be- 
tween us.  Oarpeoplemightbenefitenor- 
moasly  on  both  sides  by  such  relations 
between  powerful  and  independent 
States.  To  this  great  purpose  a  first- 
dass  Boyal  Mail  Line  of  steamers  would 
be  a  powerful  aid.  Another  vast  advan- 
tage was  that  we  should  have  an  alter- 
native line  of  oommunieatione,  in  the 
event  of  l^nxagean  complications,  to 
India,   China,  Japan,  and  Australia 


through  British  toritory.  In  that  re* 
speot — the  advantage  of  which  was  so 
obvious  end  so  overwhelming  that  he 
need  not  dilate  upon  it — nothing  could 
exceed  the  importance  of  this  scheme. 
Among  its  other  advantages  would  be 
that  supplies  ooidd  be  sent  to  the  Fleet  by 
it,  and  that  coal  could  be  obtained  in 
Yanoouver  Island.  Then,  again,  this 
new  railway  could  not  fail  very  shortly 
to  open  up  fresh  vast  and  fertile  districts 
to  our  surplus  population;  and  anything 
which  called  greater  attention  on  the 
part  of  our  working  classes  to  that  part 
of  the  world  must  be  no  slight  advan* 
tage  to  this  country.  As  an  inducement 
to  the  Imperial  Government  to  grant  the 
subsidy,  special  terms  were  offered  for 
the  conveyance  of  troops  and  stores, 
while  emigrants'  sleeping  carriages  con- 
veying 30  to  40  persons  would  be  run. 
Even  if  there  had  not  been  these  strong 
and  urgent  reasons  for  this  new  mail 
line,  he  must  confess  that  he  should 
consider  it  a  matter  of  no  slight  national 
importance  that  the  starting  of  their 
magnificent  steamers  woiild,  in  a  time 
of  unexampled  depression  in  all  our  in- 
dustries at  home,  g^ve  employment 
during  three  or  fonr  years  to  our  lead- 
ing shipbuilding  yards.  "Whether  the 
terms  of  the  proposed  subsidy  were  just 
or  not  he  could  not  say;  but,  as  the 
Canadian  Qovemment  had  done  so  much 
for  this  great  and  magnificent  work,  he 
trusted  that  thcGovemment  of  this  conn- 
try  would  look  upon  this  proposal  with 
a  favourable  eye,  and  would  help  for- 
ward the  grand  enterprize  by  every 
means  in  their  power. 

The  8E0RETAET  of  STATE  foe 
THE  COLONIES  (Eaxl  Gbaitville) 
said,  that  he  entirely  agreed  with  very 
much,  although  not  with  all,  that  had 
fallen  from  ^e  noble  Earl.  He  con- 
curred with  the  observations  of  the  noble 
Earl  that  this  was  not  a  Party  question, 
and  with  what  he  had  said  as  to  the 
energy  and  ability  shown  by  Sir  John 
Macdonald,  and  Sir  George  Stephen,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Company,  in  carrying 
forward  their  great  railway  so  expedi- 
tiously and  successfully.  Individually, 
and  as  Colonial  Secretary,  he  should  be 
very  glad  if  it  were  found  practicable  to 
carry  out  the  scheme  of  subsidizing  mail 
steatnars  proposed  by  the  Dominion. 
But  the  matter  did  not  rest  entirely  with 
the  Colonial  Office.  It  concerned  the 
Departments  of  the  Treasury,  the  War 
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OflSofl^  and  Hiosd  of  his  Friends  tli«  E^ret 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  tho  Post- 
master Q«D6ral.  It  appeared  from  a 
Mmnte  by  his  Predecessor  (Sir  Frederick 
Stanley)  that  ih.e  late  Cabinet  had  come 
to  the  oondaston  on  principle  to  approve 
of  this  project,  and  that  inquiry  should 
be  made  on  the  whole  subject  by  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  the  different  Departments 
of  the  Goremment  interested.  He  was 
afraid  that  primd  faeie  the  opinions  of 
those  Departments  were  not  as  favour- 
able to  the  project  as  he  ooold  have 
wished ;  but  they  made  noBeport,  having 
snspended  their  sittings  in  consequence 
of  the  change  of  Government.  The  late 
Government  seemed  in  this  case  to  have 
somewhat  departed  from  the  course 
generally  pursoed,  not  only  by  philo- 
sophers and  men  of  science,  but  also  by 
men  of  business,  who  were  accustomed 
first  to  inquire  and  then  to  decide.  In 
this  case  the  opposite  plan  was  adopted 
— first  to  decide,  and  then  to  inquire. 
There  might,  however,  have  been 
reasons  why  delay  might  have  been  in- 
convenient at  that  time.  When  he  came 
into  the  Colonial  Office,  this  was  one  of 
the  first  subjects  which  claimed  his 
attention.  Her  Majesty's  present  Go- 
vernment, desirous  of  having  full  infor- 
mation before  them,  had  requested  the 
Committee toresumetheirsittings,  which 
they  had  done,  and  to  give  a  complete 
Beporb.  The  Beport,  when  presented, 
would  receive  the  most  careful  considera- 
tion on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, and  the  Dominion  would 
receive  an  answer  without  loss  of  time. 

House  adjourned  at  Five  o'clock,  till 
To-morrow,  ■  quarter  past 
Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
Monday,  6th  March,  1886. 


MIKtTTES.]— Public  Billb—Xaiw— Railway 
and  Canal  Traffic,  ieiatt  e^fourtu^. 

Ordtred—Firit  IteMiinff—StMtiUlH  Annual  Cer- 
tiacate  Duty  •[1333. 

Second iBeadittff—Dr&m&gQ  and  Improvement  of 
Lands  llrelaad)  Froviaional  Order*  [1191; 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  2)  [1181. 

Committer — Laboorera  (Ireland)  Acts  Amend- 
ment* [10]— R.r. ;  Trees  (Ireland)*  [30]— 

S.F. 

CommitUi'-Seport—QltibQ  Loans  (Ireland)  Acts 
Continuance  *  [107]  ;  Fi-esliwater  Fisheries 
(Eels)*  [1281. 

Harl  GnmvilU 


CONTEOVERTED  ELECTIONS. 

Mb.  8FEA£EB  informed  the  House, 
that  he  had  received  from  Mr.  Justice 
Field  and  Hr.  Justice  Bay,  two  of  the 
Judges  selected,  in  pursuance  of  The 
Oomipt  Practices  Prevention  Acts,  1 854 
to  1883,  for  the  Trial  of  Election  Peti- 
tioDS,  a  Oertificate  and  Seport  relating 
to  the  B(Mrongh  of  Aylesbury,  and  tiie 
same  were  read  as  follows 

Aylesbury  Election. 
The  Coinpt  Practices  FreToiUon  Acts, 
18oi  to  1SS3. 
To  the  Riffht  Hononrable  the  Speaker  of  the 

House  of  Commons. 
We,  the  Honorable  Sir  William  Ventria 
Field,  knight,  and  the  Honorable  Sir  Joha 
Charles  Day,  knight.  Justices  of  the  High  Court 
of  Justice,  and  two  of  the  Judges  for  the  time 
being  for  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions  in  Eng- 
land, do  hereby,  in  pursuance  of  the  said  Acts, 
certify  that  upon  the  second,  third,  and  fotuth 
days  of  March  188S  we  duly  held  a  Court  at 
the  County  Hall,  Aylesbury,  in  the  County  of 
Buckingham,  for  the  trial  of  and  did  try  the 
Parliamentary  Election  Petition  for  the  Mid 
Bucks  or  Aylesbury  Division  of  Uie  County  of 
Backin^liam,  wherein  Frederick  Cbuslny  was 
the  Petitioner  and  Ferdinand  de  Rotiuchild  w.is 
the  Respondent,  which  Petition  prayed  that  it 
mi^t  be  determined  that  the  said  Ferdinand 
de  Rothschild  was  not  duly  elected  or  returned 
a  Member  to  serre  in  Faniament  for  the  said 
Division  of  the  said  County,  and  that  his  Elec- 
tion and  return  ware  and  are  wholly  null  and 
void. 

And,  in  farther  pursoanoa  of  the  said  Acts, 
we  report  that  at  the  conclusion  of  the  sdd 
Trial  we  determined  tiiat  the  said  Ferdinand 
de  Rothaehild,  beiDg  the  Member  whose  Elec- 
tion and  return  were  oom{>lainod  of  in  the  said 
Petition,  was  duly  elected  and  returned,  and  we 
do  hereby  certify  ia  writing  such  our  determi- 
nation to  you. 

And  whereas  charges  were  made  in  the  said 
Petition  of  oomipt  and  ille^  praoUoee  having 
been  oommitted  at  the  nid  Electioo,  we,  in 
further  ponaanca  of  the  said  AotSi  repwtas 
follows  :— 

That  no  corrupt  or  illegal  practice  waa  proved 
to  have  been  committed  by  or  with  the  Know- 
ledge or  consent  of  any  Candidate  at  such 
Election,  nor  has  any  Candidate  been  proved 
guilty  by  his  Agents  of  any  illegal  praetioe 
within  the  meaning  of  the  0<»Tupt  and  Illegal 
Practices  Prevention  Act,  1833,  in  reference  to 
such  Election. 

We  further  report  that  there  is  no  reason  to 
believe  that  either  corrupt  or  iUwal  practices 
have  extensively  prevailra  at  the  FuUamentarr 
Bleetion  for  the  Uid  Boeks  or  AylasbnTy  Divi- 
sion of  the  County  of  BuoUng^iani,  to  wfaidt 
the  said  Petition  relates. 

Dated  this  4th  day  of  Uaroh  ISM. 

WlUUX  y.  FlKD. 

John  0.  Dat, 
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NOTICE  OF  RESOLUTION. 

JAPAN— TEEATIES  WITH  EUROPEAN 
POWERS. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Prestoa) :  I  beg  to 
giTe  Notice  that,  on  going  into  Oommit- 
tee  of  Supply  upon  the  Civil  Serfice 
Estimates,  I  will  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  eSeot  of  existing  Trea- 
tie«  betflreen  Japan  and  the  Suropean 
Powers  upon  the  Eastern  trade  of  the 
United  Kingdom  and  the  development 
of  Japan,  and  will  move — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  tbia  Housa,  the  time 
has  arrived,  in  the  interestB  of  both  countries, 
for  the  withdrawal  of  those  Treaties  either 
waigXf  or  in  concert  with  other  Powers." 

Mb.  sexton  (Sligo,  S.) :  Maylask, 
Sir,  if  tbe  Motion  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber proposes  to  make  is  in  Order  ?  You 
hare  already  left  the  Chair  on  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates,  and  I  wish  to  know 
if  it  ia  CQD^wtent  for  any  hoa.  Member 
to  make  any  further  Motion  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  Standing  Order 
to  -which  the  hon.  Member  refers,  applies 
when  the  Estimates  are  taken  on  Monday 
or  Thursday,  and  only  on  those  days. 

Q  UESTIONS. 


BBmSH     OOMMEROIAL  INTERESTH 
ABBO AD— DIPLOMATIC  AND  OON- 

BULAR  KBPRESENTATIVES. 
MB.H0WABDY1K0EKT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  asked  the  Unc^r  Secretary-  of 
State  for  PV)rel|n  Affairs,  What  are  the 
instructions  to  Her  Majesty's  diplomatic 
and  consular  representatives  in  Foreign 
Countries  with  regard  to  the  advance- 
ment of  British  commercial  interests, 
and  the  assistanoe  to  be  afforded  to 
British  traders ;  and,  if,  in  order  to 
assist  the  depressed  condition  of  com- 
merce and  manufacture,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  enjoin  upon  its  offi- 
cials abroad  the  necessity  of  increased 
activity  in  this  respect,  encourage  their 
seal  by  all  possible  means,  and  direct 
Beports  to  be  made,  at  least  quarterly, 
from  all  parts  of  tlie  World,  and  pub- 
lished for  the  information  of  the  com- 
mercial oommnnity  throughout  the  Em- 
pire,  upon  the  condition  of  general 
trade  witliin  their  several  districts,  and 
special  Beports  concerning  British  trade, 
and  the  new  markets  which  are  likely 
to  offisr  an  advantageous  field  for  British 
enterprise  ? 

YOL.  COdU.    [thzbd  sbbxbs.] 


Thi  UNDSB  SBOBETAEY  or 
STATE  (Mr.  Betcb)  (Aberdeen,  S.): 
Her  Majesty's  Diplomatic  officers  are 
instructed  "  to  make  the  commercial  in- 
terests of  Great  Britain  an  object  of 
their  constant  attention,"  and  the  gene- 
ral instrnotioDs  for  the  guidance  of  Her 
Majesty's  Consular  officers  state  that — 

"It  is  the  duty  of  CoBBuUr  offioera  to  pro- 
tect and  to  promote  the  lawfnl  trade  of  Great 
Britain  hy  every  fair  and  proiNZ  moans,  and  to 
uphold  the  rights  and  privileges  of  British  mer- 

chantfl." 

My  hon.  Friend  will  have  learnt  from 
the  speeches  made  on  the  21th  ultimo, 
at  the  dinner  of  the  Associated  Cham- 
bers of  Commerce,  at  which,  I  believe, 
be  was  himself  present,  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  then  already 
taken  steps  with  a  view  to  a  AiU  con- 
sideration of  the  manner  in  which  the 
services  of  Her  Majesty's  Diplomatic 
and  Consular  officers  could  be  turned 
to  the  best  advantage  for  the  promotion 
of  British  trade  abroad.  Suggestions 
on  the  subject  have  been  invited  from 
tbe  Chambers  of  Commerce,  and  my 
hon.  Friend  may  be  welt  assured  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  fully 
sensible  of  the  importance  of  prompt 
action  in  this  matter.  I  may  add  that 
a  Notice  calling  attention  to  it  has  been 
standing  on  the  Order  Book  for  some 
weeks  past,  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stafford,  and  now  stands  as 
the  first  Order  for  April  2. 

STATE  OF  IREliAKD-THE  OKANGE 
LODOES. 

Me.  O'KELLY  (Roscommon,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  will 
consider  the  advisability  of  disarming 
the  Orange  Lodges  in  Ireland  in  view 
of  the  spseches  openly  made  by  the 
Orange  leaders  ? 

Me.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.) :  Be- 
fore  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers 
the  Question,  perhaps  he  will  be  able  to 
say  whether  he  is  aware  that  Lord 
Clarendon,  then  Liberal  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  took  steps  for  the 
arming  of  the  Orangemen  of  Dublin  in 
the  year  1848,  in  view  of  the  action  of 
certain  disafE'ected  Irishmen  ? 

Mb.  O'KELLY :  Might  I  also  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Orangemen  generally  use 
these  arms  for  the  shooting  down  of  un- 
armed men? 

E 
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The  chief  SEORETABr  (Mr.  Johs 
Morlst)  (Newcaatle-on-Tyne) :  I  shall 
confine  my  reply  to  the  Question  on  the 
Paper.  I  may  Bay  that  the  Govem- 
ment  hare  no  information  rendering 
it  neoeeeary  for  them  to  consider  at  pre- 
sent the  conrse  suggested  in  the  Ques- 
tion. If  any  such  cases  should  arise,  or 
be  brought  under  my  notice,  I,  of  coarse, 
ahall  consider  them. 

Mb.  sexton  (Sligo,  S.) :  I  would 
aak  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
be  will  consider,  amongst  other  things, 
a  speecb  made  on  Saturday  last  by  the 
Ber.  Dr.  Kane,  Grand  Master  of  the 
Grand  Orange  Lodge  of  Belfast,  in 
which  be  said — 

' '  He  defied  Mr,  Gladstone  and  all  his  works ; 
and  if  there  were  aa  many  devils  in  Downing 
Street  aa  there  were  Cawnet  Himaters  traitors 
to  their  Sovereign  they  would,  Ood  helping 
them,  maintain  the  authority  of  the  Grown  and 
the  integrity  of  the  Empire." 

Mr.  JOHN  MOBLET:  Before  an- 
swering that  Question,  it  is  best  that  I 
should  see  a  more  o£&cial  report. 

HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE  (CHANCERY 
DIVISION). 

Mb.  INOE  (Islington,  E.)  asked  the 
Attorney  General,  Whether  a  Oommit- 
tee^  consisting  of  certain  Judges  and 
members  of  the  Bar,  was  appointed  up- 
wards of  a  year  ago  to  inquire  into  the 
unsatiafactoxy  working  of  the  Chancery 
Division  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice ; 
whether  such  Committee  bad  made  any 
Beport ;  and,  if  so,  when,  and  to  whom ; 
and,  whether  there  is  any  objection  to 
place  a  Copy  of  the  Beport,  if  made, 
upon  the  Table  ? 

■  Thb  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  (Mr. 
OgABTaw  Bvssbll)  (Hadcney,  S.),  in 
rei^y,  said,  that  it  was  the  case  that  a 
Committee  consisting  of  certain  Judges 
and  members  of  the  Bar  had  been  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  this  matter.  The 
Committee  had  made  a  Beport,  and 
there  was  no  objection  to  lay  it  on  the 
Table  of  the  House? 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)— THB 
VOLUNTEER  FORCE. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENBY  (Glas- 
gow, Blackfrian)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  he  will  oon- 
sidertfae  propriety  of  allowing  service 
in  the  ranks  with  the  Volunteer  Force 
to  count,  in  the  case  of  privates  who  be- 
come oommissioned  officers,  tewwds  ttie 
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fifteen  years  aeceseary  for  a  oommis- 
sioned officer  to  bare  served  before  he 
is  permitted  to  wear  the  uniform  of  his 
corps  and  retain  his  rank  in  the  event  of 
his  retiring  from  the  service  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  or  STATE  (Mr. 
CAUFBELL-BAnNEBUijr)  (Stirling,  &e.) : 
Under  a  Begulatton  issued  «i  the  let  of 
March,  one-fifth  of  the  service  referred 
to  will  reckon  towards  the  Id  years  re- 
quired to  entitle  a  commissioned  officer 
to  a  step  of  rank  and  permission  to  re- 
tain his  uniform. 

EOTPT-SUPPLIES  FOR  THE 
SOUDANESE. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  recommendations  of  Mr. 
Cameron  in  No.  48  and  Inclosure,  Egypt, 
No.  2,  and  to  the  Beports  of  Commander 
Jones  and  Admiral  Lord  John  Hay  in 
No.  ISd,  Egypt,  No.  2;  and,  whether 
British  ships  are  still  under  orders  to 
"prevent  goods  of  all  kinds"  from 
reaching  the  tnbes  on  the  East  Coast  of 
Africa? 

The  UNDEB  SECBETABY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Brtqe)  (Aberdeen,  8.): 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  aware  of 
the  (Correspondence  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  calls  attention.  Instructions 
were  given  early  in  October  last  to  Her 
Majesty's  cruisers  to  prevent  the  im- 
portation of  supplies  by  sea  for  the  us0 
of  the  hostile  tribes  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Suakin,  and  no  alteration  has 
sence  been  made  in  these  instructions. 

Mb.  DILLON :  Will  the  Government 
take  steps  to  cause  otiier  instruetions  to 
be  issued  ? 

Mr.  BBTOE  :  I  am  ^raid  I  muet 
ask  the  hon.  Member  to  give  Notice  of 
that  Question. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  (BoBcommon,  N.) 
begged  to  give  Notice  to  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  Whether  protests  were  not 
made  by  this  country  against  the  French 
for  establishing  a  rice  blockade  in  the 
late  Chinese  War ;  and,  whether,  in 
view  of  that  protest,  be  thought  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  establish  a  com 
blockade  on  the  East  Coast  of  Africa  ? 

SECRET  SOCIETIES  (IRELAND)— 
COURTS  IN  ORANGE  LODOES. 

Mb.  W.  O'BEIEN  (Tyrone,  S.)  (for 
Mr.  T.  M.  Heale)  aaked  the  Chief  Se- 
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erctorf  to  the  Lard  iMntenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attantion  has  been 
called  to  the  letter  of  the  Orangetnaii, 
James  Mnlligan,  in  Tka  Dtrry  Journal 
of  26th  Feburarj,  in  which  he  alleges 
that  he  was  placed  on  trial  before  a 
Oonrt  in  the  Lodge  on  a  number  of 
oonnts,  "  which  filled  a  sheet  of  paper," 
under  the  following  oircnmstanoes  : — 

"Thfl  monthly  meeting  of  Aagber  Orange 
Lodi^was  held  on  Thursday  11th  instant,  J. 
a  Penall,  Worthy  Marter,  in  the  Chair.  The 
Bpecial  busiDess  of  the  eTODing  was  to  invcsU* 
gate  a  charge  against  me,  as  follows : — A.  M. 
preferred  a  charge  against  James  Mulligan  of 
disloyalty  to  the  Queen  and  Constitution  at  the 
late  election  hy  his  condact  in  not  voting  for 
and  supportiog  Captain  S.  Maxwell,  the  Con- 
ititati<nial  candidate.  This  chaise  was  pre- 
ferred on  loth  December  1885,  but,  through 
■ome  informalities  in  the  Master's  pruceedtngs, 
it  was  deferred  until  next  night ; ' ' 

whether  the  GloTemment  propose  to 
aUow  Orange  Lodges  to  hold  Oourts  to 
investigate  the  manner  in  which  the 
Brethren  exercise  the  franchise ;  whether 
the  police  are  aware  that  such  Courts  in 
Orange  Lodges  after  the  election  have 
been  frequently  held,  and  greatly  tend 
to  prevent  the  freedom  of  the  ballot ;  is 
he  aware  that  James  MuIIigw  further 
complains  of  being  arraigned  on  the 
additional  accnsatioa  that  he 

'*Did  not  attend  the  Revision  Court  to  assist 
complainant  in  securing  his  vote.  The  proof 
falhng  to  inculpate  me  before  the  Committee,  it 
most  go  to  a  high^  Court,  where  W.  E. 
Macartaey  will  be  prendont,  unless  his  lately 
acquired  dignity  (M.P.  for  tionth  Antrim) 
might  cause  him  to  depute  the  duty  to  those 
who  have  a  reUsh  for  it ;  " 

and,  does  the  Qovemment  recognise  the 
validity  of  the  tribunal  over  which  iir. 
Macartney  is  alleged  to  preside;  and,  if 
not,  what  will  be  done  to  secure  the 
fireedom  of  members  of  the  Orange 
organisation  ?  The  hon.  Member  would, 
at  the  same  time,  ask  a  Question  of 
which  he  had  given  him  rather  short 
private  Notice.  It  was,  "Whether  his 
attention  had  been  called  to  another 
letter  in  The  Berry  Journal  from  this 
Orangeman,  »ving  ih»  details  of  another 
attaek  upon  him  in  the  Orange  Lodge. 
It  was  as  follows: — 

"  When  the  businees  of  the  meeting  was  over 
and  they  prepared  to  go,  on  individual  said  I 
would  be  better  with  police  protection.  Then 
all  at  once  two  others  attaoked  me  with  false 
statemrats.  One  said  I  had  voted  for  O'Brien 
and  prevented  others  from  voting  for  Maxwell, 
and  Uiat,  therefore,  I  should  be  allowed  into  no 
dMfloft  soeiely.   1  first  ol  «U  t«ld  them  ttudr 


the  UitropoNi.  102 

statements  wen  $3X  fslso,  and  thai  1  gave  no 
vote  escept  for  those  in  favour  of  the  twuMr- 
ance  movement  in  Parliament.  At  this  they 
became  enraged,  and  one  of  them  ordered  me 
oat.  I  was  then  pursued  by  a  'booing'  and 
shooting  mob,  and  a  stoao  was  thrown  hyone 
of  the  mob,  which  providentially  struck  me  on 
the  top  of  a  high  hat,  as  it  might  otherwise 
have  hurt  mo  very  much.  I  turned  and  pur- 
sued the  Orange  mob,  who  ran  like  rabbits 
baok  to  the  Orange lodgeP" 

He  would  also  ask  if  the  police  had 
reported  upon  that  outrage  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAET  (Mr. 
John  Mokley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  I 
only  received  the  quotation  the  hon. 
Member  was  good  eaough  to  send  me 
five  minutes  before  I  came  down  to  the 
House.  I  will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made 
into  the  jparticulars.  With  reference  to 
the  Qubstion  on  the  Paper,  I  am  informed 
that  such  a  letter  did  appear  in  The 
Barrtf  Journal,  as  is  stated  in  the  Ques- 
tion. The  police  have  no  means  of 
knowing  what  takes  place  at  Orange 
Lodges.  If  any  case  should  arise  in 
which  evidence  of  intimidation  is 
afforded,  it  will  be  considered  with  a 
view  to  a  prosecution.  In  this  case,  I 
am  informed  that  Mulligan  has  intimated 
his  intention  of  placing  the  matter  in 
the  hands  of  his  solicitor,  for  the  purpose 
of  taking  proceedings  under  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Act. 

Ma.  O'KELLY  (Bosoomraon,  N.) :  I 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  will  coaaider  the  advisability 
of  sending  hie  secret  police  into  the 
meetings  of  Orange  Lodges  ? 

Me.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.)  : 
I  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Onitleman 
whether  he  wilt  not  consider  the  advisa- 
bility of  sending  the  police  to  the  meet- 
ings of  Orange  Lodges  in  the  same  way 
as  they  had  been  sent  to  open  meetings 
of  the  Irish  National  League  f 

[No  reply.] 

DISTRESS  IN  THE  METROPOUS— THE 
EAST  END— DWELLINGS  FOE 
THE  POOR. 

Mb.  SETON-KAER  (St.  Helen's) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  numbers  of  houses  (dwellings  for 
the  poor)  have  been  pulled  down  in  the 
East  End  of  London,  whereby  the  re- 
maining accommodation  for  the  poorest 
classes  in  the  East  End  has  become  still 
more  crowded ;  and  that  no  steps  h«ve 
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jet  been  taken  to  build  healthy  dwellings 
for  the  poor  on  their  sito ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  houses  in  the  Eaat  End  of 
London  are  still  being  sublet  to  the 
poorest  classes  by  house-jobbers,  room 
by  room  ;  resulting  in  comparatively 
exorbitant  rents  to  the  poorest  classes, 
and  extortionate  profits  to  the  aforesaid 
liou8e*jobber8;  whether,  considering  the 
present  depression  and  want  of  employ- 
ment in  the  East  End  of  London,  Her 
Majesty's  OtiTemment  can  take  imme- 
diate steps  to  remedy  these  evils,  and  to 
facilitate  and  expedite  the  administra- 
tion of  Acts  of  Parliament  dealing  with 
this  subject ;  and,  wbether  there  is  any 
means  by  which  some  of  the  funds  sub- 
scribed for  the  relief  of  the  unemployed 
can  be  utilised  in  employing  labour  in 
building  dwellings  for  the  poor  on 
vacant  sites  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Joseph 
Chamberlain)  fBirmingham,  W.) :  As 
regards  the  first  and  second  Questions 
of  the  hou.  Member,  a  reference  to  the 
evidence  which  was  taken  before  the 
Committee  on  the  Rousing  of  the  Work- 
ing Classes  will  show  that  the  state- 
ments in  the  Questions  are  substantially 
accurate.  The  Acts  which  hare  been 
passed  dealing  with  the  housing  of  the 
poor  in  the  Metropolis  are  under  the  ad- 
ministration of  either  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  or  of  the  District 
Boards  and  Vestries ;  and  the  Local 
Government  Board  have  no  authority  in 
the  matter.  "We  have  done  what  we  can 
to  urge  upon  those  Bodies  the  propriety 
of  expediting,  as  far  as  possible,  any 
works  which  they  may  think  it  well  to 
undertake  at  this  time.  As  regards  the 
last  Question,  I  suppose  the  hou.  Mem- 
ber refers  to  the  Mansion  House  Fund. 
That  is  a  matter  over  which  I  have  no 
jurisdiction  whatever ;  and  I  should, 
therefore,  suggest  that  any  question  on 
the  subject  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Lord  Mayor. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— 
THE  TEMPLEDEBRY  POST  OFFICE. 
Me.  J.  P.  O'BEIEN  {Tipperary,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasuty, 
Whether  a  Memorial  has  been  received 
by  the  Postmaster  General  and  the 
Lords  of  the  Treasury  from  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  parish  of  Templederry, 
county  Tipperary,  praying  to  be  re- 
lieved from  the  great  inconvenience 
they  are  aubjected  to  in  consequence  of 
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the  removal  of  the  post  office  from  the 
village  of  Templederry,  which  is  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  Catholic  Church  and 
schools ;  whether  this  post  office  was  re- 
moved so  recently  as  last  July  to  half  a 
mile  distant,  to  the  house  of  a  licensed 
publican ;  whether  this  man  when  ap- 
pointed as  postmaster  was  seventy  years 
old  ;  whether  the  registered  letters  and 
stamps  are  kept  by  him  on  his  licensed 
premises ;  whether  the  general  access  to 
the  post  office  is  through  said  licensed 
premises ;  whether  this  is  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  the  Post  Office ;  and* 
whether,  having  regard  to  these  facts 
and  the  great  public  incouTenience,  as 
set  forth  in  Memorial  referred  to,  steps 
will  be  taken  to  restore  the  post  office 
to  its  original  central  position  in  the 
village  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURT  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowlee)  fWol- 
verhampton,  E.) :  The  Memorial  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  was  received 
and  carefully  inquired  into.  The  late 
postmaster  was  dismissed  in  March  last, 
and  his  successor,  George  Powell,  was 
appointed  in  June  by  the  Treasury  upon 
nomination  in  the  usual  way.  Takings 
Templederry  Cross  as  the  central  point, 
the  house  of  the  late  postmaster  is  950 
yards  to  the  west  of  it,  while  that 
of  the  new  postmaster  is  787  yards 
to  the  east  of  it.  Powell  holds  a  retail 
licence ;  he  is  68  years  of  age,  but  is 
fully  competent  to  perform  the  duties 
of  postmaster.  The  registered  letters 
are  kept  imder  lock  and  key  in  the  post 
office.  It  would  be  irregular  for  a  post 
office  to  be  in  a  licensed  vintner's  pre- 
mises ;  but  this  post  office  is  separate 
from  it,  and  has  a  separate  entrance. 
There  is  also  a  window  through  which 
the  business  of  the  post  office  can  be 
transacted. 

Me.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Tyrone,  S.): 
Might  I  ask  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
means  by  "nomination  in  the  usual 
way  ?  "    Who  made  the  nomination  ? 

MB,  HENET  H.  FOWLER :  I  am 
informed  that  the  appointment  was 
made  by  the  Treasury  in  the  usual  way. 
If  the  hon.  Member  desires  information 
on  the  subject  I  will  make  further  in- 
quiry. 

Me.  J.  P.  O'BRIEN :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  not  answered  the  last  para- 
graph of  my  Question. 

Mk.  henry  H.  FOWLER:  I 
thought  I  had.  The  Postmaster  General 

Digitized  by  Google 


105       l^e  Lord  Lieutenant  {Maboh 


8,  1886}  of  Ireland.  106 


oonsiders  that  the  present  postmaster  is 
diBcharging  hiB  duties  satiadaotorilj. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES)  —  DAN-Y-GRAIG 
SCHOOL,  SWANSEA, 
ita.  AETHURO'CONNOE  (Donegal, 
£.)  asked  the  Vice  President  of  the  Oom- 
mittee  of  Council,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  refusal  of  the  grant 
bythe  Education  Departmeat  to  the  Dan- 
y-graig  OathoUo  Sohool  at  Swansea  on 
the  ground  that  it  was  an  "  unneoeesary 
aohool ; "  vhether  he  is  aware  that  this 
sohool  was  in  course  of  ereotion,  with  the 
knowledge  and  sanotion  of  the  Educa- 
tion Department,  before  the  Swansea 
School  Board  made  any  application  to 
extend  their  school ;  whether  it  was  built 
and  opened,  and  under  notice  for  ita  first 
inspection,  before  the  contract  for  the 
extension  of  the  Board  Sohool  was 
signed  ;  whether  it  was  built  at  a  time 
when    more   accommodation   was  re* 
quired  ;  whether  a  deficiency  existed  of 
about  1 20  places,  being  about  the  num- 
ber needed  by  the  Catholic  population 
of  the  district;  whether,   when  the 
iSchool  Board  carried  out  its  extension, 
there  was  no  deficency,  as  all  the  vacan- 
cies discovered  by  the  Board  had  by  that 
time  already  been  supplied;  whether 
there  are  at  present  several  hundred 
places  unoccupied  in  the  Board  School ; 
and,  whether  this  unnecessary  extension 
has  caused  the  ratepayers  of  Swansea 
upwards  of  £4,000? 

Thb  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Ltoh 
Flayfaib)  (Leeds,  8.):  My  attention 
has  been  directed  to  the  case  of  the 
school  referred  to.  It  was  in  course  of 
erection  with  the  knowledge  of  the  Edu- 
cation Department  before  the  School 
Board  made  application  to  extend  their 
school.  But  the  Department  had  given 
Canon  Wilson  direct  and  explicit  notice 
that  before  sanctioning  it  they  must  take 
the  opinion  of  the  Board.  The  school 
was  opened  on  August  11, 1884,  and  con- 
sent was  given  to  the  loan  for  the  Board 
school  in  January,  1885.  To  the  fourth 
and  fifth  Qnestions,  I  have  to  reply  that 
more  accommodation  was  required,  and 
that  there  was  a  defidencyof  about  120 
places.  The  number  of  places  needed  by 
the  Boman  Catholic  population  was,  ac- 
carding  to  the  Board's  Census,  about  90, 
The  carrying  out  of  the  extension  of  the 
Board  schom  went  on  from  the  time  at 
which  it  was  approved  by  the  Education 


Department  on  ground  of  the  deficiency 
stated  as  above  and  of  the  Board's  esti- 
mate of  the  probable  increase  of  popula- 
tion. We  have  no  knowledge  of  the 
number  of  places  vacant  in  the  Board 
school  at  present;  the  attendance  seems 
to  be  rapidly  increasing ;  but  in  June 
last  year,  at  the  day  of  the  inspection, 
there  were  382  vacant  places.  The  loan 
granted  by  the  Public  Works  Loaa 
Oonunissioaers  was  £3,830.  A  state- 
ment that  the  Sdiool  Board  object  to  a 
school  as  nnneeessaiy,  and  that  the  Edu- 
cation Department  see  no  ireason  for 
differing  fcom  the  Bosrd,  has  generally 
been  held  as  equivalent  to  "reasons  of 
the  Education  Department  for  refunng 
annual  grant,"  as  required  by  Section  98 
of  the  Elementary  Education  Act  of  1 870. 
It  is  so  in  all  the  other  cases,  five  in 
number,  in  the  Beport  quoted.  Indiri- 
dual  oases  are  not  submitted  to  the  whole 
Committee  of  Council.  The  decision  in 
this  case  was  made  by  Lord  Carlingford 
and  Mr.  Mundella  in  December  1884, 
and  sustained  by  Viscount  Oranbrook 
and  Sir  Henry  Holland  in  January, 
1886.  If  the  hon.  Member  will  move 
for  the  Correspondence  in  this  case  it 
will  be  given.  The  case  has  been  re- 
peatedly under  the  consideration  of  the 
Lord  President  and  Vice  Fresid«it  of 
the  Council,  and  is  now  under  that  of 
the  Boyal  Commission. 

THE  LORD  LIEUTENANT  OF  IRELAND— 
THE  DE^  OF  THE  CHAPEL  ROTAL. 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Tyrone,  S. )  ( for  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healt)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  present 
Lord  Lietenant  of  Ireland  has  to  avail 
himself  of  the  religious  ministrations  of 
the  Dean  of  the  Chapel  Royal,  who  is  a 
member  of  a  communion  to  which  His 
Excellency  does  not  belong,  the  Govern- 
ment would,  as  a  mark  of  respect  to  the 
Viceroy,  and  to  the  Presbyterian  Church 
of  which  he  is  a  member,  place  a  suffi- 
cient Vote  on  the  Estimates  for  the  ser- 
vices of  a  viceregal  chaplain  of  the 
Presbyterian  Church  during  Lord  Aber- 
deen's vioeroyalty ;  if  he  can  say  whe- 
ther there  would  be  any  obstacle,  legal 
or  otherwise,  to  Presbyterian  worship 
being  conducted  in  the  Chapel  Boyal  at 
Dublin  Castle ;  in  whom  is  that  edifice 
vested;  and,  is  it  intended,  on  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  successor  to  the  present 
Dean  of  the  Chapel  Boyal,  to  have  re^ 
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gard  to  the  fact  that  all  Yiceroys  may 
not  in  future  belong  to  the  diseetab- 
lished  Teli^ion  in  Ireland  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
JoHs  Morlkt)  (Newcastle- on -Tyne)  : 
The  Chapel  Royal  at  Dublin  Castle 
18  by  law  veBted  in  the  Dean.  The  pre- 
sent Dean  holds  his  office  for  life.  The 
Question  which  the  hon.  Member  puts 
appeared  to  me  to  bear  so  much  of  a 
personal  character,  that  I  hare  thought 
it  right  to  coDSult  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
himself.  His  Exoellenoy  informs  me 
that  he  has  every  reason  to  be  satisfied 
vith  the  ministratioQa  of  the  present 
Dean,  who  is  his  ex  officio  chaplain ;  and 
that  if  at  any  time  he  should  wish  to 
attend  any  of  the  Irisli  Presbyterian 
churches  he  will  have  no  hesitation  in 
doing  so.  At  the  same  time,  His  Excel- 
lency assures  me  that  if  the  House  of 
Commons  should  see  fit  to  make  provi- 
sion in  the  Estimates,  as  suggested,  he 
will  cheerfully  undertake  to  see  that  the 
money  is  properly  expended.  As  re- 
gards the  last  paragraph  of  the  Ques- 
tion, I  fear  it  would  tax  even  the  hon. 
Member's  ingenuity  in  a  single  appoint- 
ment to  provide  for  all  the  possible 
theological  oontingenoiea  that  might 
arise. 

THE  INDEPENDENT  NATIVE  STATES— 
THE  MARTINI-HENBY  BIFLE. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  OH0KCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  the  engage- 
ments entered  into  by  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment, with  regard  to  the  arming  of 
Indian  Native  Troops  with  Martini- 
Henrys,  will  be  carried  out  ? 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell- Bahnkbman)  (Stirling,  &o.)  : 
I  do  not  quite  understand  waat  the 
"  engagements  "  are  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  refers,  and  he  appears  to  be  under 
some  misconception  of  the  facts  of  the 
case.  I  believe  that  it  was  at  one  time 
in  contemplation  to  arm  some  of  the 
Native  Indian  troops  with  the  Martini- 
Henry  rifle.  This  intention,  however, 
was  abandoned,  the  reason  assigned 
being  that  if  the  Native  Army  was 
armed  partly  with  the  Martini-Henry 
and  partly  with  the  Snider,  while  the 
British  luantry  used  the  new  M^ni- 
Enfield,  there  would  arise  great  incon- 
venience in  the  case  of  any  military 
operations,  owing  to  the  necessity  of 
taking  into  the  field  three  different  sorts 
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of  ammunition.  I  am  not  sure  whether 
the  decision  on  these  grounds  to  re- 
linquish the  idea  of  putting  the  Martini- 
Henry  into  the  hands  of  the  Native 
troops  was  taken  before  or  during  the 
noble  Lord's  tenure  of  the  Office  of 
Secretary  of  State  for  India ;  but  it  was 
certainly  taken  before  the  present  Go- 
vernment came  into  Office. 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  whether  it  was  not  the  fact  that 
already  some  40,000  Martini-Henry  riflea 
had  been  supplied  to  the  Native  troops ; 
and,  wheUier  the  difficulty  as  to  the 
three  different  kinds  of  ammunition  had 
been  determined  before  the  late  Govern- 
ment came  into  Office  ? 

Mb.  OAMPBELL-BANNEBMAN  re. 
plied  that  his  ioformation  was  directly 
to  the  contrary  of  that  of  the  noble  Lord. 
It  was  quite  true  that  40,000  Martini- 
Henrys  had  been  sent  out  to  India  as 
part  of  a  previous  transaction,  and  it 
was  since  they  had  been  sent  out  that 
the  change  of  decision  had  taken  place. 

EDUCATIONAL     ENDOWMENTS  ACT 

(SCOTLAND),  1882-MIS8  LUCY  CAMP- 
BELLS BEQUEST. 

Mr.  MACFABLANE  (Argyll)  asked 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  If  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  a  Memorial  of 
ratepayers  of  Campbeltown  and  others, 
addressed  to  the  Commissioners  uiuler 
the  Education  Endowments  Act  (Scot- 
land) of  188'i,  praying  that  a  portion  of 
the  funds  bequeathed  by  the  late  Miss 
Lucy  Campbell  may  be  applied  to  give 
free  education  to  the  children  of  the 
working  classes,  as  provided  in  the  be- 
quest of  the  lady  referred  to,  and  that 
tiie  funds  may  not  be  diverted  for  the 
promotion  of  higher  education ;  and, 
what  steps  he  proposes  to  take  in  the 
matter  ? 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Tbeveltan)  (Hawick,  &c.) :  In 
answer  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, I  have  to  state  that  the  considera- 
tion of  any  such  Memorial  as  that  to 
which  he  refers  rests  with  the  Educa- 
tional Endowments  Conmusnonera,  and 
not  with  the  Scotch  Edacation  Depart- 
ment ;  and  that  neither  the  pontion  of 
the  fund  in  question,  nor  any  Memorial 
relating  to  it,  will  come  bef<n>e  the  De- 
partment until  a  draft  scheme  has  been 
submitted  to  the  Departinent  by  the 
Oommissionara. 
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INLAND  NAVIGATION  AND  DRAINAGE 
(IRELAND)— THE  DRAINAGE  OP  THE 
RIVER  SUCK. 

Mb.  HABR18  (Galway,  E.)  asked 
the  Oliief  Secretary  to  the  Ijord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  works 
which,  were  being  carried  on  near  the 
town  of  Ballinasloe,  with  the  object  of 
improviug  the  drainage  of  the  I£ivor 
Suck,  are  suspended ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther the  GoTernment  will  urge  the  Suck 
Drainage  Board  to  recommence  the 
works,  as  there  is  great  distress  in  that 
town  and  district  at  present,  owing  to 
the  want  of  employment  ? 

The  SECRETAET  TO  THE  TBEA- 
SURY  (Mr.  HEimT  H.  Fowlbe) 
(^Volverhampton,  E.) :  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  will  allow  me  to  answer  the 
Question.  The  works  in  question  are 
under  the  control  of  the  Drainage  Board. 
The  works  were  not  long  ago  suspended 
in  consequence  of  the  death,  of  the  en- 
gineer, and  the  aeeeasity  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  fresh  ofiScers.  The  vork  will 
shortly  be  resumed. 

VACCINATION-i'ATAL  RESULTS  AT 
EYDE  {ISLE  OP  WIGHT). 

Mb.  PIOTON  (Leicester)  asked  the 
President  of  the  Local  Qovamment 
Board,  Whether  an  inquiry  was  recently 
held  at  Byde  into  a  number  of  cases  of 
alleged  disastrous,  and,  in  some  in- 
stances, fatal  results  of  vaccination; 
whether  he  haa  received  the  Beport  of 
that  inquiry ;  and,  whether  he  will  lay 
it  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  7 

Ihb  president  (Mr.  Joseph 
Ghahbeblain)  (Birmingham,  W^r  iQ 
reply,  said,  that  from  the  Inspector's 
Report  it  appeared  that  in  one  case  a 
child  had  died  from  erysipelas  after  vac- 
cination \  but  there  were  no  circum- 
stances to  lead  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
diseaae  had  been  connected  with  the 
vaccination.  In  another  fatal  case,  also 
that  of  a  child,  there  was  nothing  to 
show  any  relation  between  the  vaccina- 
tion and  the  infantile  disease  from  which 
the  child  Bu£fered. 

SLAVEfiC  IK  BRAZIL-THE  SABAIVA 
ACT. 

SiK  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham, 
Barnard  OasUe)  asked  the  Under  Secie- 
tary  of  State  for  foreign  Aflaire,  Wbe- 
Ut^r  the  (^veanjDwat  have  received  the 
text  of  tiie  recent  Act  pamed  by  tJbe 
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Legislature  of  Brazil  in  r^OTcQce  to 
slavery  in  that  Empire,  known  as  the 
Saraiva  Act ;  and,  whether  it  is  in  con- 
travention of  the  terms  of  the  Bio  Branoo 
Law  of  1871  with  regard  to  slavery? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Beyce)  (Aberdeen,  8.) : 
Tho  text  of  the  Act  has  been  received 
from  Her  Majesty's  Charge  d' Affaires  at 
Rio  de  Janeiro,  and  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table;  its  provisions  do  not  appear  to 
be  in  contravention  of  the  Law  of  1871, 
although  they  axe  not  as  liberal  as  it 
was  hoped  they  would  have  been. 

IRELAND— "THE  FREEMAN'S 
JOURNAL  •»  OFFICE  AT  EATH5nNES. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  Uie  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  he  is  aware  that 
the  Bathmines  Post  andTdegraph  Office 
is  the  local  Freman*a  Journal  o£Sce ;  and, 
if  it  is  consistent  with  the  rules  of  the 
Public  Service  that  the  telegraph  clerks 
should  be  employed  in  the  sale  of  Na- 
tionalist newspapers  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  HEJfEY  H.  Fowlee) 
(Wolverhampton,  E. ) :  Perhaps  the 
hon.  Member  will  allow  me  to  answer 
the  Question.  The  postal  telegraph  office 
at  Bathmines  is  a  receiving  office,  the 
keeper  of  which  carries  on  a  tuivate 
trade,  and,  I  believe,  is  agent  for  the 
sale  of  TAn  Freeman's  Journal.  There  are 
no  post^  or  telegraph  clerks  employed 
there,  the  receiver  bong  his  own  ser- 
vant The  Post  Office  regulations  do 
not  prevent  reoeivera  irom  oeing  news- 
paper agents. 

THE  CHAMTT  OOUMISSIONERS-THE 
PAROCHIAL  CHABITIES  OP  THE 
CITY  OF  LONDON. 
Mr.  CABVELL  WILLIAMS  (Not- 
tingham, 8.)  asked  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council,  Whether 
the  Charity  Commissioners  have  com- 
pleted the  inquiry  into  the  nature,  tenure, 
and  value  of  the  parochial  charitiea  of  the 
City  of  London,  which  they  were  re- 
quired to  make  by  the  Act  passed  in  1883; 
and,  if  not,  when  such  inquiry  Is  likely 
to  be  completed,  and  the  findings  and 
determinations  at  which  the  Commis- 
sioners have  arrived  in  relation  thereto, 
to  be  made  publiOf  aa  required  by  that 
Aet? 

Tnie  VICE  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Liow 
PtASi-AHO  (Lm^s,  S.).;  Th^  Charity 
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Oommisdoners  IiaTe  praotloally  oom- 
pleted  Uie  inquiry  into  the  whole  of  the 
Charities  of  the  Oity  of  London  included 
in  the  Schedule  of  the  Act,  1883,  The 
results  of  the  inquiry  have  been  tabu- 
lated, and  will  forni  the  basis  of  the 
Schedules  which  they  are  required  by 
the  Act  to  publish ;  but  some  time  will 
necessarily  elapse  before  the  publication 
can  be  oompleted. 

PUBLIC  WORKS  (IRELAND)-COimcrr 
LABOUR. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
ffalf  EO  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  "What  is 
the  number  of  convicts  now  employed 
on  public  works  in  Ireland,  and  on  what 
works  they  are  employed ;  what  number 
of  convicts  it  is  proposed  to  employ  on 
projected  harbour  worksin  that  Country; 
whether  he  can  inform  the  House  when 
the  various  works  od  which  couTicts  are 
now  employed  will  be  completed  ;  and, 
whether  it  has  been  brought  to  his 
notice,  that  iu  the  last  Report  of  the 
General  Prisons  Board  it  is  shown  that 
the  Board  hnre  been  obliged  to  resort  to 
many  expedients  to  keep  the  convicts  in 
Ireland  fully  employed  since  the  break- 
ing up  of  Spike  Island  Prison,  and— 

That  when  the  works  now  in  hand,  which 
will  not  extend  ow  man^  months,  are  com- 

S luted,  it  will  be  quite  imposeible  to  find  at 
[ountjoy  oat  of  doors  laboar  for  the  convictt 
who  should  be  employed  on  public  works  ?  " 

TsB  CHIE  F  SECRETARY  ( Mr.  John 
Moblbt)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne)  :  The 
number  of  oonviote  at  preseut  employed 
on  public  wwks  in  Ireland  is  480.  They 
are  enga^^  in  the  construction  and  re- 
oonatruction  of  prison  buildings  and  in 
various  trades.  It  is  expected  Uiat  the 
building  works  now  in  hand  will  be 
oompleted  about  the  end  of  this  or  the 
beginning  of  next  year.  The  number 
of  convicts  which  it  is  proposed  to  em- 
ploy on  the  projected  works  at  Qalway 
is  about  800  ;  though  the  Board  tell  me 
that  after  making  necessary  allowances 
for  fatigues,  tradesmen,  servants,  the 
sick,  and  light  labour  men,  they  are 
doubtful  whether  that  number  will  be 
actually  available  for  the  works  proper, 
owing  to  the  gratifying  ciroumstanoe 
that  they  are  lookina^  forward  to  a  dimi' 
nution  of  the  number  of  eonvicts.  I 
oaonot  sa^  whether  it  is  now  possible  to 
name  a  date  for  the  oommencemant  of 
the  works  at  Oolway.  I  am  aware  that 
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the  hon.  Member  for  that  city  is  much 
interested  in  the  project,  and  he  has 
written  me  several  letters  about  it ;  but 
he  had  better  put  himself  into  com- 
munication with  the  Board  in  reference 
to  the  matter. 

CRIME   AND    OTJTRA.GE  (IRELAND)— 
ACTION  OF  THE  KILMACOW 
NATIONAL  LEAGUE. 

Captain  M'CALMONT  (Antrim.  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  a  resolu- 
tion passed  at  a  meeting  of  the  IGImaoow, 
county  Kilkenny,  Branch  of  the  Na- 
tional League  on  December  20th  last, 
and  reported  in  7%«  Muntter  ExpretB  of 
December  26th  las^  to  the  following 
efiTect : — 

"  That  we  condemn  the  action  of  Mr.  Ray- 
mond Delapoer  in  allowiog  himBeU  to  be  made 
the  tool  of  the  so-called  Loyaliat  Faction,  and 
we  hereby  admonish  the 'members  of  this 
Braooh  that  he  is  unworthy  of  any  social  rela- 
tions in  the  f  atnre ; " 

whether  a  respectable  farmer,  named 
John  Hunt,  who  had  never  joined  the 
League,  was  one  of  thtf  assenting  nomi- 
nators of  Mr.  Delapoer;  whether,  after 
the  election,  he  was  told  he  would  be 
burnt  in  effigy,  and  then  boycotted,  if 
be  did  not  apologise  for  his  conduct  and 
become  a  member  of  the  League ;  and, 
whether,  in  consequence  of  these  threats, 
Hunt  was  compelled  to  attend  the  meet- 
ing of  the  Kilmaoow  Branch  above  re- 
ferred to,  and  apologise  for  having  de- 
clared war  against  the  National  Cause 
in  signing  Mr.  Delapoer's  nomination 
paper? 

The  CHIEF  SECEETART  (Mr.  Johh 
MoRLBY)  (NewcasUe-on-Tyne) :  Except 
that  it  is  not  olear  whether  Hunt  was 
told  he  would  be  "  Boyootted,"  or 
whether  he  became  alarmed  at  the  pro- 
posal to  bum  him  in  effigy,  I  am  in- 
formed the  facts  are  as  stated. 

POOR   LAW    (lEELANDj-SUPPLY  OP 
DRUGS  FOR  DISPENSARIES. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
the  Local  Government  Board  will  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  taking  measures 
to  secure  the  supply  of  drugs  of  good 
qualify  to  the  dispensaries  oonneeted 
with  the  Fo(ff  Ijaw  Adodnutratioh  in 
Inland  P 
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Thb  chief  SEOKETART  (Mr. 
JoHH  Moblet)  (Newoaatle-on-Tyne) : 
Of,  course,  Sir,  the  Local  Governmeot 
Board  consider  it  a  matter  of  much  im- 
portance that  Boards  of  Guardians 
should  procure  medicines  of  good 
quality ;  and  by  means  of  Reports  from 
tiieir  Inspectors  and  the  medical 
officers,  and  by  bringing  the  subject 
under  the  Guardians'  notice  when  ne- 
cessary, they  endeavour  to  seoare  that 
the  BuppHee  are  good  and  sufficient. 
B^rond  Utis,  however,  they  hare  no 
control,  as  it  rests  with  the  Guardians 
to  enter  into  the  necessary  contracts.  I 
am  informed  that  in  1870  an  effort  was 
made  to  establish  a  central  depot  for 
these  supplies ;  but  obstacles  were  found 
to  exist  in  carrying  out  the  arrangement, 
and  the  next  year  the  order  on  the  sub- 
ject was  rescinded. 

THE  NEW  PUBUC  OFFICES-THE 
PLANS  FOR  RE- ARRANGEMENT. 

Mb.  STORY-MASKELYNE  (Wilts, 
Cricklade)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury.  If  he  will  sanction  the  distri- 
bution to  Members  of  the  plana  and  pro- 
posals of  the  Institute  of  British  Archi- 
tects, regarding  a  re-arrangement  of  the 
space  and  the  buildingsto  oe  erected  on 
for  the  future  offices,  war  and  the  Ad- 
miralty; and,  if  he  will  endeavour  to 
have  it  issued  befbre  the  discussion  in 
this  House  ? 

Thb  SEOEETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowlee)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  I  understand  that 
the  plans  and  propossls  in  question 
hare  been  already  sent  to  every  Member 
of  Parliament,  eo  that  it  is  unnecessary 
that  they  should  be  oiroulated  again 
ofQcially. 

CHURCH   OP  IRELAND-COLLECTION 
OP  TITHE  RENT-CHARGE. 

Me.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  tithe  rent-charge  (not  in 
process  of  redemption)  formeriy  belong- 
ing to  the  Church  of  Ireland  is  now 
collected  by  Commissioners  nominated 
by  the  Government  without  deduction 
on  aceoaut  of  the  depression  of  prioea  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
JoHK  MoBiiSY)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
Tithe  rent-<^arge  is  collected  by  the 
Iridi  Laad  Commissioners  under  the 
Jxuh  Ohnicfa  Act  Amendment  Act,  18S1. 
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They  have  no  power  to  grant  abate- 
ments. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE   (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES) -THE  FORESHORE  OF 
TEIGN MOUTH  HARBOUR. 

Mb.  SEALE-HAYNE  (Devon.  Ash- 
burton)  aeked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  Edward  Newton,  a  fisher- 
man, has  been  imprisoned  in  Exeter 
Gaol  for  an  indefinite  period  for  gather- 
ing cockles  on  the  foreshore  of  Teign- 
mouth  Harbour  or  Tidal  Estuary  of  the 
Teign,  in  the  county  of  Devon,  in  dis- 
obedience of  an  injunction  of  a  county 
court  judge;  whether  the  said  Edward 
Newton  is  still  in  prison ;  whether  the 
inhabitants  of  Teig^mouth  have,  from 
time  immemorial,  gathered  cockles  on 
the  foreshore  of  Teignmouth  Harbour ; 
and,  whether  he  is  aware  that  the  in- 
dustry of  gathering  cockles  has  afforded 
the  means  of  support  to  a  large  number 
of  poor  families  at  Teigomouth  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childbrs)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  This  is  a 
County  Court  case,  and  the  Secretary 
of  State  has  no  direct  power  of  inter- 
ference; but  on  my  attention  being 
drawn  to  the  matter  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber I  at  once  communicated  with  the 
County  Court  Judge  asking  for  his  ob- 
servations. The  Judge  says  that  the 
part  of  the  bed  of  the  river  in  which 
this  occurred  is  private  property,  and  is 
laid  out  with  much  trouble  and  expense 
as  an  ojster  prerarve.  Its  title  to  be 
considered  private  property  has  been  bo 
clearly  proved  to  the  Judge  that  he  has 
frequently  granted  injunotions  to  re- 
strain the  bed  being  interfered  with  by 
trespassers.  With  regard  to  Edward 
Newton,  the  Judge  has  ordered  his  im- 
mediate release,  on  the  condition  that 
he  will  obey  the  injunction.  Of  course, 
the  injunction  only  applies  to  that  part 
of  the  bed  which  is  private  property ; 
and  so  I  presume  the  industiy  of  gather- 
ing cockles  is  not  generally  aflfected 
by  it. 

EXCISE-HOME -GROWN  TOBACCO. 

SiB  EDWARD  BIRKBEOK  (Nor- 
folk, E.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchet^uer,  Whether  he  has  given  con- 
sideration to  the  question  of  allowing 
the  agricultaristsof  the  United  Kingdom, 
underproper  restrictions,  to  grow  tobacco 
for  sale;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will 
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cause  in^oiiy  to  be  made  vitb  the  view 
of  asBiBtiDg  the  agrtouUural  interest  in 
thiB  matter  ? 

The  OHANOELLOBof  thb  EXGHE- 
QT7  £B  (Sir  Willuh  Habooubt) 
(Derby) :  I  need  not  say  if  anything 
could  be  done  for  the  advantage  of  the 
agriculturists  and  cultiTators  of  the  soil 
of  Bngland  I  should  be  extremely  happy 
to  co-operate  in  such  a  course.  This 
question  of  the  growth  of  tobacco  in 
this  country  is  by  no  means  a  new  one, 
and  has  been  often  considered.  The 
hon.  Member  is  probably  aware  that  up 
to  1830  it  was  permitted  in  Ireland 
without  any  charge.  The  matter  was 
at  that  time  examined  by  a  Committee ; 
and  it  was  found  that  though  the  Irish 
dimate  was  considered  peculiarly  favour- 
able to  its  growth,  it  was  only  employed 
to  the  extent  of  fiOO  acres.  The  result 
of  the  Beport  of  that  Committee  was 
that  the  otUtivatiou  of  tobacco  oonld 
not  be  continued  in  Ireland  without  tke 
same  privileges  being  extended  to  Eng- 
land UBO,  and  that  in  both  cases  it  would 
be  necessary  to  impose  an  Excise  Duty. 
The  question  has  frequently  been  con- 
sidered at  the  Treasury  since  that  time ; 
and  it  was  calculated  that  the  Excise 
Duty  to  protect  the  Eevenue  which  it 
would  be  necessary  to  impose — namely, 
about  £300  an  acre,  would  be  prohibi- 
tory, and,  in  fact,  it  could  not  be  worked. 
But  if  the  hon.  Member  thinks  later  in- 
formation would  throw  li^ht  on  the 
matter,  and  remove  the  difficulties,  I 
should  be  most  happy  to  communicate 
with  him,  or  with  any  other  practical 
agriculturiat,  with  a  view  to  the  farther 
consideration  of  the  subject. 

Mb.  PTNE  (Waterford,  W.)  asked 
whether  it  was  proposed  to  place  a  tax 
of  £300  an  acre  on  the  growth  of  tobacco 
in  Ireland  ? 

Sib  WILUAM  HAEOOITRT  said, 
no ;  but  that  was  the  tax  proposed  some 
years  ago  on  tobacco  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  that  the  fact  that  only 
500  acres  were  under  tobacco  in  Ireland 
when  it  could  be  grown  free  was  cal- 
culated to  prove  that  the  cultivation  of  it 
was  not  remimerative  f 

LiaUOR  TBAFFIC  IN  THE  NORTH  SEA 
—CONFERENCE  AT  THE  HAGUE. 

Sib  EDWAED  BIBKBEOK  (Nor- 
folk, £.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  the 
German  Govonment  has  consented  to 
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take  part  in  the  proposed  Oonferenoe  at 
the  Ha^ue  on  the  subject  of  the  Uqwa 
traffic  in  the  North  Sea;  and,  if  so, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
take  each,  steps  as  may  be  practicable, 
with  the  view  to  the  early  meeting  of 
tliat  Conference  ? 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Beyoe)  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  I 
am  glad  to  inform  my  hon.  Friend  and 
the  House  that  the  Qerman  Government 
have  consented  to  take  part  in  this  Con- 
ference. Her  Majesty's  Government  is 
now  in  oommunioation  with  the  Nether- 
lauds  Government  on  the  subject,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  that  the  latter  will  con- 
voke the  meeting  at  the  earliest  date 
possible.  My  hon.  Friend  may  rest 
assured  that,  as  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment fully  appreciate  the  importance  of 
the  matter  to  which  he  has  devoted  so 
much  oare  and  attention,  there  will  be 
no  delay  on  their  part  in  brinj^g  it  to 
a  Buooeaaful  tenmnatioo. 

POOB  LAW  (IRELAND)— ELECTION  OF 
GUARDIANS. 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Tyrone,  8.)  (for 
Mr.  T.  M.  Hbaxt)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  ap- 
proaching Poor  Law  Elections  in  Ire- 
land, th.e  Local  Government  Board 
will  give  instructions  to  allow  the  solici- 
tors of  candidates  to  be  present  at  the 
scrutiny  of  votes  in  order  to  obviate  the 
expense,  delay,  and  inconvenience  of 
subsequent  sworn  inquiries  into  elec- 
tions, which  have  become  so  frequent  of 
late  years  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
John  Mobley)  (Newoastle-on-Tyne) : 
I  have  to  say,  in  reply  to  this  Qnwtion, 
that  I  am  in  communication  with  the 
Local  Government  Board  on  the  matter. 

EASTERN  ROUMELU— CUSTOMS 
CORDON. 

Mr.  BOURKE  (Lynn  Regis)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Afiairs,  Whether  the  attention  of  the 
Government  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that  a  line  of  Custom  Houses  has, 
within  the  last  three  weeks,  been  estab- 
lished between  Eastern  Roumelia  and 
Turkey;  whether  this  is  a  breach  of  tlio 
Organic  statute ;  whether  it  will  preju- 
dicially afleet  the  interests  of  Brituk 
oommeree  i  and,  vhat  steps  the  Oovero- 
ment  propose  to  take  with  respect  to  it  ? 
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The  TJNDER  8ECEETAKY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bbyce)  (Aberdeen,  S.) : 
HerMajeHty'sQovernment  have  received 
information  that  orders  have  been  g^iven 
to  the  Bulgarian  Authorities  to  eetablisb 
a  Customs  Cordon  on  the  South-Eastern 
Frontier  of  Eastern  Koumelia,  and  to 
levy  an  export  duty  of  IJ  per  cent  ad 
valorem  on  cattle  and  sheep.  This  duty 
would  therefore  not  direcUy  affect  Bri- 
tish  commerce;  but  this  measure  appears 
to  be  contrary  to  the  proTisions  of  the 
Oi^anio  Statute  and  of  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin,  and  is  the  subject  of  communica- 
tions now  passing  between  the  Gtovern- 
ments  of  toe  Signatory  Powers  apd  be- 
tween Her  Majesty's  OoTenuuent  and 
the  OoTemment  of  Bulgaria.  I  am 
glad,  therefore,  to  be  able  to  add  that 
satisfactory  assurances  have  been  re- 
ceived from  the  Bulgarian  Qovernment 
that  duties  will  not  be  levied  on  the 
frontier  between  Eastern  Boumelia  and 
Turkey  until  some  arrangement  has 
been  arrived  at  oa  the  subject. 

SOUTH  AFRICA  (BE0H17ANALANI))-SIR 

CHARLES  WARREN'S  EXPEDITION. 

Mb.  POBTMAN  (Dorsetshire,  N.) 
ashed  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  the  recommendations  of  Sir 
Charles  Warren  have  been  fully  recog- 
nised in  the  distribution  of  rewards  to 
the  officers  commanding  the  different 
branches  of  the  late  Bechnanaliuid  Ex- 
peditionary Force,  to  whose  share  in 
the  brilUant  soocess  of  the  enterprise 
Sir  0.  Warren  has  publicly  and  re- 
peatedly testified ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Qovernment  will  still 
consider  the  cases  of  the  officers  who 
were  in  command  of  the  Boyal  Engi- 
neers, Boyal  Artillery,  the  line  of  com- 
munioatione,  and  of  the  Medical  De- 
partment ? 

Thi  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell- Bankeruah)  (Stirling,  &o.) : 
Full  weight  was  Ki^en  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  Sir  Qiarles  Warren  when 
the  question  was  considered  by  the  War 
and  Colonial  Offices,  and  I  cannot  un- 
dertake to  re-open  the  question. 

ENOI.AND  AND  IRELAND  —  A  SUB. 
MARINE  TUNNEL. 

OOLOiTEL  BIjTXNDELIj  (Lancashire, 
S.W.|  lace)  ashed  the  Chief  Secretary 


to  the  Lord  lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther the  possibility  of  connecting  Great 
Britain  with  Ireland  by  a  sub-marine 
tunnel  has  ever  been  considered  by  com- 
petent engiaeera,  now  that  the  possibi- 
lity of  making  a  tunnel  between  England 
and  France  is  believed  to  be  estab- 
lished, if  regarded  solely  from  an  engi- 
neer's point  of  view ;  if  not,  whether 
the  Oovemment  is  disposed  to  have  the 
subject  so  considered,  the  distance  be- 
tween Fort  Patrick  and  Donaghadee 
being  about  equal  to  that  between 
Dover  and  Calais,  though  the  interven- 
ing strata  are  probaluy  much  more 
difficult  between  Qxeat  Britain  and 
Ireland  than  between  England  and 
France? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr. 
John  Morlet)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
I  am  not  aware  that  this  project  has 
ever  been  seriously  and  practically  en- 
tertained. I  do  not  think  the  Qovern- 
ment, under  any  circumstances,  should 
take  the  initiative  in  such  a  matter. 

IRELAND   (EVIC3TION8)-THE  HIGH 
SHERIFF  OF  DUBLIN. 

Me.  DE  COBAIN  (Belfast,  E.)  ashed 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant of  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  language  used  by  the 
High  Sheriff  of  the  City  of  Dublin,  at  a 
meeting  held  in  that  city,  under  the 
presidency  of  Mr.i  Davitt,  T.C.,  and 
reported  in  I^eman*t  Journal  of  the 
8td  of  March,  viz. : — 

'*  Aa  Teg;ardfl  evictions,  he  liad  only  to  say 
that  such  a  disgrace  to  any  clvilizecl  coantry 
could  no  longer  be  permitted.  The  Hoglisa 
people,  and  the  present  English  novemmen  t, 
through  their  mouthpiece  Mr.  Morley,  have 
already  struck  a  death  blow  against  tiio  power 
of  the  landlords  to  evict  wholetale,  as  they  have 
done  in  the  past ;  " 

and,  what  steps  he  proposes  to  take, 
with  regard  to  the  public  functionary, 
to  repudiate,  on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's 
Qovernment,  the  charge  that  they  would 
be  a  party  to  the  suspension  of  the  Law 
of  the  land  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
JoHK  MouLET  (Newcastle- on-Tyne) : 
Sir,  I  do  not  see  that  the  observations 
of  the  High  Sheriff  call  for  any  comment 
from  me.  I  am  sure  the  hon.  Member 
can  hardly  expect  me  to  be  bound  by 
the  utterances  of  anyone  but  myself  in 
this  matter. 


Digitized  by 


119  Worimmon  {OOMlfONS}      GovemmmU  BftOiingt.  120 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)— CASE  OF  WILLTAM  BRIGHT. 
WELL. 

Mr.  CEEMEE  {Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston)  asked  the  honourable  Member 
for  Staffordshire  (North  Weetem  Divi- 
sion), as  a  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
dismissal  of  William  Brlghtwell  from 
his  appointmeDt  as  a  gardener  at  the 
British  Museum,  after  nine  years'  ex- 
exemplary  service,  in  consequence  of 
his  having  been  summoned  as  a  witness 
and  giving  evidence  at  Bow  Street 
Folioa  Court,  when  Charles  Pulman,  the 
Clerk  of  ^e  Works  at  the  British  Mu- 
seum, was  fined  by  the  magistrate  for 
poisoning  pigeons ;  whether  it  was 
Charles  Pulman  who  ordered  or  was  re- 
sponsible for  the  dismissal  of  William 
Brightwell;  whether  he  approves  of  this 
dismissal ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
remuneration  which  William  Bright- 
well  now  receives  for  the  employment 
which  has  been  found  for  him  at  the 
Houses  of  Parliament  is  nine  shillings 
and  one  penny  halfpenny  per  week  less 
than  he  received  at  the  British  Museum ; 
and,  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  rein- 
state William  Brightwell  in  his  former 
position,  or  compensate  him  for  the  loss 
which  he  has  sustained  ? 

The  LOED  of  theTREASUEY  (Mr. 
Leveson  GowEti)  (Statford,N.W.):  Wil- 
liam Brif(htwell  was  dismissed  by  Mr. 
William  Pulman  from  the  post  he  held  as 
labourer  under  the  contractor  at  the  Bri- 
tish Museum,  not  in  consequence  of  his 
having  ^Ten  evidence  at  Bow  Street 
against  Mr.  Pulman,  but  for  idleness 
and  insubordination.  The  Office  of 
Works,  however,  having  regard  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  were  willing 
that  other  employment  should  be  found 
for  him  by  the  contractor.  That  employ- 
ment is  less  remunerative.  If  he  had 
behaved  properly  in  his  former  post  he 
would  not  have  been  removed  from  it. 
The  case  was  fully  considered  by  the 
Earl  of  Morley's  Predecessor,  and  be 
was  not  prepared  to  reverse  the  decision 
which  was  uien  aiTired  at. 

Me.  Sbbjeant  SIMON  (Dewsbury) 
asked  of  what  the  insubordination  had 
consisted  ?   

Mr.  LETESON  GOWEB  said,  he 
was  not  aware  of  the  exact  particulars, 
but  would  make  inquiries  on  the  sub- 
ject. 


WORKMEN  ON  GOVERNMENT 
BtniiDINGB. 

Mb.  CEEMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston)  asked  the  honourable  Member 
for  Staffordshire  (North  Western  Divi- 
sion), as  a  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther the  employet  at  the  British  Museum, 
the  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  other 
Qovernmeot  Offices  are  servants  of  the 
Crown,  or  whether  they  are  the  servants 
of  contractors ;  whether  the  sum  allowed 
the  contractors  for  skilled  workmen  is 
at  the  rate  of  per  hour,  and  for  un- 
skilled workmen  fljrf.  per  hour;  whe- 
ther the  remuneration  received  by  the 
employh  is  \d.  ^er  hour  less  than  the 
contractor  receives  from  the  Govern- 
ment ;  when  the  contracts  expire ;  and, 
whether,  on  their  expiration,  the  Go- 
vernment will  undertfljce  to  engage  the 
mphyii  as  servants  of  the  Crown,  and 

Elace  them  on  the  same  footing  as  the 
igher  officials,  so  that  the  employii  may, 
in  common  with  the  higher  officials, 
receive  the  full  remuneration  allowed 
by  the  Government  for  their  services  ? 

The  LOED  of  the  TEEASUEY  (Mr. 
Leveson  Go^ver)  (Stafford,  N.W.) :  Tho 
workmen  alluded  to  in  my  hon.  Friend's 
Question  are  paid  by  tho  contractor, 
whose  servants  they  are.  The  arrange- 
ments made  by  the  men  with  their  em- 
ployers are  a  matter  which  it  does  not 
fall  within  the  province  of  the  Office  of 
AVorks  to  interfere  in.  It  must  be  re- 
membered that  the  contractor,  who  has 
great  expenses  and  runs  considerable 
risk,  has  to  make  his  profit  on  the  whole 
contract,  as  other  tradesmen  do,  and  not 
upon  materials  only.  If  the  principle 
advocated  by  my  hon.  Friend  were 
pushed  a  step  further  the  contractor 
must  supply  materials  as  well  as  labour 
at  the  prices  charged  by  the  sub-con- 
tractors. The  present  triennial  contracts 
for  the  works  for  the  Loudon  district 
expire  two  years  hence.  The  effect  of 
my  hon.  Friend's  last  proposal  would 
bo  to  convert  tho  Office  of  Works 
into  a  vast  builders'  establishment, 
with  this  disadvantage— that  it  would 
be  saddled  with  a  large  permanent 
staff  of  operatives,  who  would  be  main- 
tained whether  there  were  work  for 
them  or  not,  and  entitled  in  the  future 
to  pensions  or  compassionate  allowanCM. 
As  regards  the  prices  fixed  in  the  sche- 
dule of  the  Office  of  Works,  they  range 
ixoxsL  9}^.  to  1  \d.  per  hour  for  mechanics, 
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from  ^d,  to  6|i7.  for  meobanioB*  U- 
bouTOTS,  and  for  unskilled  labourers  are 
fixed  at  5(<I.  The  contract  was  tf^eOr 
after  competitioB,  at  a  reduodon  of  15 
per  cent  upon  these  prices. 

EBGISTRATION  OF  VOTEEIS  (IRELAND) 
ACT  — EXPENSES  OF  FBEPARING 
LISTS. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'0ONN0R(Donegal. 
E.)  (tor  Mr.  O'Dohbbtt)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  liord  laeutenant  of  Ire* 
land,  Whether  claims  for  alleged  actual 
expenses  of  Clerks  of  the  Peace  and  for 
printing  to  the  extent  of  £72,000  have 
been  made  to  Grand  Juries  in  Ireland  at 
tlie  present  Assizes  in  respect  of  the  revi- 
sion of  voters ;  whether  this  may  involve 
between  £50,000  and  £60,000  additional 
local  taxation  to  be  borne  exclusively 
by  the  occupiers  of  lands  and  houses  in 
Ireland  ;  whether  the  examination  and 
taxation  of  these  claims  of  county  offi- 
cials rests  with  brother  officials  of  the 
Grand  Jury,  and  if  any  instruction  have 
been  issued  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  for  the  guidance  of  these  taxing 
officers ;  whether  almost  all  the  £15,000 
Toted  last  year  has  gone  in  relief  of  the 
Poor  Rate ;  whether  the  landlords  have 
thereby  escaped  all  taxation  for  the  re- 
vision of  voters;  and,  whether,  under 
these  circumstances,  the  Govemment 
will  make  provision  in  the  Estimates  for 
giving  relief  to  the  occupiers  propor- 
tionate to  what  has  been  given  to  the 
owners  ? 

Thk  chief  secret  art  (Mr.  John 
Moklkt)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne),  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  not  aware  of  the  amount 
of  the  claims  made  to  the  Grand 
Juries  in  respect  of  thw  work.  What- 
ever the  sum  might  be,  it  would  be 
audited  by  the  officers  of  the  Local  Go- 
vemment  Board.  In  a  great  majority 
of  cases  the  poor  rate  was  paid  hw  by 
tiie  owner  and  half  by  the  occupier; 
and  the  relief,  therefore,  afEbrded  by 
the  Parliamentary  grant-in-aid— which, 
as  the  term  implied,  did  not  cover  the 
whole  charge  on  the  poor  rate  —  was 
shared  in  the  like  proportion. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O^CONNOR  asked 
whether  the  expense  was  not  paid  out  of 
the  county  cess,  and  not  the  poor  rate  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY;  I  am  informed 
that  it  is  out  of  the  poor  rate. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  gave 
Notice  of  a  furthw  Qoastion  on  the 
subject. 


CBIME    AND  OXTTRAOE  (IBELAND)- 
ATTAOK  ON  MHS.  HAMILTON. 
LANGAN. 

Captain  M'OALMONT  (Antrim,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  \^^lethe^  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  windows  of  Mrs.  Hamilton, 
of  Langan,  Ballyfarnan,  were,  on  Sunday 
night  last,  maliciously  broken  with 
stones ;  whether  her  last  remaining 
servant  was  compelled  to  leave  her  ser- 
vice on  Saturday  last ;  whether,  in  eou- 
sequence  of  the  tyranny  prevailing,  she 
is  unable  to  get  labourers  for  her  farm ; 
whether  till  recently  she  has  lived  on 
terms  of  friendship  and  good  will 
with  her  neighbours,  irrespective  of 
class  or  creed;  and,  whether  he  will 
give  this  lady  more  efi^ient  protection 
Uian  that  afforded  by  a  mere  police 
patrol? 

Ths  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 

Moeley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  No,  Sir ; 
it  is  not  the  fact  that  Mrs.  Hamilton's 
windows  were  maliciously  broken.  A 
crack  was  found  in  a  pane  of  glass  in 
an  outhouse  on  her  property  about  half- 
a-mile  from  her  house  by  her  son,  who 
casually  informed  a  constable  of  the 
circumstance,  but  declined  to  make  a 
complaint,  stating  that  he  believed  it 
was  done  through  mischief  by  some 
small  boy  when  passing.  The  report, 
which  is  from  the  officer  of  police,  goes 
on  to  state — 

"  Mrs.  Hamilton's  last  Torkman  left  her  on 
Saturday,  the  27th  ultimo,  of  hii  own  aooord. 
I  am  informed  that  she  could  obtain  farm 
lahoorers  if  she  requires  them.  To  the  best  of 
my  knowledge,  she  has  never  been  on  good 
terms  with  her  neighbours  owing  to  her  ecoen- 
trio  manner  and  unfortunate  tongue.  I  am  still  of 
opinion  that  the  ordinary  protection  afiorded 
the  police  to  nil  Her  Majeoty'a  subjects  in  this 
locality  is  sufficient  to  secure  Mrs.  Hamilton's 
safety." 

HARRIAOE  WITH  A  DECEASED 
-WIFE'S  SISTER— LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  "Whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment intend,  this  Session,  to  bring 
forward  any  measure  for  the  purpose  of 
legalising  Marriage  with  a  Deceased 
Wife's  Sister  ? 

Thb  GHANOELLOH  OB  the  EXOHE- 
QUER  (Sir  William  Haeooubt)  (Derby) 
(who  replied)  said :  My  right  hon.  Friend 
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has  asked  me  to  uinrer  this  Qaestion. 
It  is  one  Uiat  has  heen  for  many  jears 
in  the  hands  of  private  Members,  and  I 
do  not  know  that  it  would  derive  any 
particular  advantage  from  its  being 
taken  up  by  the  Government.  My  hon. 
Friend  is  aware  that  all  the  Members  on 
this  Bench,  and  most  of  tbose  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  have  supported  it. 
The  Government  are  not  inclined  to  in- 
crease and  extend  their  engagements 
with  re^rd  to  Bills  for  which  they  are 
responsible. 

PBIVILEGB. 

Mb.  BUJiON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  wish  to 
pot  a  Question  to  you,  Sir,  on  a  matter 
of  Privilege.    The  hon.  Member  for 

South  Kensington  (Sir  Algernon  Borth- 
wick)  is  reported,  when  speaking  at  a 
banquet  in  Kent,  on  Saturday,  to  have 
used  these  words — 

"  Mr.  Labonchere  and  his  beggarly  crow  was 
swelled  by  the  addition  of  86  Irish  Uem- 
bers." 

I  wish  to  know  if  it  is  in  Order  for  an 
hon.  Member  to  describe  Members  of 
{his  House  as  "  Mr.  Iiabouchere  and  his 
beggar^  crew  ?  " 

Mr.  SFEAEEE  :  The  language  com- 
plained of  by  the  hon.  Member  was  not 
uttered  in  this  House ;  and,  therefore,  I 
have  no  cognizance  of  it,  and  no  juris- 
diction. 

DISTRESS  IK  IRELAND-SUPPLY  OF 

SEED. 

Mb.  DEAST  (Mayo,  W.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Gluef  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  the  following 
Question,  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  Notice: — If  he  is  aware  of  the 
frightful  destitution  in  Achill,  and  the 
other  Islands  on  the  Western  Goast  of 
Ireland ;  whether  he  will  take  any  steps 
to  secure  that  no  person  shall  die  of 
starvation ;  and,  also,  if  he  can  now 
state,  and,  if  not,  when  will  he  be  in  a 
position  to  state,  what  measures  the  Go- 
vernment intend  to  take  to  enable  the 
people  to  seed  their  land  and  live  until 
they  have  their  potato  crop? 

Thb  chief  SEGBETABY  (Mr.  Jomr 
Uobi^bt)  (Newcastlo'On-Tyne) :  My  at- 
tention was  called  to  this  subject  at  the 
first  moment  of  my  taking  Offlee,  and  I 
lost  no  time  in  consulting  the  authori- 
ties in  reference  to  it.    The  diffiotdty,  aa 

Sir  WilUam  Serowri 


the  hon.  Members  opposite,  at  all  events, 
are  aware,  is  twofold.  In  the  first  place, 
these  unfortunate  people  are  without 
seed  for  spring  sowing;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  they  are,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber alleges,  in  a  state  of  acute  destitu- 
tion— I  may  say  I  ordering  on  absolute 
starvation.  The  question  was  most 
pressing ;  and,  after  oonsideriDg  the 
various  courses  open  to  me,  I  came  to 
the  conclusion  that,  as  regards  the  sup. 
ply  of  seed,  it  was  expedient,  both  to 
save  time  and  for  other  reasons,  that 
this  work  should  be  a  work  of  private 
benevolence.    I  ventured,  therefore^  to 

?Iace  myself  in  eommunicatioD  with  Mr. 
'uke ;  and  with  that  generosihr  which, 
we  might  expect  from  him  Mr.  Take 
took  the  matter  up,  and  oollMted  what 
he  hopes  will  prove  an  adequate  amount 
for  the  seed  supply.  I  believe  he  started 
last  night,  and  is  now  well  on  his  way  to 
the  West.  The  question,  therefore,  of 
the  seed  supply  is  in  good  hands.  In 
reference  to  the  other  question  of  the 
immediate  relief  of  those  dratitute  and 
starving,  Mr.  Take  and  the  gentlemen 
on  the  spot,  including  the  clei^y  of  the 
various  churches,  will  inform  me  by  not 
later  than  the  end  of  this  week  as  to  the 
actual  state  of  the  case,  and  as  to  the 
measures  and  the  amount  of  money  they 
think  are  required  for  the  alleviation  of 
this  misery.  I  have  received,  moreover, 
an  important  oommunioation  from  the 
o£S.cer8  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
suggesting  a  coarse  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  take ;  but  I  have  not  yet 
had  time  to  consider  it.  I  only  wish  to 
assure  hon.  Members  that  the  subject  is 
receiving  our  most  vigilant  attention, 
and  that  measures  are  being  taken  to 
deal  with  it. 

Mb.  DILLON  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  considered 
the  desirability  of  small  sums  of  money 
being  distributed  for  the  immediate 
reliet'of  the  destitution?  He  understood 
there  were  already  some  fiO  people 
unable  to  leave  their  beds  through 
hanger. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOELET  :  I  ought  to 
have  stated  that  I  understood  from  the 
telegram  I  received  thu  morning  from 
Dublin  that  a  small  anm  of  money  was 
already  on  its  way  to  be  used  for  the 
purpose  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Gentie- 
man,  and  I  hope  that  that  sum  will  be 
speedily  Bupplemented. 
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CROFTEBS  (SCOTLAND)  (No.  2)  BILL. 
(Jfr.  Trevgljfan,  THt  Lord  Advoeatt,  Mr. 
Solicitor  Qentralfor  Scotland.) 

[bxll  U8.]    becond  beadzhq. 

Order  for  Second  heading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  tlie  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Secretary  for  Scotland.) 

Mb.  RAMSAY  (Falkirk.  &o.),  in 
rising  to  more,  as  an  Amendment — 

"  That  it  is  requisite  that  any  measore  in- 
tended for  the  improretneot  of  the  condition  of 
the  population  of  the  Islands  on  the  West 
Cout  of  Scotland  shoald  make  ptovidon  for 
aBBMtiag  tiko  Tolnntary  etoigtation  of  families 
from  congested  district^/' 

said,  he  wished  to  call  attention  to  some 
of  the  facts  regarding  the  condition  of 
tlie  country  which  had  led  to  the  pro- 
posal now  before  the  House.  The  de^ 
fects  of  the  Bill  were  really  so  great  that, 
eren  if  it  were  rejected,  he  woald  see 
Tory  little  cause  for  regret.  The  mea- 
Bure  was  one  which  applied  to  a  certain 
limited  area  in  Scotland.  A  verj  limited 
proportion  of  the  popolatioii  of  the  High- 
hnda  would  be  affected  by  its  provi- 
taooB.  The  distress  which  was  justly 
eomplained  of  in  the  Highlands  might 
be  very  well  described  in.  terms  corre- 
sponding to  those  in  which  Irish  dis- 
tress had  been  spoken  of  by  the  right 
hon.  C^tleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  for 
IroUmd  (Mr.  John  Morley) — namely, 
as  of  gradual  growth,  and  the  intense 
suffering  of  many  of  the  people  in  the 
West  01  Scotland  was  matter  of  grave 
concern  to  those  who  took  an  interest  in 
the  welfare  of  that  popnlatioo.  When  the 
Kll  was  introduced  he  pointed  out  that 
it  contained  grave  defecta,  for  which  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gratleman  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  (Ur.  Trerelyan) 
might  be  able  to  proTide  some  remedy. 
The  limited  area  to  which  the  Bill 
applied  he  did  not  think  was  var- 
nnted  by  the  cinsnmstances  of  the 
ease.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad 
shrunk  from  introducing  a  measure  of 
this  nature  applicable  to  the  whole  of 
Scotland.  It  had  been  said  by  some — 
but  he  did  not  concur  in  the  opinion — 
that  the  object  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  and  me  OaUnet  was  to  to  depre. 
<aate  the  Taln«  of  landed  estates  within 


a  Umited  area  that  it  should  be  an 
easy  matter  hereafter  to  carry  out  the 
ideas  of  those  who  wished  to  get  rid 
of  ownership  in  land  altogetiier,  and 
distribute  it  equally  among  the  people. 
Some  periods  in  history  had  been  re- 
ferred to  when  the  people  had  rights 
which  they  had  not  recently  enjoyed— 
when  land  was  held  by  the  oooupiers 
on  a  different  tenure.  He  had  looked 
into  that  question  as  narrowly  as  he 
oould  with  all  the  resooroes  at  his  com- 
mand ;  but  he  had  failed  to  disoorer  any 
period  in  history  when  the  lands  in 
those  parts  of  Scotland  which  were  in- 
cluded in  this  Bill  was  held  under  a 
tenure  different  from  that  under  which  it 
was  held  in  other  parts  of  the  country. 
It  had  been  said  there  wero  tribal  rights 
under  the  clan  system  which  were  now 
ignored.  He  was  aware  of  a  period 
when  the  land  and  the  people  were  a 
subject  of  sale,  and  the  land  passed 
from  hand  to  hand  with  the  whole  popu- 
lation  upon  it.  There  was  very  Utue  re- 
gard to  the  rights  of  ^e  people  at  that 
period.  They  were  serfs  on  the  soil, 
and  nothing  else.  But  he  oould  not 
conceive  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
or  the  Cabinet  could  have  in  view  the 
bringing  about  of  a  more  rapid  depre- 
ciation in  the  value  of  land  than  was 
now  going  on  ;  bat  they  certainly  gave 
great  ground  for  that  opinion  by  the 
course  which  they  had  adopted.  Twenty 
years  ago  land  was  saleable  at  a  very 
high  price ;  at  the  present  time  it  was 
totally imsaleable.  Hewasverymuoh  sur- 
prised that  many  of  those  hon.  G^ntlMnen 
who  advocated  the  claims  of  the  crofters 
had  never  bought  any  land — many  of 
them  being  wealthy  men — in  order  to 
set  an  example  to  proprietors  as  to  how 
people  could  be  made  happy  on  the 
small  crofts  which  it  was  proposed  by 
this  Bill  they  shoald  now  have  the  right 
to  obtain.  The  idea  of  appointiug  a 
Land  Oourt  to  estimate  the  value  of  the 
land  assumed  that  the  oocopiers  of  the 
soil  in  Scotland,  so  far  as  that  area  was 
concerned,  were  persons  who  were  totally 
incapable  of  managing  UieirownafiEairs. 
He  had  had  a  considerable  knowledge 
of  the  people  himself,  and  had  always 
found  them  inoffensive  and  law-observ- 
ing, and  certainly  had  never  discovered 
among  them  a  want  of  capacity  to 
manage  their  own  affairs.  The  existing 
distress  had  been  confined  chiefly  to  the 
population  witiiin  the  Woetera  Islands. 
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8ome  spolce  of  that  distreu  as  a  new 

thing ;  out,  so  far  irom  that  being  the 
oaae,  it  had  been  of  periodical  recur- 
rence. He  was  old  enough  to  remember 
when,  in  1836-7,  and  again  in  1846-7, 
the  total  failure  of  the  potato  crop 
caused  much  distress  among  these  popu- 
lations, and  reduced  them  to  a  state 
which  he  hoped  might  never  recnr. 
In  the  year  1850  half  of  the  population 
of  Skye  and  the  Long  Island  were  de- 
pendent upon  chari^  for  their  support. 
There  was,  no  doubt,  at  the  present 
time  much  distress,*  but  it  had  been 
aggravated  by  the  fact  that  theminda  of 
the  people  had  been  unsettled  by  the 
emissanes  of  certain  oi^anizations  which 
had  been  established  apparently  with  no 
other  end  in  view  than  to  promote  dis- 
content with  the  landlords  and  disaf- 
fection towards  the  State.  The  people 
has  been  misled  by  the  promises  that 
were  held  out  to  them.  His  political 
tenets  might  not  be  so  advanced  as  those 
of  some  of  his  hon.  Friends  around  him ; 
but  he  felt  that  no  good  could  be  done  to 
any  man  or  set  of  men  unless  they  were 
prepared  to  exert  themselves  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  that  good.  He  be- 
lieved this  agitation  had  been  the  means 
of  producing  great  demoralization  among 
these  people,  and  their  self-reliance  had 
been  destroyed.  On  that  ground  he  felt 
that  any  interference  from  without  would 
be  worse  than  useless  nnless  it  was  in  the 
direction  of  proouring  benefit  to  those 
who  might  still  remain.  He  had  no 
wish  to  countenance  the  removal  of  the 

Eeople  by  enforced  emigration ;  but  he 
elieved  one  great  barrier  to  the  pro- 
gress of  the  population  and  the  develop- 
ment of  the  resources  of  these  Islands 
was  due,  not  to  anything  done  by  the 
owners  of  the  soil,  but  to  the  fact  that 
the  people  were  ignorant  of  the  English 
language,  and  were  placed  by  their 
instuar  position  in  circumstances  of  great 
difficulty  in  migrating  from  their  own 
homes  for  the  purpose  of  seeking  em- 
ployment elsewhere.  The  depopulation 
of  the  Highlands  and  Islands  was 
spoken  of  when  the  question  of  the 
croftws  was  before  the  House  as  the 

frand  reason  why  a  Oommission  should 
e  appointed  to  investigate  the  causes  of 
the  prevailing  distress ;  but  he  had  been 
unable  to  obtain  anything  like  satisfac- 
tion on  that  point  from  a  perusal  of  the 
Beport  of  the  Commission.  Much  of 
the  evidence  that  camo  before  the  Com- 

Mr.  Manuay 


mission  was  not  the  rental  of  facts,  but 

a  statement  of  hearsay  opinions  as  to 
sufferings  that  were  endured  at  some 
remote  period.  All  that  hearsay  evi- 
dence had  been  taken  up  and  adopted 
by  the  Commissioners  as  if  the  state- 
ments had  had  reference  to  the  state  of 
the  present  population.  The  fact  was 
that  the  distress  chiefly  prevailed  in  the 
Islands.  The  group  of  Islands  known 
as  the  Long  Island  had  been,  and  were 
now,  the  subject  of  consideration.  He 
saw  only  last  week  in  some  of  the  London 
papers  the  notice  of  a  Memorial  that 
had  been  addressed  to  the  Lord  Mayor 
of  London  complaining  that  the  in- 
habitants WOTO  now  in  destitutitm,  and 
that  they  had  no  seed  com— the  same 
cry  whidb,  had  oome  from  Ireland,  and 
which  should  be  responded  to  if  possible. 
The  owners  of  the  soil  were  not  respon- 
sible ;  the  fault  of  which  they  had  been 
guilty  was  fuling  to  prevent  people  doing 
that  which  was  detrimental  to  their  own 
interests  —  namely,  sub-dividing  their 
small  holdings.  On  the  estate  of  Lewis 
there  were  2,800  families  with  crofts  of 
each  less  than  £4  of  annual  value.  It  was 
said  that  these  rents  were  far  too  high, 
and  it  was  proposed  to  appoint  a  Land 
Court  to  determine  the  rent  that  should 
be  paid.  In  short,  if  this  Bill  wei'e 
justified,  it  would  be  equally  justifiable 
to  take  the  land  from  the  owners  and 
give  them  no  oonsideratioD,  but  to  allow 
them  to  hold  any  oroft  which  they  might 
themselves  occupy  at  the  present  time. 
He  had,  for  his  own  par^  to  sar  sin- 
cerely that,  rather  than  have  his  lands 
taken  away  from  him  step  by  step,  year 
by  year,  under  various  measures,  which 
precluded  the  possibility  of  his  making 
an  agreement  which  was  binding  on  the 
occupiers  of  the  soil — rather  Uian  see 
land  held  on  those  terms,  he  should  be 
prepared  to  relinquish  it  altogether, 
and  accept  simply  such  compensation  as 
would  enable  him  to  earn  bis  bread,  and 
not  throw  htm  and  those  similarly  situ- 
ated into  the  workhouse  for  relief.  The 
Bill  provided  that  the  occupier,  aSier 
obtaining  from  the  Court  a  lease  for 
15  yean,  had  the  right  within  any 
one  year  to  renounce  possession,  and 
to  compel  the  owner  to  pay  him  for 
any  buudings  and  improvements  made 
on  the  soil,  although  he  might  have 
made  these  improvements  and  orected 
those  buildings  on  the  understand- 
ing tiiat  he  had  no  claim  to  oom- 
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peosaticKi  for  aKyUiing  of  the  kind.  A 
lai^  aeotion  of  the  population  cunsisted, 
not  of  oceupieTB  who  paid  reat  to  the 
laadlord,  but  of  squatters  or  cottars, 
settled  around  the  dwelliog  of  the  oc- 
eopter,  and  who  were  really  there  with- 
out any  recogaitton  or  knowledge  of 
tiieir  exiatenoe  on  the  part  of  theland* 
Iwd,  and  who  paid  no  rent  to  him. 
If  a  person  under  the  law  of  Scotland 
wected  a  house  in  any  part  of  the 
eoantry,  withoat  the  knowledge  of  the 
owner  of  the  soil,  unless  he  eould  show 
some  titia,  he  hadnorightto  compensation 
lor  that  hoase.  The  miserable  horels 
that  the  equatters  erected  were  of  no 
possible  value  to  the  proprietor;  but 
Boch  was  the  wisdom  of  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers,  that  they  changed  the  law  in 
this  respect  without  any  reference  to  the 
will  of  the  owner,  and  gave  compensa- 
tion for  the  miserable  hut  of  the  squatter 
if  he  was  removed  by  the  owner  of  the 
soil.  Nothing  more  contrary  to  jnstice 
or  eommou  sense  could  possibly  be  ima- 
gined. He  should  be  prepared  to  show 
that  no  such  provisions  would  ben^t 
either  the  occupier  or  any  other  person ; 
bat  it  would  be  injurious  to  their  iate- 
rests,  because  it  impaired  the  interest 
that  the  owner  had  in  the  land,  and 
voold  cause  him  to  cease  from  making 
many  of  those  improvements  wluoh  had 
been  carried  out  at  gnht  cost  without 
any  adeqnate  return.  It  might  shortly 
be  the  lot  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Trevelyon)  to  introduce  a  Land  Purchase 
Bill  for  Scotland.  He  had  already  shown 
tikatifiDsalar  proprietors  had  been  guilty 
of  any  fault,  it  was  simply  the  fault  of 
allowiog  the  people  to  subdivide  their 
holdings  to  an  extent  that  was  injurious 
to  the  people  themselves.  It  was  some- 
times said  that  the  people  were  indolent ; 
bat  peojUe  who  were  suffering  and  in 
want  cottld  not  be  expected  to  be  very 
industrious  or  aetive,  especially  when 
fhere  was  no  employment  within  their 
reach  by  which  they  could  earn  their 
bread.  He  believed  that  no  such  Bill 
ts  this  oould  ever  have  been  framed  by 
BWn  who  were  in  any  way  acquainted 
with  the  condition  of  the  Highlands.  It 
might  suit  many  who  desired  the  dowu- 
fsU  of  the  owners  of  land ;  bnt  he  asked 
if  it  was  well  to  have  the  downfall  of  the 
owners  brought  about  when  they  found 
tiiat  so  many  good  works  had  been  eze- 
euted  by  men  who  had  no  other  induoe- 
ments  to  esetate  tiiese  works  but  that 


of  promoting  the  welfare  of  tiie  popnla* 
tion.  No  such  Bill  as  this  would  have 
been  thought  of  if  the  Government  had 
known  the  real  state  of  the  case.  If 
thwe  was  any  good  reason  why  the  Bill 
was  applicable  to  the  counties  named  in 
the  Bill,  there  were  the  same,  and  even 
stronger,  reasons  for  appljring  it  to  the 
whole  of  Scotland.  He  could  not  see 
on  what  ground  this  could  be  rofused. 
There  was  not  a  county  in  Scotland  ui 
which  during  the  last  80  years  the  small 
occupiers  held  graring  land  in  oommon. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  {[Mr.  Trevel- 
yan),  in  introducing  the  Bill,  said  that 
the  people  depended,  not  on  the  land 
only,  but  also  largely  on  the  fisheries. 
That  was,  to  some  extent,  true ;  but  be 
(Mr.  Bamsay)  did  not  know  of  a  single 
instance  in  which  the  fisheries  had 
created  an  independent  population,  ex- 
cept in  Argyllshire.  When  the  Crofters 
Oommission  met  at  Tarbert,  they  were 
told  by  the  men  that  they  wanted  no  land 
— that  the  prosecution  of  the  fishing  and 
the  cultivation  of  land  were  not  com- 
patible with  the  interests  of  the  fisher- 
men. In  the  time  of  Oromwell  that 
illustrious  statesman  did  what  he  could 
to  improve  thepoution  of  the  fishermen; 
and  in  1706  an  Act  was  passed  to  en- 
oourage  the  fishings,  and  along  the  .West 
OoBst  stations  were  es^bliahed,  where  it 
was  expected  the  people  would  take  to 
fishing  as  a  calling;  but,  unfortunately, 
they  were  also  giv^  small  crofts  of  land 
— he  thought  about  three  acres,  but  he 
did  not  know  about  the  cow.  Now, 
there  was  a  passage  in  a  Beport  issued 
during  the  last  century  which  said — 

"No  two  occapatioQS  could  be  m.-re  incom- 
patible than  farming  and  fishing,  as  the  B«aMD8 
which  require  undivided  exertion  in  fishing  are 
precisely  those  in  which  the  greatest  attention 
,  should  be  devoted  to  urtculture.  Grazing, 
.  which  is  leu  incompatible  with  fishing  than 
agricultare,  ii  even  foand  to  distract  attention 
and  prevent  auooess  in  rither  oocupaUon.  This 
ifi  demonstrated  by  the  very  diff'erent  saooess  of 
those  who  unite  both  occupations,  from  those 
who  devote  theoiselves  exelnsively  to  fishing." 

He  wished  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  give  due  consideration 
to  that  opinion,  confirmed,  as  it  had 
been,  by  the  express  refusal  of  the 
Tarbert  men  to  have  more  land ;  and 
yet  the  whole  county  of  Argyll  was 
included  in  the  Bill.  In  the  Western 
IMands  thwe  were  probably  60,000  souls 
dependent  for  subsistence  upon  the  cul- 
tivation of  the  soil;  and  what  opportunity 
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vaa  {bem  for  that  in  coasted  distriets  ? 
That  those  dutriobs  were  in  that  position 
might  be  illustrated  by  thecaaeof  Lewia. 
Lewis  contained  about  400,000  acres, 
and  he  believed  in  thai  distriot  30  aores 
would  not  graze  one  snipe.  There  was 
no  vegetation  on  the  surface,  and  there 
was  nothing  from  which  a  snipe  could 

f9t  grazing.  [^Laughtor,"]  His  right  hou. 
riend  the  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
BaHour)  was  amused  at  ihaJa  idea ;  but 
if  there  was  no  vegetation  on  the  surface 
■ — and  there  was  none — how  could  a  suipe 
get  grazing?  It  was  not  the  acreage 
whiohwaewerealtestof ooi^estion.  The 
annual  agricultural  value  of  the  estate 
was  only  equal  to  about  6d.  per  acre,  an 
30  or  60  or  80  aores  would  be  insuffioient 
for  the  aubaiatsood  of  a  family  if  they 
restrioted  thwa  to  tiiot  area.  If  the 
whole  area  of  Lewis  were  divided  equally 
among  the  population,  it  would  give 
each,  man  about .  80  acr^,  or  £2  annual 
Takie.  In  10  years,  he  believed,  matters 
would  be  worse  than  they  were  now,  if 
they  were  even  to  eject  the  proprietriz, 
and  tell  her  that  she  had  no  right  to 
the  land,  and  say  the  people  had  a 
tribal  right  to  Qie  land  —  and  Par- 
liament oould  say  that;  although  why 
not  also  divide  capital  as  well  as  land, 
and  give  the  people  an  equal  share 
of  the  National  Debt?  The  poor  of 
London  were  worthy  of  coueideiation  as 
well  as  the  poor  of  the  Highlands,  al- 
though he  waa  really  speaking  in  the 
interest  of  the  people  in  the  Highlands. 
If  a  few  benevolent  gentlemen,  who 
ima^ned  they  knew  Bomethin^  of  the 
relations  o£  owner  and  oooupier,  would 
visit  the  districts  dealt  with  by  this  Bill, 
they  would  change  their  opinions,  and 
would  feel  the  juatioe  of  the  proposals 
he  had  mftde-  The  depopulation  of  the 
Highlands  was  one  of  the  reasons  urged 
for  the  appointment  of  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission, and  the  Commissioners  required 
that  there  should  be  means  provided  for 
the  voluntary  emigration  of  families  from 
these  congested  districts;  but  there  was 
no  mention  of  thisin  the  Bill.  He  should 
like  to  know  why  emigration  was  ez- 
oluded  from  this  Bill?  It  might  be 
alleged  that  it  was  right  for  benevolent 
persons  to  provide  funds  for  this  pur- 
pose. Well,  he  agreed  with  that,  and 
much  had  been  done,  and  much  might 
be  done,  in  that  direction.  He  had  long 
taken  an  intwest  in  the  cause  of  educa- 
tion in  these  distriots.  Some  might  ioia- 

Mr.  Bamtay 


nne  that  Mb  aid  in  that  respect  should 
have  indooed  those  so  crowded  to  re- 
move.  Well,  he  bdiered  that  the  ex- 
elusive  knowledge  of  Qaelic  on  the  part 
of  the  people  was  reallpr  one  of  the 
greatest  barriers  to  their  removal  to 
other  districts.    There  was  no  doubt 
about  that,  and  no  man  who  knew 
the   feelings   of   the   Gaelic  people 
would   say  otherwise.     He  did  not 
know  what  their  Bepresentatives  who 
might  follow  him  would  say  on  that 
point.    He  had  been  a  member  of 
of  the  Qaelic  School  Society  for  upwards 
of  40  years,  and  had  never  heard  of  one 
of  the  Qentlemffli  who  were  now  plead- 
ing the  cause  of  the  crofters  in  the 
House  of  Commons  spending  a  sizpence 
of  his  own  money  to  do  anything  for 
the  amelioration  of  the  people.  He 
had  heard,  however,  of  large  subscrip- 
tions being  raised  and  apent  to  promote 
agitation  in  these  distriots,  and  to  create 
dxsoontent.   He  had  heard  of  a  gentle- 
man who  had  been  sent  down  for  a  fort- 
night, during  the  last  Qeueral  Election, 
to  discover  some  case  of  hardship,  of 
which  he  himself  had  been  guilty  to  one 
of  his  occupiers.  Well,  he  failed.  There 
were  few  gentlemen  who  had  been  in 
business  or  connected  with  the  land  for 
30  years  and  upwards,  as  he  had  been 
an  owner  of  land,  could  say  with  him 
that  they  had  never  had  a  tenant  in 
Court  or  a  legal  process  raised  against 
one  of  their  occupiers.    Many  of  these 
tenants  were  poor  people,  and  the  small 
occupiers  were  as  well  satisSed  with 
their  condition  as  the  occupants  of  farms. 
In  I«ewis  the  only  proper  harbour  was 
Stomoway^  where  were  was  a  trading 
commniu^,  who  provided  the  psople 
with  all  ue  necessaries  of  life.  The 
proprietrix  of  Lewis  had  land  worth 
£10,000  a-year,  and  had  expended  large 
sums  of  money  in  making  roads  and 
other  improvements  there.    But  he  was 
sorry  to  say  that  she  made  nothing  out 
of  the  land  ;  therefore,  as  an  investment, 
it  had  been  a  most  unfortunate  one  for 
the  owner,  as  most  proprietors  had 
found,  where  the  purchases  had  been 
made  within  the  last  30  yeare.  There 
were  in  Lewis  2,600  families,  or  some 
14,000  persons,  dependent  upon  patches 
of  land  of  less  than  £4  annual  value, 
and  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  require ; 
he  considered,  to  do  something  for  the 
migiatioa — which  he  would  raefer — ox 
the  TolantM^  emjgtatioa  <h  families 
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from  that  area,  where  they  were  con- 
demned to  erer-impending  destitution. 
He  might  also  refer  to  Skye.  Who  that 
bad  been  there  would  say  that  an  equal 
division  of  the  land  among  its  popula- 
tion would  do  ?  He  wondered  wnat  the 
man  would  do  who  was  placed  on  the 
top  of  tbe  Cuchullin  Hills  there  ?  With 
regard  to  the  population  of  Harrie, 
North  Uist,  South  Hist,  and  Barra, 
Bome  of  them  were  better  off  than  tbe 
people  of  Lewis,  because  the  land  was 
of  more  value,  the  rental  being  equal  to 
about£lperheadofthepopalation.  But 
■ueh  being  the  general  state  of  matters, 
be  could  not  understand  how  any  Bill 
to  alleviate  the  dissatisfaction  of  these 
people  could  be  iotroduced  without 
containing  some  provision  of  funds, 
come  from  where  they  might,  which 
should  have  been  ascertained  before  a 
responsible  Qovemment  introduced  a 
measure  whicb  would  tend  to  deceive 
the  people,  and  create  an  illusion  in 
their  minds  that  Parliament  was  pro- 
viding for  them,  when,  in  reality,  they 
gainra  nothing  at  all.  The  bon.  Mem- 
ber concluded  by  moving  his  Amend- 
ment. 

SiE  HERBERT  MAXWELL  (Wig- 
ton),  in  rising  to  second  the  Amend- 
ment, said,  that  the  reason  which  in- 
daced  him  to  take  that  course  was 
principally  the  fear  that  by  the  omis- 
•ion  from  this  Bill  of  more  than  one  of 
tbe  subjects  recommended  by  the  Royal 
Commission  its  benefits  would  be  lost 
to  tbe  population  in  whose  interests  it 
had  been  framed.  He  was  not,  at  the 
some  time,  prepared  to  go  quite  so  far 
as  tbo  Mover  bad  done  in  hia  speech, 
because,  in  proposing  the  Amendment, 
he  bad  entered  upon  grounds  and  dealt 
with  matters  in  such  a  way  that  if  they 
were  to  be  convinced  by  all  be  had  said 
Hiey  would  be  obliged  to  reject  the  Bill 
in  its  entirety.  He  was  very  far  from 
advocating  that  course,  for  he  believed 
that  the  Bill,  so  far  as  it  went — it  did 
not  go  very  far — might  be  capable  of 
being  amended  in  Committee  so  as  to 
be  (H  advantage  to  the  people  of  tbe 
Highlaods  and  Islands.  If  it,  however, 
passed  in  its  present  stage,  and  con- 
tained no  more  than  it  had  within  its 
four  comers  at  the  present  time,  tbe 
benefits  which  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  [Mr.  Trevel- 
yan)  spoke  of  as  about  to  result  from 
itf  would  prove  to  be  absolutely  and 


completely  illusory.  It  was  very  strange 
that  when  a  Bill  was  based  avowedly 
upon  tbe  recommendations  of  a  Royal 
OommissioD,  after  an  inquiry  than  which 
none  was  ever  more  conscientious  or 
arduous,  the  proposals  in  the  measure 
should  only  touch  upon  one  or  two  of 
the  points  recommended  by  the  Com- 
mission, and  leave  the  others  altogether 
tub  tilmiio.  The  Report  of  tho  Royal 
Commission  dealt  with  no  fewer  than 
six  subjects,  containing  reoommenda- 
tions  as  to  each — namely,  upon  the  land, 
upon  the  fisheries  and  communications, 
upon  education,  upon  justice,  upon  the 
deer  forests,  and  upon  emigration  as 
affecting  the  population  of  tbe  High- 
lands and  Islands.  Was  it  not  hard  to 
believe  that,  of  all  these  six  subjects, 
only  one  was  dealt  with  by  tbe  Bill  of 
the  Government  —  namely,  the  land? 
They  had  the  opinion  of  the  Royal  Com- 
missioners that  the  land  was  of  less  im- 
portance to  tbe  people  of  the  Highlands 
and  Islands  than  was  the  sea,  for  the 
very  obvious  reason  that  the  land  in 
these  regions  was  unfertile,  and  tbe  sea 
was  fertile.  Tbe  Government  bad  left 
out  altogether  the  important  and  press- 
ing recommendations  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission in  regard  to  all  the  points,  with 
the  exception  of  land.  On  the  question 
of  emigration  he  asked  tbe  House,  be- 
fore consenting  to  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  to  at  all  events  endeavour 
to  elicit  from  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
some  asauranco  that  tbo  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Commissioners  would  be 
taken  into  consideration  in  Committee. 
They  were  so  pressing,  so  urgent,  and 
so  clear.  They  were  based  upon  the 
redundancy  of  the  population.  As  bis 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Ramsay)  remarked, 
the  original  cry  for  the  inquiry  which 
came  from  the  Highlands  and  Islands 
was  based  upon  the  alleged  depopula- 
tion of  certain  districts  to  create  deer 
forests  \  and  he  knew  that  it  was  tbe 
general  idea  entertained  by  a  large  sec- 
tion of  the  public  that  the  H^hlands 
and  Islands  of  Scotland  were  lying  waste 
now,  and  much  less  populous  than  they 
were  at  any  former  period.  If  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  held  that  opinion  turned  to 
the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commissioners, 
they  would  find  that  whereas  tbe  total 

Eopulation  in  the  year  1791  of  Skye, 
ewis,  Harris,  the  Western  Mainlands 
of  Ross  and  Sutherlandabire — forming 
the  greater  part  of  the  area  dealt  witU 
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by  the  Bill— waa  only  50,000,  the  Census 
of  1881  BKowed  that  it  was  no  less  than 
81,000.  In  1831  it  was  79,000—2,000 
less  than  at  present.  It  never  at  any  time 
was  greater  than  83,000,  which  was  the 
population  in  1841 ;  and  to  speak  of  the 
Highlands  and  Islands  as  having  been 
depopulated  by  the  action  of  the  land- 
lords was  utterly  to  mislead  the  House 
and  the  country.  fMr.  Hacfablahb  dis- 
sented.] The  hon.  Member  sliook  his 
head,  and  he  would,  no  doubt,  have  an  op- 
portunity later  on  of  proving  to  the  House 
now— the  population  of  the  Highlands 
and  Islands  being  never  much  greater 
than  it  was  now — the  country  could  be 
said  to  have  been  depopulated.  The 
redundancy  of  the  population  undoubt- 
edly existed.  The  population  waa  alto- 
gether beyond  what  there  were  adequate 
means  to  support.  Tbey  might  get  along 
in  very  good  seasons;  but  when  bad 
times  came,  such  as  they  bad  passed 
through  lately,  and  when  economic  con- 
ditions were  altered  by  the  action  of 
Free  Trade  and  free  imports,  then  came 
the  pincb>  and  then  the  people  found 
that  they  had  to  come  to  Parliament  for 
assiiitance.  "^n^at  he  would  impress  on 
the  House  was  that,  admitting  that  this 
anustance  must  be  given,  let  it  be  given 
in  the  beet  and  most  promising  manner. 
The  Boyal  Commission  were  not  content 
with  a  general  recommendation  in  favour 
of  emigration.  On  page  106  of  their 
Heport  they  gave  details ;  and  he  was 
surprised  that,  with  this  most  elaborate 
and  conscientious  Beport  before  them 
for  two  years,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  introducing  the  measure  should  have 
dismissed  this  part  of  the  Report  with- 
out any  comment.  That  was  a  very  poor 
compliment  to  the  abilities  of  tbe  Com- 
mtssioners,  that  no  reason  should  be 
given  for  setting  their  recommenda- 
tions aside.  The  Oommissioners  showed 
that  they  thought  this  was  an  indis- 
pensable part  of  the  remedy  to  be  applied. 
They  said — 

"  Believing  as  we  do  that  emigration,  pro- 
perly conducted,  is  an  indispensable  remedy  for 
the  condition  of  some  parts  of  the  Highlands 
and  Islands,  we  strongly  recommend  that  in 
connection  with  any  measures  which  may  be 
framed  for  dealing  with  the  condition  of  tlio 
crofters  and  cottars,  such  provisions  ahould  be 
made  as  we  have  indicated  for  assisting  emi- 
grants, both  by  State  advances  and  State 
direotion." 

How  could  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
get  out  of  that  ?  It  had  been  said  that 

Sir  S^Urt  Masmell 


it  waa  very  hard  to  compel  these  people 
to  leave  their  homes.  There  was  no 
compulsion  beyond  the  r*»  aagwtta  to 
which  all  must  yield.  From  the  earliest 
times  it  had  been  necessary  for  portions 
of  the  population  to  leave  overcrowded 
districts  and  seek  their  living  in  other 
parts  of  the  earth  where  there  was  room 
and  occupation  and  the  means  of  sub' 
sistenoe  for  them.  As  showing  that  the 
people  who  did  emigrate  did  not  regret 
it,  he  would  refer  hon.  Gentlemen  to  an 
article  published  in  Th«  Celtic  Maga- 
zine, in  which  the  writer  said  he  had 
taken  considerable  pains  to  find  out  the 
feeling  in  Canada  among  those  who  had 
migrated  thither  ;  and  he  could  not  find 
a  single  instance  in  which  any  of  them 
who  had  settled  down  there  on  their  own 
land  would  wish  to  go  back  to  live  in 
the  Highlands.  They  had  an  hon.  Gen- 
tleman sitting  below  the  Gangway,  on 
the  night  of  the  introduction  of  the  mea- 
sure, stating  his  own  case  as  an  instance 
of  the  hardships  which  pressed  on  the 
crofter  population.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Aston  Manor  (Mr.  Heid)  had  told 
them  that  he  was  descended  from  a 
crofter  family  ;  and  be  seemed  to  think 
it  very  hard  that  be  should  not  now  be 
in  possession  of  one  of  those  holdings 
in  uie  Highlands  and  Islands.  Well, 
he  would  offer  the  hon.  Gentleman,  if 
he  would  permit  him,  all  the  sympathy 
in  his  power ;  and  he  was  not  disposed 
to  question  him  when  he  alleged  that  he 
had  made  a  very  great  descent  in  order 
to  occupy  the  seat  below  the  Gangway 
behind  a  Liberal  Government.  It  was 
a  moral  descent,  he  agreed ;  but  he 
would  put  it  to  the  House  whether  it 
had  not  been  to  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
advantage  to  quit  his  original  holding  ; 
and  he  would  ask  him  whether  he  quitted 
it  under  compulsion,  or  in  obedience  to 
the  dictates  of  his  common  sense  ?  He 
believed,  if  be  had  described  correctly 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  case,  it  was  the 
case  of  many  thousands  of  Highlanders. 
They  quitted  their  homes,  and  looked 
back  to  them  with  fondness  and  long- 
ing ;  but  they  quitted  them  to  their  own 
advantage,  and  to  the  advantage  of  the 
place  to  which  they  went,  and  to  the 
people  among  whom  they  now  lived. 
There  was  one  more  point  on  which  this 
Bill  was  silent,  and  that  was  as  to  the 
aid  which  the  Commissioners  recom- 
mended should  be  given  to  the  fishing 
industry.  The  CommiMionerB  expressra 
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the  opiaioQ  that  by  far  the  greater  num- 
ber of  crofters  and  cottara  in  the  High- 
lands and  Islands  were  wholly  or  largely 
dependent  for  their  subsistence  on  their 
earnings  as  fishermen,  and  that,  taken 
as  a  whole,  they  derived  a  larger  income 
from  the  sea  than  from  the  land.  Not 
only  had  that  been  the  case  in  the  past, 
but  the  nature  of  the  two  oocupations 
caused  them  to  believe  that  any  aid  the 
Groremment  was  prepared  to  give  might 
be  given  by  them  with  greater  profit  to 
the  fishing  industry  than  to  the  agri- 
cultural induatry.  The  experiment  bad 
been  already  tried,  and  although  it  was, 
perhaps,  invidious  to  mention  individual 
cases,  yet  as  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Secretary  for  Sootland  did  mention 
individual  instances  in  introducing  the 
measure  in  which  wealthy  persons  had 
departed  from  the  obligations  incumbent 
upon  them,  perhaps  he  might  be  allowed 
to  adduce  another  individual  instance  in 
which  a  large  landed  proprietor  had  cer- 
tainly not  been  insensible  to  the  duties 
incumbent  upon  her  as  an  owner  of  the 
soil.  He  alluded  to  the  well-known 
efforts  made  by  Lady  Gordon  Cathcart 
for  the  improvement  of  the  population 
of  the  island.  Lady  Gordon  Cathcart 
had  tried  the  extension  of  the  holdings, 
and  the  result,  he  regretted  to  say,  had 
been  unsatisfactory.  Large  farms  had 
been  broken  up  into  small  holdings  of 
from  £12  to  £14  rent,  and  the  result 
had  been  that  after  the  crofterd  had  held 
these  holdings  for  two,  three,  andfonr 
years,  there  was  an  almost  absolute 
cessation  of  the  payment  of  the  moderate 
rents  fixed.  But  now  very  different  had 
been  the  result  of  that  lady's  efforts  in 
the  direction  of  improving  the  fishing 
accommodation  and  the  Mhing  gear  of 
that  population.  The  Paper  he  held  in 
his  hand  gave  the  results  of  four  cases 
in  which  money  was  advanced  to  fisher- 
men to  provide  larger  craft  and  gear, 
and  in  all  these  the  money  was  earned 
and  repaid  in  a  short  time — in  one  in- 
stance within  little  more  than  six  weeks. 
The  results  were  striking.  The  boat 
Grace  cost  £130,  gear  £160,  and  in  six 
weeks  six  men  esrned  with  it  £  1 70.  The 
AffHM  Broicn,  valued  (with  gear)  at 
£430,  with  six  men  and  a  boy,  earned 
£391  in  the  same  period.  The  Sea 
King  cost  £250,  gear  £160,  earned 
£268.  He  thought  no  single  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  would  be  disposed  to 
otmtradicrt  the  oonclunon  to  which  one 


was  forced  by  a  consideration  of  such 
facte — namely,  that  money  might  be  ad* 
vanced  with  an  almost  absolute  certainty 
of  return  in  aid  of  the  fishing  industry. 
This  was  a  matter  which,  no  doubt,  was 
somewhat  foreign  to  the  Amendment 
which  bad  been  introduced ;  but  he 
could  not  help  turning  aside  for  a 
moment  to  express  his  regret  and  sur- 
prise that  in  this  respect  also  the  Keport 
of  the  Commissioners  had  been  com- 
pletely ignored.  He  wm  afraid  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Trevelyan),  in 
framing  this  Bill,  had  been  actuated  by 
the  fear  of  approaching  the  Treasury. 
They  all  knew  how  difficult  it  was  to 
obtain  anything  like  an  advance  of 
public  funds  from  the  Treasury;  but 
this  adrauoe,  he  felt  sure,  might  be  made 
with  perfect  safety.  It  had  been  done 
by  private  individuals  already,  and  in 
asking  the  Oorernment  to  do  it  now  they 
were  only  asking  the  Government  to 
follow  an  wample  whieh  had  been  set 
by  many  landlcvds  in  the  N(nth  of  Scot- 
land. He  supported  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bamsay)  in  the 
confidence  of  the  firm  belief  that  in  a 
well-regulated  scheme  of  State-directed 
and  State-aided  emigration  might  be 
found  one  of  the  best  means  of  assisting 
the  population.  They  could  not  extend 
to  the  Highlands  and  Islands  that  illu- 
sory state  which  in  the  minds  of  many 
people  they  occupied  at  a  former  period. 
People  who  thought  that  in  these  ter- 
rible winters  agricultural  life  could  be 
conducted  on  anything  approaching  the 
conditions  of  agriculture  in  the  South 
wsre  greatly  mistaken.  Agriculture  there 
never  could  be  anything  more  than 
a  hand-to-mouth  industry  at  the  best. 
Therefore,  let  th«n  do  all  they  could  to 
ameliorate  the  condition  of  these  people ; 
but  do  not  let  them  throw  any  obstacle 
in  the  way,  by  holding  out  illusory 
promises,  of  their  trying  their  for- 
tunes in  more  favourable  climates  and 
more  fertile  fields,  and  let  them  re- 
member the  conclusion  upon  the  sub- 
ject to  which  the  Boyal  Commissioners 
were  driven  at  the  end  of  their  long 
inquiry. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  it  is  requieite  that  any  measore  ioteoded  for 
the  improvement  of  the  condition  (rf  the  pecu- 
lation of  the  Islsads  tm  the  West  Coast  of 
Scotland  dionld  make  proviaioa  for  aaiditiiig 
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the  voluntary  emigration  of  familieB  from 
coag«st«d  distriota," — [Mr.  Sumiajft) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  wcvds 

8 reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
^aestion." 

Mk.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  (Edin- 
burgh and  St.  Andrew's  (Jniversities) 
said,  he  thought  Hon.  Members  vould 
^ree  with  him  that  at  an  early  stage  in 
this  debate  it  would  be  desirable  that 
those  who  had  the  responsibility  of  con- 
sidering this  matter  when  in  Office,  but 
who  were  now  out  of  Office,  should  en- 
deavour to  give  their  best  aid  to  the 
House  in  the  discussion.  He  hoped 
hon.  Members  would  forgive  htm  if  they 
found  what  he  had  to  say^  and  the  mode 
in  which  he  said  it,  rather  dry  and  rather 
unlike  what  he  hoped  his  usual  style  of 
addressing  them  was  ;  but  he  sincerely 
trusted  that  he  should  take  such  care  in 
expressing  what  he  had  to  say  that 
nothing  should  be  misunderstood  by 
any  hon.  Member  of  the  House,  and 
still  more  by  his  fellow-countrymen  in 
the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  the  West 
of  Scotland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr.  Tre- 
Telyan),  in  moving  the  first  reading  of 
this  Bill,  used  at  the  opening  of  his 
speech  very  distinct  and  remarkable 
words.    He  said — 

"  Hon,  Members  must  make  up  their  minds 
tbatthoreisno  use  making  any  proposals  which 
will  not  effectually  deal  with  the  question." 

What  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
mean  when  he  said  "which  will  not 
effectually  deal  with  the  question?" 
Was  he  referring  to  dealing  with 
alleged  grievances  in  regard  to  land 
only,  or  was  he  speaking  of  the  larger 
and  more  important  question  of  the 
.necessities  of  the  whole  case— neces- 
sities not  merely  as  regards  the  present 
moment  or  the  next  half-dozen  or  10 
years,  but  as  regards  the  future?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  there  were 
two  ways  in  which  the  question  might 
be  dealt  with.  One  of  these  was  that 
the  Governmeot  and  the  House  might 
make  up  their  minds  that  it  was  tco 
di£B.cult  to  deal  with,  and  not  deal 
with  it  at  all ;  and  the  other  was  to  en- 
deavour to  deal  with  it.  As  regards 
the  first,  he  said,  that  was  one  way  of 
dealing  with  the  matter — that  it  was 
too  difficult — but  that  there  would  be  a 
still  worse  way  if  Parliament  were  to 


pass  a  Bill  which  would  profess  to  do  a 
great  deal  for  the  crofters,  which  Parlia- 
ment itself  knew  well  when  the  Bill  was 
brought  in  would  not  deal  effectually 
with  the  case.  He  joined  issue  at  once 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  there. 
He  applied  these  words,  and  said  that 
this  Sill  would  not  effectually  deal  with 
the  case.  It  was  a  Bill  that  could  have 
no  other  result  than  to  produce— if  it 
did  produce,  which  he  greatly  doubted 
— a  temporary  alleviation  of  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  present  situation,  but 
which  would  not  in  the  near  future 
bring  about  any  results  which  should 
meet  those  difficulties.  Why  would  it 
not  do  so  ?  He  said  because  it  ignored 
altogether  the  Keport  of  the  Eoyal  Com- 
mission npon  which  it  professed  to  be 
based — and  it  also  ignored  the  distinct 
and  clear  facts  which  had  been  ascer- 
tained since  that  Boyal  CommiBsiou  sat. 
It  ignored  what  had  been  recommended ; 
it  recommended  what  had  already  been 
proved  to  have  failed  to  effect  the  ends 
desired;  and  it  refused  to  recommend 
what  had  already  succeeded.  His  hon. 
Friend  Ihe  Member  for  Wigtonshire 
(Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  spoke  about  the 
Treasury.  He  coiHd  hardly  help  think- 
ing that  allusion  was  a  just  one,  only  he 
was  not  quite  sure  whether  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  had  failed  in  courage 
to  go  to  the  Treasury.  His  experience 
led  him  to  think  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  courageously  gone  to  the 
Treasury,  but  had  been  sent  away  with- 
out any  good  result.  It  seemed  as  if  in 
Council  the  points  had  been  picked  out 
of  the  recommendations  of  the  Boyal 
Commission  which  would  bring  any 
draft  on  the  public  funds,  or  create  any 
difficulty  with  regard  to  the  Budget, 
and  that  these  had  been  one  by  one  cast 
aside ;  and  this  for  the  reason  that,  at 
the  end  of  last  Session,  tiie  enormous 
accumulation  of  debt  against  the  oountrj 
could  not  be  met  by  taxation,  and  the 
National  Debt,  instead  of  being  reduced, 
as  it  ought  to  have  been,  had  heen  con- 
siderably  increased.  Now,  the  difficulty, 
therefore,  was  plainly  a  difficulty  of 
money.  Last  year  the  then  Home  Secre- 
tary (Sir  William  Harcourt)  spoke,  with 
tears  almost  in  his  eyes,  of  the  crofter 
population  of  the  Highlands  and  Islands 
of  Scotland  as  a  charming  and  gentle 
population ;  and  he  attributed  the  charm 
and  gentleness  of  their  character  to  the 
softness  and  geniality  of  the  olimate  in 
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which  they  lived.  From  what  he  read  of 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Ckntle- 
man,  and  the  poetry  with  which  he  acoom- 
paaied  it,  he  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  right  hoo.  Gentleman's  visits  to  the 
Highlands  and  Islands  had  been  made 
at  times  of  the  year  when  there  were 
some  hopes  of  experiencing  that  de- 
lightful climate  of  which  he  spoke;  but 
one  might  be  quite  sure  that  in  dealing 
with  this  question  io-night  they  would 
find  a  quotation  apt  from  a  favourite 
performance  now  going  in  London,  that 
"  a  candidate  was  a  very  different  thing 
from  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer." 
The  result  of  it  all  was  that  this  Ball  was 
limited  to  four  things,  none  of  which 
would  bring  any  burden  upon  Her 
Majesty's  Exchequer.  These  four  things 
were  fixity  of  tenure,  fair  rents,  compen- 
Fation  for  improvements,  and  the  grant- 
ing of  additional  grazing  lands.  Now, 
he  said  at  once,  so  fur  as  he  was  aware, 
that  as  regarded  fixity  of  tenure,  fair 
rents,  and  compensation  for  reasonable 
improvements,  he  did  notfanoy  there  was 
any  sort  of  feelingon  the  part  of  the  main 
body  of  the  proprietors  against  either 
fixity  of  tenure,  fair  rents,  or  reasonable 
improvements.  Why  should  they  have 
any  objection  to  these  things?  The 
Crofters'  Commisaion  spoke  distinctly  of 
the  evictions  in  the  Highlands  and 
Islands  as  being  things  of  the  past — 
of  course,  not  speaking  of  alt  evictions, 
because  they  knew  perfectly  well  that 
for  the  good  of  the  people  themselves — 
[Lauffhter'j—lh.G  power  of  eviction  was 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  good  of  the 
community  in  occasional  cases  of  bad 
character  and  discreditable  conduct. 
Hon.  Members  who  laughed  just  now 
were  quite  mistaken  in  supposing  he 
was  alluding  to  deportationof  the  people. 
It  was  quite  clear  to  reasonable  minds 
that  where  people  were  living  in  small 
townships  it  would  be  a  positive  calamity 
if  a  person  who  was  a  nuisance  to  his 
nnghbuurs  and  a  disgrace  to  the  place 
could  not  be  evicted.  The  Crofters' 
Commission  Beport  said— 

"  Wq  have  not  found  doriiiK  the  coarse  of 
oar  inqniiy  one  clearly  eetabliued  case  of  the 
remoral  of  crofters." 

That  disposed  of  any  difficulty  about  the 
question  of  fixity  of  tenure.  Then,  as  re- 
garded fair  rents,  the  Commission  re- 

Sorted  that  they  had  not  found  in  the  con- 
uetof  propxietois  grounds  for  proposing 
a  general  rension  of  rents  by  judicial 


authority.  Therefore,  ho  said  the  pro- 
prietors had  no  interest  whatever  in  ob- 
jecting to  an  examination  and  fixing  of 
rents,  although  here,  again,  those  who 
had  framed  the  Bill  had  put  in  a  thing 
not  recommended,  and  which  had  been 
declared  to  be  unnecessary.  The  judicial 
fixing  of  rents  oould  have  only  one  of  two 
results — either  the  rents  which  were  at 
present  fixed  by  i^reement  would  be 
found  to  be  reasonable  rents,  or  too  high. 
If  it  was  the  former,  there  oould  be  com- 
paratively little  need  for  legislation  on 
the  subject.  If,  on  the  contrary,  it 
turned  out  to  be  true  that  the  rents 
were  too  high,  then  the  result  was  con- 
trary to  the  Commission  ers*  Heport ;  but 
if  that  were  the  result  there  was  an 
economic  corollary  that  followed  from 
it,  and  that  was  that  it  was  fatal  to  the 
idea  of  this  Bill  being  a  real  settlement 
of  the  question ;  because  if  it  proved 
that  the  rents,  even  as  at  present — on 
which  all  the  calculations  hitherto  had 
been  made  as  to  the  capabilities  of  the 
land  for  supporting  the  population  — 
were  too  high,  that  would  bring  about 
this  result^that  it  would  become  more 
certain  than  ever  that  the  population 
could  not  be  supported  from  the  profits 
of  the  produce  of  the  soil  alone.  This 
had  been  very  clearly  demouEtrated  by 
figures.  Taking  the  actual  rents  as  fixed, 
and  taking  three  times  as  much  as  re- 
presenting the  actual  producing  powers 
of  the  soil  in  value,  the  total  productive 
power  of  the  soil  for  each  person  in  the 
Highlands  and  Islands  amounted  to 
not  more  than  £3  12s.  or  £3  I5«.  a-year. 
T^ing  into  consideration  that  the  en- 
tire sum  could  not  be  spread  equally 
over  all,  but  some  were  sure  to  have  a 
little  more  and  some  a  little  less,  they 
had  this  result — that  the  actual  produc- 
tive value  was  not  sufficient  to  produce 
so  much  for  each  individual  as  the 
amount  which  was  paid  for  the  support 
of  paupers  in  that  country.  The  ten- 
dency of  sub-division  necessarily  aggra- 
vated every  evil  in  these  places.  If  they 
sub-divided  down  to  the  size  of  the  small 
croft,  it  was  impossible  for  the  family  to 
obtain  subsistence.  Thatdid  not  increase 
the  evil  by  double  merely,  but  by  four- 
fuld.  That  state  of  things  had  gone  on 
for  many  years,  and  had  been  going  on 
to  the  great  misfortune  end  loss  of  the 
people,  in  spito  of  all  efforts  of  the  pro- 
prietors, and  in  many  cases  solely  from 
the  proprietors'  good  nature.  What 
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was  the  result  ?  The  result  was,  accord- 
ing to  the  Report  of  the  OommissioD, 
that  the  actual  value  of  the  vast  majority 
of  the  holdings  bow  existing  was  a  value 
below  £G.  These  facta  spoke  for  them- 
selves. They  made  it  perfectly  con- 
clusive that  no  giving  of  more  land 
could  possibly  reduce  this  economic 
difficulty  and  bring  the  people  of  these 
Islands  to  a  state  of  prosperity.  It 
might  please  them  and  tickle  their  fancy 
with  the  idea  of  giving  them  more  land; 
but  was  it  not  obvious  that,  with  an  in- 
creasing population,  and  nothing  being 
done  to  encourage  the  removal  of  the 
population  to  other  places,  nothing  but 
desolation  and  ruin  could  follow  the 
scheme  now  before  the  House.  As  to 
the  mode  in  which  it  was  proposed  to 
give  increased  land,  the  proposal  was  not 
to  give  land  which  each  should  hold  and 
cultivate.  His  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Trevelyan)  must  know  that  it  was  hope- 
less to  propose  anything  of  that  kind. 
The  proposal  was  to  take  certain  hill 
land  suitable  for  pasture,  and  to  give  it 
to  eacK  township  or  group  of  crofters  to 
hold  in  common.  That,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, must  be  a  bold  experiment,  and  one 
would  fain  hope  that  it  might  be  suc- 
cessful ;  but  he  doubted  very  much  whe- 
ther in  the  present  condition  of  the 
crofters  it  would  be  found  to  work.  Whe- 
ther it  would  or  not,  here,  again,  the 
owners  of  the  land  would  not  object, 
provided  the  thing  was  done,  not  by 
handing  over  a  quantity  of  land  and  say- 
ing, *'  There  it  is,  and  the  rent  for  it  is 
so  much,  fixed  by  a  Judicial  Court,"  but 
by  placing  the  people  in  such  a  position 
that  if  they  took  the  land  they  could 
have  some  reasonable  hope  of  making 
something  out  of  it  themselves,  by  being 
able  to  stock  it ;  and  then  the  person  to 
whom  it  belonged  would  not  be  sub- 
jected to  loss.  The  owners  knew  per- 
fectly well  that  the  rent  could  never 
come  to  them,  because  the  people  had 
no  capital  to  stock  the  ground.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  Lad 
referred,  the  other  night,  to  the  case  of 
the  Swiss  peasantry  as  an  illustration  of 
what  was  hoped  for  from  his  Bill  by 
giving  this  new  pasture  to  the  Highland 
crofters.  He  took  the  liberty  of  saying 
that  he  thought  hia  ri^ht  hon.  Friend 
had  taken  rather  a  tourist's  view  and  a 
rather  rosy  view  of  the  condition  of  the 
Swiss  peasants.  As  regarded  the  Swiss 
peasantry,  he  (Mr.  Macdonald)  could 

Mr.  J.  a.  A.  Macdonald 


only  state  what  happened  to  hinuelf  on 
one  occasion.  After  climbing  up  a  steep 
hill  for  some  hours  he  came  to  a  very, 
charming  chalet,  and  if  he  had  walked  on 
probably  he  should  have  been  under  the 
same  impression  as  his  right  hon.  Friend 
with  regard  to  this  matter ;  but,  unfor- 
tunately, he  stopped  and  spoke  to  one  of 
the  men,  and  expressed  to  htm  the  feel- 
ing of  how  pleasant  it  must  be  to  have 
so  charming  a  place.  The  man  shook 
his  head,  and  said—**  No,  Sir;  if  you  had 
to  go  down  that  hill  you  have  just  come 
up  every  morning,  with  a  load  of  milk 
on  your  back,  and  trudge  back  again, 
and  that  on  everyday  of  the  week,  Sun- 
day included,  you  would  not  see  many 
of  the  charms  of  the  place."  That  illus- 
tration showed  him  how  difficult  it  was 
to  judge  of  anything  without  really 
knowing  all  the  circumstances.  Any- 
one going  to  Switzerland  in  the  holi- 
days, and  judging  it  then,  would  imagine 
it  was  a  paradise.  From  what  he  had 
seen  of  the  Swiss  peasantry,  he  had  no 
doubt  there  were  many  of  them  who 
would  be  very  glad  to  change  places 
with  many  of  the  Highland  crofters,  id- 
though  they  were  proprietors  of  the 
land  on  whjch  they  lived.  This  Bill 
suggested  nothing  whatever  to  make  it 
sure  that  when  tuey  had  given  this  ad- 
ditional pasture  land  those  who  took 
it  would  be  able  to  make  a  beneficial 
use  of  it,  and  give  a  reasonable  re- 
turn to  the  person  to  whom  it  belonged. 
In  short,  it  made  landlords  take  laud 
from  tenants  with  capital  to  give  it  to 
tenants  who  had  no  capital — land  which 
was  absolutely  worthless  to  any  man 
who  did  not  possess  capital.  That  was 
to  say,  it  was  proposed  by  an  Act  of  the 
Legislature  to  force  upon  the  landlords 
of  the  Highlands  an  experiment  vhioh, 
unless  capital  were  forUicoming  for  the 
working  of  it,  must  be  an  absolute 
failure.  The  Ghancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  unable  to  give  his  right  Hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  any  help  what- 
ever towards  carrjring  out  the  objects  of 
the  Bill.  The  landlords  had  been  will- 
ing to  try  the  thing  that  was  now  pro- 
posed on  the  consideration  that  the  land 
should  be  stocked,  or  that  there  should 
be  the  means  of  stocking  it.  This  was 
the  difliculty  which  had  led  to  failure 
wherever  the  experiment  had  been  tried. 
The  Commissioners'  Beport  in  regard  to 
Lady  Gordon  Cathcart's  property  brought 
out  the  fact  l^at  large  lanns,  ooasutmg 
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of  thouBands  of  acres  of  land,  in  tlie 
beet  parts  of  the  Highlands  and  Islands 
had  been  given  over  to  crofters — in  some 
cases  to  agricxiltaral  crofters,  and  in 
others  to  fishing  crofters — and  the  re- 
sult, from  beginning  to  end,  had  been  a 
total  and  absolute  failure.  There  had 
been  inadequate  stocking,  the  arrears  of 
rent  were  very  great — in  some  cases  no 
rent  had  been  paid  at  all ;  and,  in  spite 
of  all  stipulations,  the  old  system  of 
destructive  Bub-division  had  gone  on. 
One  of  the  Members  of  the  Royal  Com- 
miasion  had  stated  very  distinctly  these 
two  filings — first,  that  these  common 
grazings  formed  the  real  obstacle  to  im- 
provement ;  and,  second,  that  capital 
vaa  indispensable  in  pastoral  farming, 
if  a  profit  was  to  be  made  out  of  it  at 
dl.  Although  everything  had  been 
done  that  this  Bill  contemplated,  the 
result  was  that  arrears,  which  in  1883 
amounted  to  £  1,000.  in  1 884  were 
£2,000,  and  in  1885  had  increased  to 
£2,800;  and  during  that  period  Lady 
Gordon  Catheart  had  given  £1,128  for 
seed,  of  which  not  one-half  had  been 
repaid.  This  vras  a  distinct  and  clear 
question  which  must  be  dealt  with  if 
they  would  come  to  a  rational  conclu- 
rion  upon  it.  Either  these  people  were 
withholding  rents  which  they  were  able 
to  pay,  or,  if  they  were  not  doing  so,  this 
Bill  could  do  no  possible  good.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  was 
on  the  horns  of  that  dilemma.  Take 
aaother  instance  in  the  Island  of  Skye. 
two  or  three  years  ago,  a  hill  grazing, 
which  waa  let  for  £l2d  to  a  tenant,  was 
handed  over  to  a  group  of  crofters  at 
£75.  Bince  that  time  the  orofterH  them- 
selves had  not  paid  a  single  penny  of 
nnt  for  it.  A  benevolent  gentleman 
paid  the  first  year's  rent ;  but  since  then 
not  (me  farthing  had  been  paid  for  the 
grazing.  They  had  paid  no  rates  or 
taxes,  nor  had  they  paid  the  rents  of 
any  of  the  crofts  which  they  held. 
Either  these  people  were  withholding 
rents  which  they  were  able  to  pay,  and 
therefore  were  a  demoralized  people,  or 
else  their  position  was  such  that  this 
Bill  could  not  by  any  possibility  do  them 
the  slightest  good.  The  experiment  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill  had  here  been  fairly 
made  and  givMi  a  fair  trial,  and  it  had 
been  au  absolute  and  complete  failure. 
He  would  give  them  another  instance. 
A-  large  tract  of  country  belonging  to 
MacLeod  of  MacLeod  was  advertised  to 


be  let ;  hut  the  people,  having  sense 
and  having  had  more  careful  instruction 
in  their  interests  and  duties  than  in 
many  other  parts,  saw  the  folly  of 
attempting  to  take  it,  because  they  had 
no  capital  to  provide  stock ;  and  the 
laud  remained  unstooked  and  unused. 
Let  them  look  into  the  real  difficulties 
of  the  case.  He  took  these  real  diffi- 
oulUes  to  he — first,  the  population  and  its 
natural  increase ;  second,  the  deficiency 
of  outflow  for  energy  towards  acquire- 
ment of  means  otherwise  than  by  agricul- 
ture ;  third,  the  defective  nature  of 
communications ;  and,  fourth,  the  diffi- 
culty of  education.  Let  them  take  the 
population  first.  There  had  been  a  large 
increase  of  population  in  the  Islands 
in  the  last  century,  and  the  result  of 
that  was  that  the  acreage  per  head  was 
only  19  acres;  whereas  everyone  who 
understood  the  country  and  knew  the 
value  of  land  declared  distinctly  that  no 
less  than  57  acres  was  sufficient  for  the 
support  of  an  individual.  For  the  in- 
formation of  English  MembOTs,  he  might 
say  that  as  regarded  the  grazing  land  of 
the  Highlands  it  took  over  three  of  these 
acres  to  feed  one  sheep,  and  he  helieved 
the  fair  average  would  be  something 
over  four  Acres.  Now,  that  showod  the 
over-growth  of  the  population,  and  the 
necessity  for  other  industry  than  agri- 
culture. The  question  was  not  one 
merely  of  land  and  of  rent,  and  if  it 
was  so  considered  by  Parliament  a  great 
mistake  would  be  made,  and  the  people 
would  be  placed  in  a  worse  position  than 
they  were  now.  The  true  character  of 
the  crofter,  to  begin  with,  would  be 
destroyed  by  taking  the  view  that  he 
was  one  who  made  his  living  out 
of  the  land  alone.  Sir  John  MacNeil, 
in  the  year  1844,  made  this  declaration 
in  regard  to  the  matter— the  crofters 
Tore  labourers,  living  chiefly  by  their 
labour,  holding  crofts  for  which  they 
were  able  to  pay  rent,  not  from  the  pro- 
duce of  their  land,  but  from  their  labour. 
The  tendency  of  this  Bill  was  entirely 
to  reverse  that.  From  beginning  to  end 
the  Bill  had  not  a  single  syllable  in  it 
about  industry.  Its  whole  scope  and 
intention  was  to  fix  the  people  down 
as  agriculturists,  and  to  endeavour  to 
give  them  some  land  to  cultivate.  An- 
other complaint  he  had  to  make  against 
the  Bill  was  that  it  dealt  in  no  way  with 
one'  point  which  was  laid  down  by  the 
OommiBuoners  very  diatinotly— namely, 
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that  the  measures  which  vere  proposed 
for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the  holding 
of  land  should  not  apply  to  those  who  at 

? resent  held  very  small  plots  of  land, 
ho  Commissioners,  as  a  body,  fixed  the 
rental  at  £6  per  annum  ;  but  the  hon. 
Member  for  Inverness-shire  (Mr.  Fraser- 
Mackintosh),  in  his  separate  Report, 
put  it  down  at  £4.  Why?  Because 
it  was  very  clearly  brought  out  in 
the  Heport  that  to  do  otherwise  would 
be  fatal  to  the  hope  of  introducing 
a  prosperous  population.  No  notice, 
however,  was  taken  of  that  in  the  Bill 
of  the  Gk>vemmeut ;  nor  was  any  notice 
taken  of  the  cottar  question,  which  was 
a  cognate  question.  The  Commissionei  s 
unanimously  reported  that  people  in 
that  position  ought  to  be  '*  firmly  though 
gently  withdrawn "  from  the  places 
which  they  now  occupied,  and  they 
contemplated  nothing  but  the  most  evil 
and  ruinous  results  from  any  legislation 
which  would  fail  to  take  that  step. 
Why  had  the  suggestion  of  the  Com- 
missioners been  ignored  P  Here,  again, 
came  in  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
The  position  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  and  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  reminded 
him  of  the  case  of  a  gallant  officer,  now 
dead,  who  was  known  to  be  rather  a 
Tartar,  and  who  was  taken  prisoner  in 
an  expedition  to  China.  The  news  came 
home  that  he  was  ebalned  to  another 
man,  and  that  they  wero  being  marched 
up  the  country.  When  his  mother  heard 
what  had  happened,  the  only  thing  she 
said  was— "Lord  help  the  man  who  is 
chained  to  our  Davie.  All  these  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  Treasury  Benches  were 
chained  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 

?uer.  It  was  essential  that  these  un- 
ortunate  people  should  be  withdrawn 
from  the  position  in  which  they  now 
were.  The  land  hod  been  sub-divided, 
80  that  it  was  impossible  in  many  cases 
for  the  holdings  to  be  enlarged.  How 
were  the  people  to  be  withdrawn  ? 
There  were  only  two  ways  of  doing  it. 
One  was  that  industry  should  be  deve- 
loped upon  the  spot.  The  other  was 
that  industry  should  be  found  for  them 
elsewhere,  to  which  they  could  be  re- 
moved. The  object  of  the  Commis- 
sioners was  to  induce  the  people  to  shake 
o£f  the  torpor  which  possessed  them  \ 
and  theright  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to 
do  that  by  giving  people  who  held  crofts 
of  £4,  &b,  and  £6  rental  fixity  of  tenure 
Mr,  J,  B.  A.  Uacdwaid 


under  circumstanoes  in  whidi  it  was 
impossible  that  any  energy  could  be 
developed.  In  this  Bill  every  recom- 
mendation that  the  Commission  had 
made  had  been  more  or  less  set  aside. 
There  was  no  industry  in  the  High- 
lands, except  to  a  very  small  extent, 
unless  it  were  the  industry  of  fish- 
ing ;  but  in  regard  to  this  industry — 
which  was  capable  of  vast  extension 
for  the  benefit  of  the  population  of  the 
Western  Highlands— it  was  absolutely 
taken  no  notice  of  in  the  Bill,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  again 
came  in  to  prevent  its  development  on 
the  lines  recommended  by  the  Com- 
missioners. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Trevelyan}  did  not  absolutely  put 
this  matter  aside.  What  he  said  was 
that  the  Government  would  be  very 
^lad  to  see  their  way  to  put  some  money 
mto  the  hands  of  the  Fishery  Board  for 
the  improvement  of  the  fishings  in  the 
Highlands.  For  the  purpose  of  press- 
ing on  tho  House  the  importance  of 
proceeding  with  this  Bill,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  quoted  a  Kesolution  of  the 
House  passed  16  months  ago;  but,  as 
regarded  the  fishing  industry  ia  tho 
Highlands,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  require  some  additional  facts  to 
enable  him  to  leap  over  this  mountain 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
The  development  of  the  fishing  would 
not  be  enough.  The  Commissioners 
declared — and  here  came  a  point  which 
to  many  was  most  unpalatable  —  the 
Commissioners  declared  that  emigration 
was  unavoidable,  and  they  strongly  re- 
commended that  it  might  be  taken  up 
in  connection  with  any  measure  for  im- 
proving the  condition  of  the  crofters. 
Why  had  that  recommendation  not  been 
given  efl'ect  to?  Emigration  was  un- 
avoidable in  the  case  of  many  others 
than  the  crofters.  It  was  impossible  to 
find  employment  for  everyone  in  this 
country,  and  many  of  our  sons  had  lo 
to  all  parts  of  the  world  in  search  of 
situations.  The  feeling  against  emigra- 
tion was  really  a  seDtimental  one,  and 
would  be  removed  if  those  people  only 
knew  the  altered  conditions  now  as  com- 
pared with  what  existed  30  or  40  years 
ego.  The  means  of  communication  were 
much  easier,  and  education  enabled  rela- 
tives at  a  distance  to  be  in  constant 
communication,  so  that  tlie  abhorrence 
to  separation  need  not  bo  what  it  was 
in  former  times.    The  Commissioners 
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said  emigration,  properly  conducted, 
was  an  indiopensable  remedy,  and  un- 
avoidable. If  indispensable,  their  im- 
mediate consideration  of  it  waa  an 
absolute  duty,  and  those  who  dealt 
wiUi  this  question  without  considering 
it  committed  a  breach  of  duty.  Any 
aeheme  which  hid  from  the  people  the 
necessity  of  relieving  the  pnsent  con- 
gestion in  severa}  parts  of  the  Highlands 
was  really  an  ignorant  and  an  ill-judged 
scheme ;  stU.1  more,  if  it  hid  from  them 
that  a  further  increase  of  the  population 
on  the  land  in  the  Highlands  meant 
rain  to  them.  He  was  glad  the  other 
ereniug  to  hear  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  {Mr.  Mundella)  impress 
npoa  the  people  the  advantages  to  be 
gained  by  emigration,  and  encouraging 
tbem  to  seek  their  fortunes  elsewhere. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
words  would  reach  the  inhabitants  of 
the  Highlands,  and  would  oonvince  them 
that,  in  spite  of  their  lore  of  country, 
they  most  meet  necessities  as  they  arose, 
and  accept  them  as  the  dispensation  of 
Fhnridence  vhioh  could  not  be  fought 
against.  It  was  perfectly  certain  that 
by  merely  giving  additional  land,  with- 
out making  provision  for  the  prospective 
increase  of  the  population,  would  be 
absolute  ruin.  They  had  proof  that 
the  experiment  had  been  tried,  pro- 
dncicg  a  satisfactory  result  to  those  who 
had  gone  out,  and  that  the  news  sent 
home  had  led  others  to  emigrate.  Lady 
Gordon  Cathcart  only  succeeded  in  get- 
ting 10  families  to  emigrate  in  1683, 
but  43  families  emigrated  in  the  follow- 
ing year,  and  yet  the  Lord  Advocate 
said  there  were  no  materials  for  dealing 
with  the  question  of  emigration.  Why 
not?  Why  had  the  Oovernment  not 
seen  its  necessity  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  it  was  a  separate  ques- 
tion. He  {Mr.  Maodonald)  said  it  was 
not  a  separate  quesUon.  It  was  s  ques- 
tion of  the  purse  and  nothing  else. 
There  were  two  kinds  of  emigration— 
first,  of  the  whole  family;  and  then  of 
iodiTidual  members  of  families.  The 
Commissioners  said  it  was  only  by  the 
removal  of  entire  families  that  any  ap- 
preciable benefit  would  be  derived. 
That  led  him  to  say  a  word  on  the 
qoestioQ  of  education.  He  sincerely 
trusted  that  in  any  measure  for  the  pur- 
pose of  promoting  education  it  would 
nerer  be  the  aim  to  try  to  stamp  out  the 
Oa^ic  language.   It  would,  he  thought 


bo  a  monstrous  cruelty,  particularly  as 
the  use  of  Gaelic  was  the  only  way 
by  which  religious  intercourse  could 
be  kept  up  between  the  older  and 
the  younger  members  of  a  family, 
that  they  should  both  be  able  to  use 
the  same  Bible.  While  saying  that, 
he  equally  held  that  any  (Jovemment 
or  any  hon.  Member  who  went  upon 
the  footing  that  English  was  not  to  be 
taught  would  make  a  grievous  and 
cruel  mistake.  The  great  difficulty 
of  those  Highland  people  in  going  out 
into  the  world  to  make  a  living  for 
themselves  was  their  inability  to  cope 
with  those  familiar  with  the  English 
language.  Every  possible  effort  should 
be  made  to  promote  the  reasonable  teach- 
ing of  Euglisb,  which  would  enable  the 
people  to  converse  and  to  carry  on  their 
work  in  other  places.  Popular  educa- 
tion, the  Commissioners  said,  when 
better  appreciated,  would  lay  open  the 
whole  world,  with  all  its  resources,  to 
the  most  secluded  inhabitants  of  the 
glens.  Finally,  he  said,  shutting  their 
eyes  to  the  difficulties  of  this  problem 
was  of  no  nee.  That  was  what  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  done  for 
reasons  solely  connected  with  the  ques- 
tion of  money.  Nor  were  Utopian 
schemes  of  any  use.  The  poor  they 
would  always  have.  Neither  would 
anything  which  only  enoouraged  mere 
sentiment  do  the  slightest  good.  The 
best  spirit  in  which  they  could  proceed 
was  to  help  the  poor  in  a  double  way, 
by  giving  them  every  assistance  which 
would  not  destroy  ^eir  industry  and 
self-reliance,  and  by  devoting  attention 
to  every  means  of  improving  the  lot  of 
those  who  might  remain  in  the  High- 
lands and  Islands.  The  poor  themselves, 
he  hoped,  would  be  led  by  those  who 
went  amongst  them  not  to  go  in  for 
things  which  could  never  be  realized, 
but  to  cultivate  a  spirit  of  manly  pluck 
and  energy  like  other  people.  If  suc- 
cessful in  their  struggle  to  rise  above 
their  position,  like  other  people  they 
would  have  the  satisfaction  of  having 
worked  out  their  own  improvement; 
and  if  not  successful  they  would  have 
the  satisfaction  of  a  good  conscience  in 
having  done  their  duty. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  (Argyllshire) 
said,  that  if  suffering  in  this  world 
would  bring  any  reward  in  the  next,  the 
lot  of  the  crofter  population  would  be 
ultimatdy  happier  than  that  of  any  other 
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class.  He  had  not  brought  the  Oom- 
missioners'  Keport,  and  be  had  not  come 
with  those  statistics  of  the  Highlands  ; 
because  he  thought  the  question  had 
been  proved  absolutely  to  demonstrate 
that  a  large  depopulation  had  taken 

glace  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of 
ootland.  He  would  only  quote  one  in- 
stance from  memory — ^at  of  Argyll- 
shire (the  county  he  represented).  In 
1831  the  population  was  over  100,000; 
in  1881  it  was  only  76,000;  showing  a 
diminution  of  nearly  one-fourth;  but 
that  did  not  in  the  least  fairly  represent 
the  diminished  population  in  the  rural 
parts  of  the  country,  beoauae  of  that 
76,000  which  remained  a  large  part 
were  in  towns  which  did  not  exist  60 
years  ago.  The  right  hon.  and  leai-ned 
Gentleman  the  late  Lord  Advocate  men- 
tioned a  few  cases  in  which  the  popula- 
tion had  inoreased.  He  mentioned  the 
Island  of  Skye,  the  Island  of  Lewis,  and 
some  others  ;  but  he  did  not  mention  one 
single  place  where  the  population  had 
decreased — as,  for  instance,  Mull,  where 
the  population  had  decreased  from 
10,000  to  6,000,  or  various  other  Islands. 
The  hou.  Gentleman  who  moved  the 
Amendment  (Mr,  Eamsay),  when  he 
made  his  tour  that  evening  in  the  High- 
lands and  Islands  of  Scotland,  wandered 
all  round  the  Islands,  but  did  not  refer 
to  the  fertile  Island  of  Islay.  Why  was 
that  ?  There  was  no  idand  with  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Falkirk  Burghs 
was  so  thoroughly  familiar  as  Islay. 
The  hon.  Member  dwelt,  as  he  always 
did,  on  the  congested  population  in  the 
Island  of  Lewis;  but  he  never  said  a 
word  about  the  places  where  the  people 
disappeared.  It  was  always  the  Island 
of  Lewis  that  was  thrust  down  the  throat 
of  that  House.  The  figures  as  to 
the  population  of  Islay  were  in  1831 
eight  short  of  15,000  persons;  in  1871, 
8,144;  in  1881,  7,559— a  decrease  in  the 
last  10  years  of  584,  and  in  the  last  50 
years  of  7,483  persons.  It  would  be 
more  candid,  and  show  a  fairer  spirit, 
if,  in  dealing  with  the  statistics,  the  hon. 
Member  gave  both  sides  of  the  question. 
Where  were  those  people  who  still  re- 
mained in  the  Island  of  Islay  ?  They 
were  not  upon  the  land.  He  had  seen 
the  land.  It  was  a  fertile  and  a  splen- 
did land.  Where  were  the  people  ? 
They  were  almost  entirety  in  four  towns. 
The  land  itself  was  desolate,  so  far  as  the 
people  were  concerned.  Why  were  these 

UaefarUm 


tluDga  not  referred  to  ?  It  was  a  one- 
sided case  presented  to  the  House.  He 
had  shown  that  Argyll  had  lost  a  quarter 
of  its  population  ;  while  the  rest  of  the 
country  was  doubting  its  population,  so 
that  the  loss  was  infinitely  greater  than 
appeared.  By  the  natural  increase  of 
the   population  it  would  have  been 

150,000. 

Mr.  BAMSAT  said,  he  wished  to 
explain  that  he  did  not  refer  to  the 
decrease  in  the  population  of  Islay,  be- 
cause it  had  reference  to  matters  affect- 
ing himself,  and  which  he  had  to  some 
extent  effaced,  having  property  there — 
effected,  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman 
knew  it  or  not,  almost  ontirdy  by  the 
education  of  the  people,  which  alone 
induced  them  to  go  away,  and  get  irork 
elsewhere.  If  the  people  in  the  other 
parts  of  the  Highlands  were  in  the  same 
way  taught  the  use  of  tho  English  lan- 
guage the  result  would  be  the  same. 

Me.  MACFARLANE  said,  that  while 
willing  and  glad  to  receive  any  explana- 
tion he  objected  to  the  interjection  of 
another  speech  by  the  hon.  Member. 
The  reason  for  his  silence  as  to  Islay 
was  very  natural.  He  knew  the  hon. 
Member  had  property  there,  and  he 
(Mr.  Macfarlane)  had  visited  the  island 
and  the  hon.  Member's  property,  and 
he  was  sorry  to  say  had  seen  the  deso- 
late homes  that  were  standing  upon  it — 
places  where  there  were  roofless  houses, 
where  people  were  once  wont  to  be 
happy.  The  hon.  Member  said  that  the 
people  were  educated  out  of  them.  They 
were  no  better  educated  there  than  were 
the  people  in  other  parts  of  the  High- 
lands. [Mr.  Eamsat  :  They  were.] 
He  held  they  were  not;  but  they  were 
driven  out.  He  hoped  on  the  next  oc- 
casion when  the  hon.  Member  quoted 
Scotch  statistics,  and  did  not  refer  to 
the  Island  of  Islay,  he  would  not  say  a 
single  word  about  the  Island  of  Lewis. 
The  hon.  Member  had  referred  to  the 
congested  populations.  There  was  con- 
gestion where  there  w  ere  no  people  on 
Uie  land,  for  they  wero  huadled  into 
oomers.  It  was  as  if  all  the  people  in  a 
large  house  were  huddled  into  the 
garrets.  The  people  were  in  the  garrets, 
and  the  deer  were  on  the  first  and 
the  sheep  were  on  the  second  floors. 
The  remedy  for  that  congestion  was  to 
replace  the  people  on  this  land ;  to  re- 
people  the  whole  house,  to  re-people  pro- 
perties  like  that  of  the  hou.  Member  for 
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the  Falkirk  Burghs.  It  the  hon.  Mem< 
ber  vottld  strike  out  Uie  letter  *'  e  "  in 
the  word  emigration  in  bis  Ameadment, 
Slid  make  it  migration,  he  would  Tote 
Sot  it.  He  should  be  glad  to  see  the  re- 
dundant population  of  the  Island  of 
Lewis  transferred  to  the  Island  of  Islay. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  late  Lord  Advocate  was  Tory  severe 
upon  the  Bill,  and  in  many  places  jusllj 
BO.  He  (Mr.  Maofarlane)  vas  dis- 
appointed with  the  speech,  of  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land in  moTiug  the  first  reading  of  the 
Bill,  considering  his  remarks  very  thin 
for  the  object  they  had  in  view  ;  but  the 
Bill  was  worse  than  the  speech.  In  his 
opinion,  there  was  little  value  in  it ;  bnt 
he  would  not  challenge  the  second  read- 
ing, because  he  hoped  they  might  im- 
prove the  measure  in  Committee.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  referred,  in  a  very  pointed 
manner,  to  the  Besolution  which  he 
(Ifr.  Uacfarlane)  had  the  honour  to 
more  upon  the  14th  of  November,  1884, 
and  which  was  accepted  by  a  unanimous 
House.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman  had 
Mud  of  it  that  the  Resolution  was  one  of 
the  strongest  and  most  remarkable  ever 
passed  in  the  House  of  Commons ;  but 
while  he  accepted  it  as  a  mandate  to 
deal  effectually  with  the  question,  he 
had  apparently  forgotten  one-half  of  the 
mandate,  for  it  referred  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Eoyal  Commission 
upon  the  condition  of  the  "  Crofters  and 
Cottars."  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  almost  left  the  cottars  out  in  the 
Bill ;  and  the  benefits,  if  benefits,  which 
he  did  propose  to  confer  upon  them, 
were  not  snch  as  he  (Ur.  Macfarlane) 
had  in  his  mind  when  he  proposed  his 
Besolution.  The  fact  was  that  the  cottars 
were  to  be  renwved  from  Uieir  holdintfs, 
and  the  arrangement  in  Clause  9  was  that 
when  they  were  so  removed  the  land- 
lord was  to  pay  their  funeral  expenses. 
There  was  no  question  of  giving  this 
people  any  land  to  enable  them  to  live ; 
but  they  were  to  get  compensation  for 
their  improvements  upon  the  terms  that 
they  were  suitable  to  the  subjects,  were 
executed  or  paid  for  by  the  cottar  or  his 
predecessor  in  the  same  family  within 
30  years,  and  that  the  improvements  had 
not  been  executed  in  virtue  of  the  speci- 
fisationa  of  the  lease,  or  in  virtue  of  any 
■greemeat  or  of  estate  regulations.  He 
vonld  be  Terj  muoh  lorprUed  if  any 
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cottar  received  any  compensation  on 
those  terms.  Who  were  these  cottars  ? 
They  were  not  people  who  emigrated 
from  other  parts  of  the  country  to  the 
Highlands  of  Scotland  ;  but  ^thor  they, 
or  their  predecessors,  had  been  evicted 
to  make  way  for  the  sheep,  the  fore- 
runners of  uie  deer.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
quoted  a  statement  from  the  Beport  of 
the  Royal  Commissioners,  that  "no. 
single  instance  had  been  brought  of 
eviction  of  a  crofter;"  but  he  should 
have  added  these  words,  "for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  a  deer  forest."  That 
might  be  true,  because  there  vas  no 
necessity  of  evicting  the  crofters  to  make 
deer  forests.  They  were  evicted  to 
make  way  for  the  sheep  walks,  which 
were  turned  into  deer  forests.  He  (Mr. 
Macfarlane)  claimed  for  the  crofters 
that  they  had  absolutely  as  good  heredi- 
tary rights  to  the  land  as  the  people 
who  were  now  in  possession  of  it.  In 
some  eases  tli<^  had  been  evicted  with- 
out much  consultation  with  the  land- 
lord ;  but  in  some  instances  he  was  will- 
ing to  credit  the  landlord  with  the 
humanity  of  allowing  them  to  build  a 
house  on  the  sea  shore,  rather  than  turn 
them  away  altogether.  When  hon. 
Gentlemen  talked  of  there  not  being 
land  enough  for  the  people,  they  spoke 
as  if  the  people  of  the  Highlands  were 
in  possession  of  all  the  land  in  the 
Highlands,  and  that  it  was  not  enough 
for  them.  When  they  had  possessioQ  of 
it  all,  and  it  was  proved  insufficient  for 
them,  then  he  would  vote  for  such  an 
Amendment  as  that  before  the  House ; 
but  not  till  then.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate 
made  a  calculation  of  the  value  of  the 
land;  but  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gendeman  knew  that  all  the  good 
land  was  in  the  possession  of  the  hie 
farmers,  and  all  the  land  not  worth 
anything  was  in  the  possession  of  the 
crofters.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  also  calculated  that  the 
Bill  would  only  affect  25,000  people. 
But  the  population  of  the  counties  to 
patches  of  which  the  Bill  referred 
amounted  to  369,000;  so  that  the  Bill 
referred  to  only  one  in  15,000. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR:  I  did  not 
refer  to  individuals. 

Me.  maofarlane  said,  that  per- 
haps the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man estimated  the  heads  of  families. 
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The  right  hon.  Cl«ntlemaa  the  Seoretair 
for  Scotland  made  a  stipulation  which 
barred  all  good  effect  arising  out  of  the 
Bill,  and  taat  was  that  it  ehould  only 
confer  upon  certain  patches  of  certain 
counties  all  over  the  country,  apparently 
on  the  example  of  the  county  of  Cro- 
marty, a  Land  Act,  giving  certain  rights 
and  titles  which  were  denied  to  the 
other  parts.  He  saw  no  reason  for  that 
absurd  proposition.  He  also  objected 
to  the  provision  that  no  arable  land  was 
to  be  granted  to  the  tenants  in  addition 
to  what  they  now  possessed.  The  right 
hon.  Qentleman  would  agree  that  that 
was  an  illogical  position  to  take  up.  If 
they  were  entitled  to  a  restoration  of  hill 
pasture,  why  not  to  a  restoration  of 
arable  land,  assnming  that  they  had 
been  deprived  of  itP  Assuming  they 
had  not,  he  would  say  they  were  en- 
tiUed  to  as  much  land  in  their  own 
native  country  as  would  enable  them  to 
live.  If  the  land  was  available,  and 
they  were  willing  to  pay  a  fair  and 
judicial  rent  for  it,  they  were  entitled  to 
have  as  much  land  as  would  enable 
them  to  live,  without  reference  to  whe- 
ther they  had  had  it  before  or  not.  He 
did  not  suppose  the  hill  pasture  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to 
restore  would  be  given  back  to  those 
from  whom  it  was  taken.    It  was  being 

S'ven  back  as  a  concession  to  the  High- 
ad  people,  and  why  should  not  a  por- 
tion m  the  arable  land  be  given  in  the 
same  way  ?  The  Boyal  Commission  had 
told  them  that  the  prinoipal  matter  of 
dissatisfaction  in  connection  with  the 
occupancy  of  land  was  restriction  of  the 
area  of  holdings,  not  of  pastnrage  only, 
bat  of  agricultural  land  as  well.  If  he 
(Mr.  Macfarlane)  believed  the  Bill  would 
pass  through  Committee  and  through 
that  House  precisely  as  it  now  stood,  he 
would  be  much  disposed  to  challenge 
the  House  to  a  division  on  the  second 
reading  against  the  Bill ;  but  he  had 
strong  hopes  that  by  to-night's  speeches 
and  the  strong  feeling  of  the  House  it 
would  be  improved.  He  felt  that  the 
Government  lagged  far  behind  the  feel- 
ing <^  the  House  on  this  question.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  intro- 
duced the  Bill,  said  he  relied  upon 
voluntary  effort  when  there  was  com- 
pulsion behind  it.  He  (Mr.  Macfarlane) 
relied  to  some  extent  on  the  voluntary 
effort  of  the  Government,  when  the 
Government  knew  that  in  Ooomutt^e 

Mr.  Maijfiirlant 


there  would  be  compulsion  behind  them, 
for  he  would  take  the  opinion  of  the 
House  on  every  one  of  those  points ; 
and  he  believed  that  on  many  of  them 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  be 
found  in  a  minority.  The  next  restric- 
tion he  would  refer  to  was  a  most  objec- 
tionable one,  having  the  effect  of  ex- 
onerating from  all  punishment  the  man 
who  had  effected  the  total  extermination 
of  the  people.  He  referred  to  the  clause 
which  said  that  the  crofters  should  have 
the  land  restored  to  them  if  any  of  them 
were  left ;  but  if  the  laird  bad  been  so 
cruel  as  not  to  have  left  one,  then  there 
should  be  no  restoration,  and  no  inter- 
ference with  him.  It  was  only  when  a 
landl<Hrd  had  been  humane  enough  to 
leave  some  dregs  of  the  population  be- 
hind that  the  lash  of  the  Bill  was  to  be 
applied  to  him.  He  (Mr.  Macfarlane) 
held  that  the  land  should  be  given  to 
these  people,  no  matter  whether  they 
were  on  the  spot  or  not ;  let  them  be 
taken  thither.  An  hon.  Member  had 
referred  to  men  who  had  left  the  coun- 
try and  succeeded.  What  would  be 
thought  of  the  father  who  boasted  that 
the  son  whom  he  had  kicked  out-of- 
doors  had  gone  abroad  and  made  a  for- 
tune? That  was  the  sort  of  thing  that 
had  been  done  in  the  Highlands ;  but  it 
was  not  a  thing  for  the  persons  who 
drove  these  people  away  to  boast  of.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  he  would 
not  give  land,  except  where  there  was  a 
remnant  of  the  people  left.  Here  was 
a  statement  by  the  Free  Church  minister 
at  Saasay,  as  to  recent  clearances — 

"  I  am  told  that,  from  the  year  18fi4,  12 
townahnw  were  completely  desolated.  The  num- 
ber of  nuDilies  removed  from  these  townahiH 
was  Bta.tad  to  have  been  about  97.  By  far  uie 
greater  number  were  sent  away  against  their 
will,  whilfl  a  few  left  of  their  own  accord.  A 
few  families — about  nine  or  ten  of  that  number 
—were  allowed  to  remain  on  the  estate,  and 
were  settled  among  the  other  towoahips.  whose 
land  was  not  thought  loffioiently  good  to  ba 
added  to  the  big  farm." 

He  would  also  ask  hon.  Members  to 
look  at  the  case  of  Hugh  M'lntosh, 
from  Sutherlandshire,  as  set  forth  in  the 
evidence  before  the  Boyal  Commission, 
in  whose  township,  where  in  1 826  there 
were  four  tenants,  the  lots  were  divided 
into  seven.  Now,  they  heard  a  great 
deal  about  the  iniquity  of  poor  Pec^le 
who,  under  strong  temptation,  divit  led 
their  lots  among  members  of  their  own 
faouUea;  but  they  heard  nothing  of 
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ihoM  landlords  who  Tdut  on  dividing 

and  sub-dlvidiDg  to  suit  their  own  pur- 
poses. The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Maodooald)  justly 
referred  to  the  question  of  improving 
the  fishing  in  the  Western  Highlands 
and  all  round  the  OoasU  of  Scotland. 
He  (Mr.  Macfarlane)  agreed  with  him, 
and  would  be  glad  to  see  a  large  sum 
expended  in  endeavouring  to  secure 
what  would  be  an  immense  boon  not 
only  to  the  Highland  people  themselves, 
but  to  the  whole  nation,  in  an  increased 
supply  of  fish;  but  there  were  some 
aspects  of  the  fishiog  question  not  quite 
so  pleasant.  Here  were  extracts  from 
evidence  given  by  a  man  in  Sutherland- 
shire  upon  the  question  of  bait— 

"  Tbey  ooold  not  buy  cockle  bait.  It  was 
too  dear— 2«.  M.  a  baskat.  The  Duke  of 
SotiMrland  bad  men  to  gather  the  bait  and  sell 
it  to  Uie  flahenoen.  The  Doke  paya  a  man  ao 
much  a-year  to  gather  the  masaela  and  sell 
them  to  na.  The  price  goes  to  the  Dake." 

That  was  the  way  the  fishing  was  pro- 
moted in  some  parts  of  the  Scottish 
Coasts  at  the  present  time,  and  even  im- 
provements on  the  crofts  were  promoted 
in  the  same  fashion.  With  reference  to 
the  seaweed,  which  was  not  touched  in 
the  Bill,  who  had  given  the  landlords 
on  the  Coasts  of  Scotland  the  right  to 
seaweed  which  God  Almighty  had  thrown 
up  for  use  in  the  improvement  of  the  soil, 
and  the  right  to  sell  it  to  the  poor  people, 
and,  in  some  iastances,  to  refuse  to  sell  it  ? 
Yet  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man spoke  of  the  laws  of  natare.  Why, 
an  Italian  might  preach  to  Englishmen 
about  the  contemptible  climate  they  had 
in  comparison  with  his  own  ;  but  would 
the  Englishman  abandon  his  own  coun- 
try on  such  an  argument  ?  Yet  that  was 
the  argument  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
applied  to  the  Highland  people  ;  and  his 
suggestion  was  that  the  people  were  too 
sensible  to  stay  in  their  own  oouutiy. 
But  he  was  told  that  the  climate  of 
Manitoba^  to  which  they  were  advised 
to  was  not  a  better  climate  than 
tbeu  own,  for  they  enjoyed  a  winter 
eight  months.  He  objected  to  the 
restrictions  in,  and  also  to  the  omis- 
siona  from,  the  Bill.  He  would  remind 
the  House,  moreover,  that  the  crofters 
were  not  ite  only  people  who  were  iu 
want  of  hill  pasture.  He  had  had  ex- 
perience of  the  towns  during  an  election 
tour  round  the  coast,  and  he  found  the 
t«wii»— small  tovus — w^re  as  eager  in 
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their  demand  fax  a  littJe  hill  pasture  at 

the  back  of  the  villages  as  the  crofters 
were — such  towns  as  Ardrishaig,  Loch- 
gilphead, and  Tarbert.  In  these  and  simi- 
lar places  on  the  coasts  the  fishermen 
were  certainly  allowed  to  dry  their  nets  ; 
but  they  had  not  as  much  green  grass  as 
would  make  a  croquet-ground  or  lawn- 
tennis  court,  and  yet  they  were  perfectly 
willing  to  pay  for  the  hills,  but  could 
not  get  them.  He  remembered  an  inci- 
dent at  an  ^en-air  meeting  he  held  at 
East  Loch,  Tarbert.  A  lai^e  number  of 
boys  had  got  round  the  carriage,  and  he 
would  not  forget  the  cheer  they  raised, 
when  he  sug^sted  the  possibility  of 
their  getUng  milk  for  their  porridge  iu 
the  mornings.  The  poor  little  things ! 
Su(&  a  thing  was  altogether  beyond 
their  reach,  and  for  no  reason  whatever. 
There  was  no  argument  that  could  be 
brought  in  favour  of  the  present  system, 
for  the  people  were  a»  willing  to  pay  for 
such  pasture  as  the  farmer  for  his  farm. 
When  the  Bill  got  into  Committee  he 
would  do  his  best  to  clothe  the  miserable 
skeleton  with  flesh  and  blood.  It  seemed 
to  be  a  sort  of  framework  stuck  up  in 
that  House  for  hon.  Members  to  hang 
Amendments  upon.  Some  things  in  it 
would  be  of  some  use,  therefore  he 
would  not  vote  against  the  second  read- 
ing if  there  was  a  division ;  but  he  did 
not  believe,  as  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  had  said,  that  if  it 
passed  in  its  integrity  it  would  be  prac- 
tically  an  advantage,  or  benefit,  or  good. 
Instead  of  that,  he  believed  that  if  it 
were  passed  in  its  present  shape  it 
would  practically  be  of  no  advantage  to 
the  Highland  people ;  while  as  to  being 
a  settlement  of  the  question,  it  was  such 
a  settlement  as  the  old  woman  met  with 
when  she  tried  to  sweep  back  the  sea 
with  a  broom.  The  wave  of  agitation 
was  advancing,  and  would  advance  in 
spite  of  it.  Therefore,  let  Her  Majesty's 
Government  take  warning  in  time.  He 
knew  it  was  the  custom  to  say  that  the 
pilot  who  called  out  there  were  rocks 
ahead  had  made  tiie  rooks,  and  that 
whoever  said  there  was  danger  ahead 
had  made  the  danger ;  but  he  assured 
the  House  that  there  was  a  teal  danger 
in  the  Highlands.  They  were  people 
who  were  slow  to  wrath ;  but  they  were 
hot  and  strong  upon  this  question,  and 
they  were  roused — the  hon.  Member  for 
I'a&irk  charitably  suggested  for  no 
other  purpose  than  to  mal^e  him  unooiq< 
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fortable— bat,  whaterer  the  motive  the 
hoD.  Member  attributed  to  Mm  and 
others,  the  tact  was  that  the  people  were 
Iroused.  Let  the  GkiTemraent  recognize 
that  Atct,  and  legislate  in  a  thorough 
manner.  He  would  rather  see  a  good 
Bill  lost  than  a  bad  Bill  passed  ;  because 
the  time  would  come,  and  very  shortly, 
when  the  question  must  be  dealt  with 
thoroughly.  He  could  not  offer  a  more 
remarkable  example  of  the  public  opinion 
of  the  Highlands  of  Scotland  upon  this 
subject  than  he  could  in  himself,  ia  the 
position  he  now  occupied ;  because  he 
fought  the  neat  county  of  Argyllshire, 
handicappea  down  to  the  ground  in 
every  possible  way,  with  the  power  of 
heaven  and  earth  against  him.  The 
landlords  were  the  ea^,  and  the  minis- 
ters were  the  heavens.  But  taking 
all  things  together,  although  he  was 
denounced  by  everybody,  from  the  high- 
est laird  down  to  the  smallest  laird, 
by  nearly  all  the  ministers  in  every 
pulpit  every  day  they  were  ia  it,  the 
people  showed  their  determination,  and 
their  public  spirit,  and  thoir  absence 
of  bigotry,  by  returning  him  to  Parlia- 
ment to  plead  their  cause,  and  he  would 
plead  their  cause  as  long  as  the  House 
n-ould  listen.  He  wished  they  had  an 
abler  advocate ;  but  they  could  have  no 
one  who  more  earnestly  desired  the 
welfare  of  the  Highland  people. 

Tee  lord  ADVOCATE  fMr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &o.) :  It  is 
probably  right  that  I  should  now,  on  the 
part  of  the  Uoverament,  offer  some  reply 
to  the  oriticismB  and  observations  which 
have  been  passed  npon  this  Bill.  I 
shall  do  so  at  no  great  length,  because 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  in  introducing  the  Bill,  ex- 
pounded so  fully  and  so  clearly  its  object 
and  maiu  provisions  that  to  go  over  these 
again  would  be  to  repeat  the  details  he 
then  gave.  But  there  have  been  certain 
criticisms  made  upon  the  measure,  and 
it  ia  right  that  we  should  say  what 
occurs  to  us  upon  these.  My  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
tTniversities  of  Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrews  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald) 
began  his  speech  by  saying  that,  upon 
the  introduction  of  the  Bui,  my  nght 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
had  said  it  was  not  right  to  make  pro- 
posals whioh  would  not  effectually  deal 
with  tiie  question,  and  then  he  pro- 
ceeded to  remark  that  the  Bill  did  not 


come  up  to  that  standard  or  satisfy  tiiat 

criterion;  but,  on  the  contrary,  in  bis 
judgment,  fell  very  far  short  of  it.  Of 
course,  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary for  Soouand,  in  using  that  lan- 
guage, necessarily  had  in  view  such 
methods  as  would  be  consistent  with 
the  recognized  principles  of  legisla- 
tion, and  which  would  not  only  have 
regard  to  the  benefit  of  the  localities 
which  it  is  our  desire  to  aid,  but  also 
to  the  just  interests  of  the  people 
of  the  rest  of  these  Islands.  It 
seemed  to  me  that  when  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Universities  came  to  criticize 
the  Bill,  what  he  had  to  sav  against  it 
almost  entirely  resolved  itself  into  this — 
that  it  did  not  provide  any  means  for 
spending  the  money  of  the  Briti^  tax- 
payer in  a  VBriety— I  should  say  a 
multitude — of  ways  upon  that  particular 
part  of  the  country  to  which  the  Bill 
relates.  Now,  I  am  quite  sure  that  if  it 
were  the  case,  as  some  people  seem  to 
believe,  that  there  was  an  unlimited 
fund  which  could  be  drawn  upon  for 
every  philanthropic  object,  we  should 
be  exceedingly  glad  to  have  recourse  to 
that  fund  for  the  benefit  of  the  crofters 
of  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scot- 
land. But  as  that  does  not  happen  to 
be  the  ease — as  the  only  fund  whioh 
can  be  drawn  upon  is  really  a  con- 
tribution from  the  taxpayers  of  this 
country,  and  in  many  cases  a  contribu- 
tion from  persons  who,  u  regards 
worldly  circumstuioes,  are  very  litUe,  if 
at  all,  better  off  than  the  crofters  them- 
selves, the  Government  has  necessarily 
endeavoured,  in  the  measure  whioh  it 
has  submitted  to  the  judgment  of  the 
House,  to  keep  in  view  that  it  is  only 
by  dealing  justly  with  the  rest  of  the 
community  —  while  endeavouring  to 
place  upon  a  right  basis  the  relation 
of  the  landlords  and  the  crofters-— 
that  they  can  by  legislation  accomplish 
or  approach  the  accomplishment  of 
the  object  which  we  all  have  in 
view.  That  seemed  to  me  to  be  the 
general  scope  of  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  criticisms.  He  said, 
in  one  passage  of  his  speech,  that  the 
Bill  consisted  of  points  picked  out  of  the 
Beport  of  the  Boyal  Ootnmtesion,  whioh 
could  bring  no  charge  on  the  Pnblio 
Exchequer.  Well,  I  oonld  hurdly 
imagine  greatw  words  of  praise  of  any 
measure  tiian  those  of  my  right  hon. 
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and  learned  Friend.  I  think  it  ia  the 
highest  praiee  you  could  give  to  a  Go- 
Tenunent  that  the  remedial  propoeals 
they  make  do  not  inTolre  any  charge  on 
the  Public  Exchequer.  It  was  certainly 
very  satisfactory,  when  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  came  to  deal  with 
the  four  particular  proposals  that  we 
are  making,  that  he  did  not  seem  to 
object  seriously  to  any  of  them.  The 
first  tliree  he  accepted,  and  I  am  very 
glad  of  it;  fur  that  involves  the  admis- 
sion of  principles  as  applied  to  that  part 
of  the  Qountry  of  very  great  importance— 
of  an  importance  to  which  I  think  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  did  not 
do  full  justice.  Ho  referred  to  the  pro- 
visions for  fixity  of  tenure,  for  ftur  rents, 
and  for  compensation  for  improrements 
as  being,  if  not  laudable,  at  least  in- 
noouona.  But  I  rather  understood  that 
his  want  of  objection  to  tKem  vas  not  due 
so  much  to  his  approving  of  them,  as  be- 
cause he  thought  they  were  unnecessary. 
He  said  fixity  of  tenure  is  not  needed, 
because  there  are  no  evictions  now.  1 
believe  it  is  the  case  that  there  are  very 
few  evictions  now  ;  but  there  have  been 
times  when  there  have  been  a  great 
many  evictions ;  and  if  the  conscience  of 
the  country  has  been  stirred  to  take  care 
that  these  evictions  cannot,  in  the  old 
manner,  be  repeated,  it  is  surely  better 
to  provide,  subject  to  safeguards  against 
which  no  one  has  had  anything  to  say, 
that  aecurity  of  possesenon  should  be 
given  to  persons  with  the  Mstorical 
tttUvt  of  the  crof  tws  as  a  right,  rather 
than  that  it  should  be  left  to  stand 
merely  on  tlie  goodwill  and  pleasure 
of  individuals.  If  those  who  know  th<j 
feelings  of  the  crofters  beet  are  to  be 
relied  upon,  they  tell  us  that  a  sense  of 
insecurity  has  a  very  bad  effect  on  them. 
Liability  to  be  evicted,  even  although 
it  miglit  not  become  a  reality,  operates 
to  prevent  the  crofter  from  exercising 
his  energy,  and  putting  forth  his  full 
powers  in  the  cultivation  of  his  hold- 
mg.  It  is,  therefora,  important  that 
there  should  be  given  to  this  class  of 
persons,  a  feeling  of  security  which  has 
ao  great  a  tendency  to  stimulate  exer- 
tion, with  results  which,  I  should  hope, 
would  be  of  the  greatest  advanti^e. 
Another  remark  I  should  like  to  make  is 
this — that  if  the  fixity  of  tenure  is  given, 
which  is  not  objected  to  by  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  it  will  make  it 
impossible  in  the  future  ever  to  use 
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eviction  notices  merely  as  an  instrument 
of  estate  administration.  That  has  some- 
times been  done,  with  results  that  are 
most  unfortunate.  But  I  need  say  no 
more  on  this  point,  because  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  said  it  was  un- 
necessary, and  therefore  harmless.  If 
there  are  no  evictions,  there  can  be  no 
objection  to  our  proposal  to  givo  security 
of  tenure.  Tu  fair  rents  my  right  hon, 
and  learned  Friend  did  not  object  either ; 
but  there,  again,  that  wasnot  quite  for  the 
same  reason  for  which  I  should  have  pre- 
ferred to  advocate  the  proposal.  He 
says  he  does  not  object  to  fair  rents, 
because  the  rents  are  fair  already.  I 
believe  they  are  generally  fair  already  ; 
but  if  or  in  ao  far  as  they  are  not 
fair,  then  they  will  be  made  fair. 
There  are,  howevw,  cases  —  I  hope 
not  many— where,  if  a  great  deal  of 
testimony  is  to  be  believed,  the  rents 
are  excessive;  and  if  they  are  ex- 
cessive, then  they  will  be  put  upon  a 
proper  basis.  At  all  events,  there  will 
be  this — which  is  a  most  important  con- 
sideration in  bringing  peace  to  this 
part  of  the  country — there  will  be  the 
feeling  that  the  rente,  if  they  turn  out 
to  be  fair,  by  having  beon  ascertained 
to  be  so  by  a  neutral  and  independent 
body  charged  to  examine  into  the  matter, 
any  feeling  to  the  contrary  would  na- 
turally disappear.  If  the  rent  is  really 
excessive  it  will  be  reduced,  and  the 
crofter,  with  security  of  tenure — indeed, 
practical  permanency  of  tenure  pro- 
vided he  fulfils  certain  obligations— will 
be  placed  in  a  position  in  which  no 
other  tenant  cultivator  in  this  country 
at  present  stands.  As  regards  com- 
pensation for  improvements,  nothing 
has  been  said  against  it  by  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend ;  and,  con- 
sequently, I  need  not  say  much  in  sup- 
port of  it.  I  think,  however,  the  import- 
ance of  the  provisions  which  we  propose 
upon  the  matter  have  been  somewhat 
undervalued.  We  do  propose  to  give  a 
very  liberal  scale  of  compensation — that 
is  to  say,  we  propose  to  allow  compen- 
sation for  buildings  and  other  works, 
which,  if  suitable  to  the  holding, 
may  be  erected  without  antecedent 
notice,  such  as  is  required  by  the  Agri- 
cultural Holdings  Act;  1883.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  then  pro- 
ceeded to  deal  with  matters  of  omis- 
sion in  the  Bill,  and,  as  I  understood, 
he  indicated  an  opinion  that  not  upon 
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one,  but  upon  many  matters,  ihe  public 
money  should  be  expended.  Of  eourse, 
it  was  all  very  right  and  all  very  well 
for  a  Commission,  inquiring  and  re- 
porting, to  indicate  for  the  jndgment  of 
a  responrible  Government,  and  then  for 
the  jndgment  of  Parliament,  the  various 
means  by  which  they  thought  that  an 
amelioration  in  the  condition  of  the 
crofter  could  be  brought  about ;  and  it 
was  probably  qaite  right,  also,  to  indi- 
cate that  expenditure  upon  harbours, 
upon  fisheries,  and,  it  might  also  be, 
upon  emigration,  were  matters  deserving 
of  consideration.  But  the  position  of  a 
responsible  Goremmenf  is  very  different 
in  that  respect;  because  a  responsible 
GoTemment  is  the  trustee  for  the  entire 
nation.  It  holds  the  money  of  thenation 
in  trust ;  and  it  would  not  be  warranted 
upon  mere  coosiderations  of  an  elee- 
mosynary character  in  making  proposals 
for  the  benefit  of  one  class  of  the  com- 
munity which  would  involve  an  indefinite 
drain  upon  the  pockets  of  the  rest  of  the 
community,  without  showing  that  there 
was,  at  all  events,  some  unanswerable 
and  essential  reason  for  it.  Let  the 
House  see  what  we  propose,  and  what 
we  do  not  propose,  in  the  matter.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land, in  introducing  the  Bill,  intimated 
that  we  did  propose  tu  introduce  a  clause 

Sroviding  for  advances  for  boats  and 
shing-gear,  verf  much  after  fhe  cha* 
racter  of  the  Insh  Beproductive  Loan 
Aot.  [Ur.  A.  J.  BALFotm :  Why  is  it 
not  prmted  in  tho  Bill?]  The  reason 
that  the  clause  is  not  printed  is  that  it 
is  not  always  possible,  at  a  moment's 
notice,  to  settle  a  matter  with  the  Trea- 
sury ;  and  we  could  not  put  financial  pro- 
posals into  a  Bill  without,  in  the  first 
instance,  dealing  with  the  Treasury. 
Therefore,  if  what  has  been  said  by  my 
right  hon.  and  letrned  Friend  will 
strengthen  our  hands  in  the  matter,  we 
will  not  object.  The  Bill  was  introduced 
very  early  in  the  Session,  and  that  matter 
has  not  been  dealt  with  in  the  Bill  as 
printed ;  but  I  can  aaarnre  him  it  will 
be  dealt  with.  The  success  of  Lady 
Oordon  Cathcart's  efiforts  in  that  di- 
rection has  been  referred  to  as  an 
illustration  of  how  much  probably 
may  be  done,  and  done  with  security 
to  the  taxpayer ;  but  I  desire  the 
House  to  note  that  we  should  not  pro- 
pose to  give  grants  that  would  not  be 
recovered,  but  to  give  advances  whidi 
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we  beMeve  would  be  recovered.  We 
are,  thMofore,  at  one  on  that  head.  We 
desire  to  aid  the  fishing  industry  as  far 
as  we  can,  and  we  entirely  c6ncur  in  the 
view  that  one  of  the  most  important 
elements  in  the  regeneration  of  the 
people  in  that  part  of  the  country  is  to 
be  found  *ln  the  diligent  and  successful 
prosecution  of  that  industry.   I  would 
only  remind  such  hon.  Members  as  are 
not  aware  of  it  that  when  the  Ministry 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  was  last  in  Office, 
a  very  great  deal  was  done  in  that 
direction  by  opening  up  telegraphic 
communication  with  the  Orkney  and 
Shetland  Islands,  and  with  Berra  and 
other  places,  thus  giving  facilities  for 
the  prosecution  of  the  fishing  indus- 
try, which  have  been  productive  of 
results  that  are  simply  marvellous.  By 
that  means  the  fishing  industry  in  Shet- 
land has  been  developed  very  largely, 
by  making  it  possible  to  communicate 
with  steamers  and  cnrers,  and  so  to  get 
up  barrels,  salf,  and  other  needful  ap- 
pliances, when  herrings  appear  off  the 
Coast.    There  is  another  matter  dealt 
with,  and  that  is  the  means  of  com- 
munication. One  of  the  great  difficulties 
experienced  has  been  to  get  the  fish 
caught  in  these  localities  to  market,  and 
a  ^md  deal  was  done  with  a  view  to 
remedy  this  last  summer.  Amongst 
the  t^ios  bearing  upon   this  point 
whieh  are  now  enga^ng  the  anxious 
attention  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  that  of  pro- 
viding additional  fticilities  by  means 
of  postal  and  steamboat  communica- 
tion is  being  fully  kept  in  view.    I  do 
not  think,  therefore,  it  will  be  said,  in 
the  face  of  these  statemente,  that  we  have 
overlooked  those  elements  of  ameliora- 
tion which  are  to  be  derived  from  the 
energetic  prosecution  of  the  fishing  in- 
dustry.   We  should  have  been  very  glad 
if,  consistently  with  the  principles  gene- 
rally recognieed,  and  with  the  Reports 
that  have  been  made  by  Committees  of 
this  House,  it  could  have  been  possible 
for  us  to  suggest  something  more  in  the 
way  of  providing  harbours  for  those 
Islands.  But  the  effect  of  the  recent  Re- 
ports of  the  Committees  that  have  sat  on 
this  matter  is  this — that  the  national 
money  should  not,  unless  in  very  excep- 
tional caroumstanceB,  be  expended  upon 
harbours  which  are  merely  and  purely 
for  local  advantage.  It  must  be  harboun 
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of  larg«  size  Ibr  geaeral  oonoenuaenfc, 
affectiag  the  oarrjing  and  shippiDg  trade 
<^  the  nation  generally,  which  wiU  alone 
warrant  the  spendiDg  of  public  money. 
At  the  same  time,  the  matter  of  these 
local  harbours  was  not  overlooked  by 
the  Government  vben  in  Office  last; 
foeoauae  the  surplus  of  the  "  brand " 
fees  was  appropriated  for  harbour  works, 
and  the  first  fruits  of  that  has  been  the 
making  of  Ness  Harbour  in  the  Islaud 
of  Lewis,  which  is  expected  to  be  of  very 

freat  advantage.    ["Oh,  oh!  "J  Well, 
hope  it  will.    Hero  was  an  available 
fund,  not  extracted  from  the  pockets  of 
the  British  taxpayer,  but  the  profit  upon 
one  item  of  the  fishing  industry,  taken 
and  implied  to  promote  that  industry  in 
another  direction.   I  do  not  know  that  I 
need  follow  what  has  been  said  by  my 
righthon.  and  learned  Friend  theM ember 
for  Uie  Edinburgh  University  in  regard 
to  the  comparison  of  the  Highlands  and 
Switzerland,  because  I  think  he  rather 
d-salt  with  that  as  running  into  the 
domain  of  sentiment.   My  right  hou. 
and  learned  Friend  knows  the  High- 
lands  and  Islands  well  enough  to  be 
aware  that  the  very  thiog  of  which  he 
Bpoke  somewhat  Ughtly  was  practiced 
and  familiar  in  the  Highlands  down  to 
thememory  of  persons  still  living.  At  all 
events,  I  have  been  told  by  aged  persons 
now  living,  or  but  recently  dead,  that 
within  their  recollection  it  was  the  custom 
for  some  of  the  women  and  ^irls  of  the 
townships  to  go  up  to  shielings  in  the 
higher  grazing  laods  in  the  summer,  and 
there  tend  their  cattle  in  a  manner  which 
seemed  to  bring  them  health,  and  reason- 
able comfort  at  the  time,  though  whether 
the  grazings  allocated  under  the  present 
Bill  will  be  so  extensive  as  to  admit  of 
that  I  cannot  tell.  I  dare  say,  perhaps 
the  pracUce  referred  to  might  be  more 
appropriate  to  simpler  habits  than  now 
exist;  but,  at  all  events,  proper  grszings 
are  provided  for  ia  the  Bill,  and  it  will 
be  open  to  the  crofters  to  use  them  in 
the  way  that  seems  moat  compatible  with 
their  position  and  advantage  at  the  pre- 
sent time.   Something  has  been  said  by 
various  hon.  Members,  in  regard  to  what 
they  view  as  a  defect  in  the  Bill — 
namely,  that  it  makes  provision  for  the 
enlargement  of  existing  holdings  only, 
by  providing  additional  pasture,  instead 
of  also  providing  additional  arable  land. 
I  need  not  say  that  the  point  has  been 
very  corefuliy  and  very  fully  oonsidered 


by  the  Government;  and  it  was  only 

after  such  consideration  that  the  pro- 
posals contained  in  the  BUI  were  made. 
1  may  indicate  very  shortly  why  the 
proposal  was  limited  as  it  is  in  the  Bill. 
The  leading  complaint  on  the  part  of 
the  crofters  is  that  they  have  been, 
in  many  cases,  deprived  of  pastures 
which  they  formerly  enjoyed,  and  which 
were  taken  ir^om  them  for  the  purpose, 
fi.rBt,  of  being  thrown  into  sheep  grazings, 
and  which  are  now  thrown,  in  many 
cases,  into  deer  forests,  and  that,  conse- 
quently, being  left  with  only  arable  land, 
without  grazing,  or  without  adequate 
grazing,  they  have  not  the  means  of 
carrying  on  the  kind  of  pastoral  life 
which  is  more  profitable  under  the  cli- 
matic conditions  which  exist  in  the 
Highlands  and  Islands  than  the  cultiva- 
tion of  cereal  crops.  I  believe  that  it  is 
historically  true  that  there  a  gi-eat  deal 
of  pasture  was  token  away*  and  pro- 
bably also  that  many  crofters  were 
removed  from  places  more  inland  to 
places  near  the  sea,  where,  being  pro- 
vided only  with  small  crofts,  they  did 
not  get  grazing  laud.  If  that  be  so, 
in  proposing  to  give  back  such  grazing 
land,  we  propcse  what  is  practically  a 
restoration  to  tho  condition,  as  nearly 
as  possible,  in  which  they  were  before 
the  things  of  which  thoy  complain  were 
done.  I  may  add  that  I  have  beard 
of  cases  of  very  great  hardship  where, 
in  distant  parts  of  the  country,  the 
crofters  had  not  the  means  of  grazing 
animals  with  which  to  provide  the  ne- 
cessary milk  supply  for  their  families. 
If  cases  of  the  kind  are  fanuliar,  we 
hope  the  moderate  [ffoposals  made 
by  the  Bill,  subject  to  safeguards, 
against  the  propriety  of  which  nothing 
has  yet  been  said,  will  effect  a  restora* 
tion  of  what  contributed  very  largely  to 
the  comfort  and  prosperity  of  the  crofters 
formerly,  and  which  there  is  no  reason 
to  suppose  will  not  contribute  very 
largely  to  their  comfort  and  prosperity 
again.  Something  has  been  said  in  re- 
gard to  the  small  size  of  the  areas  of 
arable  land  held  in  crofts.  I  am 
afraid  that  has  been  largely  due  to 
sub  division,  and  partly,  also,  to  men 
being  placed  where  they  had  not  been 
before— on  too  small  holdings.  But  it 
is  cmnmon  ground  that  sub-division  has 
been  the  great  fault.  It  is  a  mistake  to 
say  that  we  take  no  security .  against 
that  We  take  most  effective  seourit; 
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against  it ;  because  ve  provide  in  the 
Ist  clause  of  the  Bill  that  one  of  the 
statutory  couditione  on  which  a  holding 
is  to  be  practically  permanent  as  regards 
tenure  is  that  there  shall  not  be  sub- 
division except  vith  the  consent  of  the 
landlord.  The  result  is  that  sub-division 
will  not  go  on  further;  and  I  dare  say, 
as  orofts  fall  in,  there  may  be  enlarge- 
ments of  the  remaining  crofts  by  the 
addition  of  those  which  have  so  fallen 
in,  and  that  other  enlargements  will  be 
given  where  there  is  available  land ; 
because  I  have  no  doubt,  having  regard 
to  what  passed  at  the  Inverness  meeting, 
that  there  is  an  honest  and  sincere  desire 
on  the  part  of  t^e  great  majorityof  High- 
land proprietors  to  meet  the  reasonable 
demands  of  the  crofters  with  reapect  to 
the  enlargement  of  their  holdings.  It  is 
quite  plain,  also,  that  there  would  be  a 
very  different  class  of  questions  brought 
in  if  you  proposed  to  take  arable  land. 
Whence  is  it  to  be  taken  ?  la  it  to  be 
taken  from  farms  already  existing  under 
the  plough?  Well,  there  are  not  many 
such  in  the  Highlands,  where  there  are 
chiefly  grazing  farms.  Does  it  mean 
land  that  is  ^ready  cultivated,  or  that 
is  to  be  reclaimed  ?  Well,  that  can  be 
done  under  an  improving  lease.  I  really 
do  not  see  that  it  ia  a  sufficient  objection 
to  the  Bill  that  it  does  not  provide  for 
additions  of  arable  land,  the  making  of 
which  would  give  rise  to  much  greater 
difficulty  than  taking  grazing  or  pasture 
from  sheep  runs  and  deer  forests.  But 
the  matter  will  be  further  considered, 
and  we  shall  be  glad  to  learn  the 
sentiments  of  the  Scottish  Members  in 
regard  to  it.  Another  point  made  was 
this— one  hon.  Member  said  that  in 
many  cases  the  croftera  would  not  be 
able  to  stock  additional  land.  I  am 
afraid,  if  that  is  so,  like  other  people 
in  the  like  unfortunate  position,  they 
will  have  to  do  without  it,  unless  again 
Parliament  is  prepared  to  dip  into  the 
pockets  of  the  ratepayers ;  because  I  do 
not  know  how  money  is  to  be  provided 
for  stocking  land  unless  in  that  way. 
No  one  has  advocated  in  this  debate 
loans  upon  the  stock ;  and  if  this  were 
advocated,  I  should  be  ready  to  show 
insuperable  objections,  both  practical 
imd  on  piinoiple,  to  the  proposal.  But 
I  hope  that  with  permanency  or  fixity  of 
tenure,  and  with  fair  rent,  side  by  side 
with  a  successfully  prosecuted  fishing  in- 
dustij,  it  would  be  by  no  means  hopeless 
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to  expect  tiiattheremight  be  considerable 
ability  on  the  part  of  many  crofters  to 
take  advantage  of  this  enlargement  of 

,  the  holding ;  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
I  many  persons  desirous  to  aid  the  crofters 
might  be  willing  to  advance  them  money, 
and  to  run  some  risk.  I  believe  many 
people  might  do  that ;  but  it  does  not 
appear  to  us  a  thing  that  we  could 
reasonably  ask  that  provision  should  be 
made  for  by  State  aid.  My  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  referred  to  emigration.  I 
say  that,  too,  resolves  itself  into  a  ques- 
tion of  the  public  money.  In  so  far  as 
emigration  is  to  depend  on  voluntary 
effort,  it  is  left  untouched  by  the  Bill.  It 
is  perfectly  open  to  those  who  want  to  go 
and  cfm  go,  or  can  get  help  to  go,  to  do 
BO.  Something  was  said  about  rooting 
the  people  to  the  soil.  We  do  not  pro- 
pose to  root  anybody  compulsorily  to  the 
soil.  We  make  provision  by  which  it 
will  be  impossible  to  turn  them  off  the 
soil,  and  I  suppose  that  will  be  entirely 
consonant  with  their  wishes.  If  it  is 
proved  that  the  smaller  holdings  can  be 
cultivated  with  comfort  along  with  the 
fishing  industry — because  it  is  an  entire 
mistake  to  suppose  that  we  think  these 
smaller  holdings  can  alone  support  a 
family —they  will  be  a  home  to  which  the 
fi.shermen  can  resort,  where  he  can  have 
a  few  acres  for  growing  potatoes  and  an 
outrun  for  his  cattle,  and  such  comforts 
may  make  even  a  small  holding  of  great 
advantage  to  the  man.  It  is  right  that  I 
should  point  out  that,  although  we  very 
fully  considered  last  year,  and  again 
this  year,  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commission  that  there  should  not  be  ad- 
vantage of  that  kind  given  to  those  be- 
low a  rent  of  £6,  such  a  proposal  would 
meet  only  a  very  infinitesimal  number  of 
the  cases  requiring  to  be  dealt  with,  and 
you  would  do  nothing  whatever  for  the 
large  majority.  I  will  give  an  instance 
from  the  Commissioners'  Beport  with  re- 
ferencetothelsland  of  Lewis.  Inthecase 
of  Uig  there  are  very  few  la^e  tenants, 
but  there  are  4^0  crofters  and  cottars.  Of 
these  420,  only  five  pay  over  £10  and 
under  £30;  22  pay  between  £6  and 
£10,  and  393  under  £6;  so  that  if  wa 
did  not  propose  to  g^vethe  benefit  of  the 
conditions  which  are  embodied  in  this 
Bill — permanency  of  tenure,  fair  rent, 
and  compensation  for  improvements— 
to  anybody  who  did  not  pay  over  £6, 
we  should  allow  393  out  of  the  520 
crofters  in  that   one  parish   to  go 
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vrithout  any  benefit  or  remedy  at  all. 
Therefore,  I  eay  that  is  not  a  valid  cri- 
ticiam,  to  say  that  the  Bill  vill  have 
the  effect  of  rooting  the  people  upon 
the  Boil.  When  they  come  to  think 
they  can  better  their  position  else- 
There  they  will  go  as  foeely  as  now. 
I  hope  I  have  shown,  as  regards  the 
chief  points  raised  by  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Frimd,  that  his  com^aint  simply 
rqaolves  itself  into  this — that  the  Govern- 
ment are  not  prepared  to  spend  more 
money.  I  should  have  been  very  glad 
if  he  had — speaking  as  one,  as  he  says, 
who  had  considered  this  matter  in  Office 
—been  prepared  to  give  ue  any  further 
suggestions  than  that  of  spending  money ; 
and  if  he  will  still  do  so  we  shall  be  very 
happy  to  consider  them.  If  he  thinks 
we  should  have  gone  further  in  any  par- 
tionlar  direcdon,  we  shall  only  be  too 

flad'  to  have  bis  su^^tions,  [&fr. 
.  H.  A.  Maooonald:  Not  without 
money.]  Not  without  mmey.  As  I 
said,  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend's 
complaint  is  that  we  are  not  spending 
the  money  of  the  British  taxpayer  freely 
enough ;  bnt  he  has  nothing  to  say 
against  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  so 
far  as  they  refer  to  the  relations 
between  landlord  and  tenant.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
aUo  referred  to  the  increase  of  popu- 
lation, the  means  of  developing  fur- 
ther energy,  the  question  of  oommu- 
nicatioa  and  edacation.  I  suppose  that 
increase  of  population  is  a  problem  to 
be  dealt  with  eleovhere,  as  well  as  in 
the  Highlands  and  Islands.  It  is  not 
peculiar  to  that  part  of  the  eonntry, 
although  I  believe  it  goes  on  rapidly 
there;  and  does  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  mean  that  jou  are  to 
meet  and  provide  for  the  removal  of  all 
growing  and  snrplus  population  out  of 
the  taxpayers' money  ?  That,  I  not  only 
admit,  but  assert,  is  the  quffltion. ;  and  I 
say  you  cannot  take  up  this  question  of 
State-aided  emigration  as  applicable  to 
the  Highlands  and  Islands  unless  you 
are  prepared  also  to  take  it  up  and  deal 
with  it  in  every  other  psrt  of  the  coun- 
try. I  suppose  that  if  that  principle 
were  to  be  applied  generally  there  would 
be  500,000  people  to  be  emigrated  out 
of  London — perhaps  more — uid  so  on  in 
every  great  town  where  the  congestion 
is  greater  and  the  poverty  is  greater, 
where  all  those  conditions  that  make  re- 
moval to  a  new  sphere  Mkd  scene  v«rj  de- 


sirable are  greater  than  in  the  Highlands 
and  Islands.  Then  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  spoke  of  difficulties 
of  communication ;  but  I  have  already 
shown  that  we  have  been  doing  our  very 
best  to  remove  these  difficulties,  and  are 
now  prosecuting  further  efforts  in  that 
direction.  As  to  education,  I  understood 
that  the  main  point  my  right  hon.  and 
learnecl  Friend  impressed  upon  us  was 
that  we  had  better  not  do  away  with 
the  Qaelio  teacbiog ;  but  I  do  not  go 
into  that.  I  agree,  however,  with 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
that  there  is  a  great  deal  to  be  looked 
for  from  education ;  and  I  believe  that 
the  effect  of  education,  combined  with 
improved  facilities  of  communication , 
will  be  to  lead  to  a  very  large  voluntary 
migration  to  places  where  there  is  more 
call  for  energy  and  effort.  That  has 
been  the  case  in  the  parts  of  Scotland 
that  are  more  happily  circumstanced; 
because  the  thing  that  does  spread 
Scotsmen  all  over  the  globe — sometimes, 
I  am  afraid,  not  to  the  entire  approba- 
tion of  those  with  whom  they  compete— 
is  their  readiness  to  go  and  push  their 
fortunes  in  every  avenue  and  market 
open  to  them.  Therefore,  I  have  no 
doubt  that  when  these  measures,  which 
are  now  in  course  of  being  carried  out, 
receive  a  further  development,  the  same 
thing  will  take  place  in  the  Highlands 
and  Islands,  to  the  advantage  of  those 
who  go  and  of  those  who  stay,  as  has 
taken  place  in  the  rest  of  Scotland.  But 
it  was  not  by  spending  public  money  in 
emigration  that  other  Scotemen  scattered 
themselves  over  the  world.  It  was  by 
going  out  into  the  worid  like  men,  when 
theyhadtheintelligence  and  the  opportu- 
nities ;  and  there  is  no  reason  to  doubt 
that  the  same  power,  when  it  comes 
within  the  compass  of  those  of  whom 
we  are  now  speaking,  will  be  put 
in  force  by  them.  With  the  {^od 
feeling  of  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  I  entirely 
agree  —  nothing  conld  exceed  that. 
What  we  have  dooe  is  to  endeavour 
to  make  practical  Legislative  propossls  ; 
and  I  did  not  hear  that  we  suggested 
too  much,  or  had  gone  too  far  in  what 
we  proposed,  or  that  there  was  any- 
thing in  which  we  should  go  no  fur- 
ther by  way  <A  settliog  the  relations 
of  landlords  and  tenants,  or,  indeed,  in 
anything  except  the  spending  of  public 
money.   I  do  not  propose  to  go  through 
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the  Torions  other  matters  that  were  ob- 
aerred  by  hon.  Members,  for  I  feel  that 
I  should  be  hardly  justified  iu  detaining 
the  House  in  dealing  with  them.  The 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Falkirk  Burghs  (Mr.  Sam- 
Bay)  referred  to  emigration;  and,  of 
course,  what  I  have  said  on  that  sub- 
ject I  need  not  repeat.  I  may  just  say 
that,  while  we  are  very  desirous  to  en- 
oonrage  the  fishing  industry,  it  is  not 
certain  that  that  induetty  will  always 
prove  as  lufTative  in  every  place  as  it 
has  at  Tarbert.  on  Loch  Fyne.  That 
is  a  most  happily  situated  place  where 
they  catch  magnificent  herrings,  which 
are  lifted  by  steamers  and  taken  to  Glas- 
gow in  two  or  three  hours ;  and  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  fishermen  there  are  prose- 
cuting their  industry  with  extraordinary 
success  and  extraordinary  gain.  But  it 
may  be  that  though  they  are  so  suc- 
cessful, that  it  is  of  no  importance  for 
them  to  hare  any  land  for  their  potatoes 
and  run  for  their  cattle,  to  hare  such 
eonreniencee  will  be  of  importance  to 
titosa  who  are  not  so  happily  placed  as 
to  market  and  communicatiou.  It  may 
be  very  adTantageoas  for  the  men  on  the 
West  Mainland  or  on  the  Islands  to  have 
thia  humble  aooommodation  which  we 
pTopoae,  and  it  is  better  to  leave  tiiem  to 
themseWea,  and  not  to  say  that  they 
must  immediately  make  a  final  and  ulti- 
mate election  either  to  be  farmers  or 
fishermen.  There  are  many  races  who 
succeed  in  prosecuting  both,  and  I  should 
think  that  when  they  come  to  make  their 
ultimate  election  at  the  right  time  they 
will  make  their  election  as  the  Tarbert 
fishwmen  have  done.  The  history  of 
the  British  Fisheries  Association,  re- 
ferred to  by  my  hon.  Friend,  was  very 
interesting.  It  was  not  by  any  means 
Buccessful ;  but  the  conditions  of  market 
are  very  different  in  1886  from  what 
they  were  in  1786,  which  was  the 
year  alluded  to.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Argyllshire  (Mr.  MaofarlaLa)  aeema  to 
think  there  is  very  littie  value  in  the 
Bill.  Of  course,  if  ha  can  show,  as  he 
promises  to  do  in  Oonunittee,  that  there 
are  praotieal  Amendments  for  which  he 
can  get  the  apiHToral  of  the  House,  it 
will  be  Q^en  to  him  to  do  so ;  but  I 
hardly  think  he  advances  the  matter 
very  much  by  some  of  the  propositions 
which  he  puts  forward.  He  complained, 
for  instance,  that  the  Bill  did  not  pro- 
vide, anything  for  the  cottars— did  not 
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provide  land  for  those  who  had  no  land. 
There  is  no  doubt  it  would  be  a  very 
large  proposal,  either  in  this  or  any 
other  measure,  to  provide  land  for  the 
landless.  It  is  a  very  different  thing 
where  there  are  communities  estab- 
lished and  in  possession  of  their  ances- 
tral holdings  to  give  them  facilities 
for  enlarging  them,  and  to  say  that 
ereiy  person  who  has  no  land  and 
wants  it  should  be  provided  with  it. 
That  would  be  a  doctrine  which  would 
apply  in  many  other  parts  of  the  oonntry 
besides  the  Highlands.  I  daresay  all 
of  us  would  like  a  bit  of  land,  if  we  could 
get  it.  But  it  introduces  a  much  larger 
principle  than  this  Bill  contemplates. 
The  hon.  Member  puts  a  question,  why 
the  number  five,  or  why  any  particular 
number,  should  be  taken  as  defining  the 
qualification  to  apply  for  enlargement 
of  holdings,  and  not  one  only  ?  Any- 
one who  has  perused  the  Report  of 
the  Oommisston  can  answer  that  ques- 
tion for  himself.  The  basis  of  the  Bill 
is  to  accept  the  old  conditions,  and  to 
endearour  to  revive  or  perpetuate  them 
as  far  as  practicable.  The  condition  of 
the  pasture  land  appurtenant  to  the 
croft  was  that  it  was  held  in  common. 
The  township  was  a  little  group  of 
houses,  with  plots  of  arable  land,  and 
a  common  pasturage  adjoining.  It  was 
not  the  case  of  an  indindual  having 
a  large,  separate,  and  inclosed  space. 
That  would  be  bringing  into  existence 
a  state  of  matters  which  did  not  exist 
before,  and  which  I  do  not  say  should 
or  could  be  maintained.  It  would  re> 
suit  in  there  being  a  small  croft  with  the 
crofter's  three  or  four  beasts  and  20  or 
30  sheep,  and  he  would  have  the  piece 
of  ground  in  severalty,  and  would  re- 
quire to  fence  it  round,  or  herd  his 
animals  alone.  The  condition  had  al- 
ways been  that  there  had  been  pos- 
session by  a  township  in  oommon  ;  and 
in  proposing  the  number  five,  we  ac- 
cepted, the  prinoipte  which,  in  a  modi- 
fied degree,  forms  the  baais  of  the  B^ort 
of  the  Commission.  The  township  is 
the  hinge  upon  which  it  wwks,  and  we 
make  it  as  small  a  unit  as  would  be 
likely  to  work  advantageously.  The  Bill 
of  the  noble  Marquess  the  Member  for 
Sutberlandshire  has  also  that  idea.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Argyllshire  spoke  of 
the  landlord  who  had  removed  every- 
body escaping  without  punishment, 
whereas  tM  man  who  had  kept  aooM 
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of  iiifi  people  would  be  liable  to  have  a 
demand  made  npoo  him  to  surrender 
land  for  the  enlai^ement  of  their  hold- 
ings. It  is  not  a  question  of  punishment. 
If  he  did  that  which  was  wrong,  he,  pro- 
bably, has  been  punished  somewhere  lor 
it;  for  the  things  happened  long  a^o, 
and  are  now  beyond  our  km.  At  all 
evento,  he  is  now  removed  far  enough 
fcrom  all  earthly  punishiaent;  and  the 
question  before  us  i»— what  is  &e  right 
and  reasonable  mode  for  adjusting  the 
itelations  of  existing  landlords  and 
crofters?  The  proposal  to  emigrate, 
aa  the  hon.  Member  suggests,  though 
I  am  far  from  saying  that  it  is  un- 
worthy of  eoDsid oration,  is  fax  beyond 
the  scope  of  thc«  Bill,  beyond  the  soopc 
of  the  Report  of  the  Oommiacdon,  and 
far  beyond  any  funds  that  we  have  at 
our  command,  or  are  ever  likely  to  get 
the  command.  Surely  half-a-loat  is 
better  than  no  bread.  Surely  it  is 
better  to  provide  a  reasonable  security 
of  tenure  at  a  fair  rent,  compensation 
for  improvemeots,  and  enlargement  of 
grazing  land  for  existing  townships  and 
existing  ooftars— if  we  can  do  that — 
tiian  to  allow  tiiis  Bill  to  be  delayed  until 
much  larger  solienies,  which  would  want 
resouroee  and  raise  piinciples  whidi  are 
Bot  wanted  or  raised  by  this  Bill,  are  to 
be  matured  and  considered  in  the  public 
mind.  In  conclusion,  I  would  only  say 
tbat  we  shall  be  glad  to  receive  irom 
every  quarter  of  the  House  any  sug- 
gestions towards  producing  as  good 
a  measore  aa  any  hon.  Member  oan 
desire. 

.Mb.  OERAU)  BALFOUK  (Leeds, 
Central),  said,  he  had  listened  with  plea- 
sure to  the  speech  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr. 
Trevelyan)  in  introducing  that  measure, 
and  also  to  moat  of  the  speeches  during 
Ae  debate  of  that  evening ;  but  what 
had  struek  him  most  throughout  was 
the  nngular  abeen'ce  of  any  direct  at^n- 
mont  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  The  speech 
of  the  right  boa.  and  learned  Lord  Ad- 
vocate was  principally  devoted,  not  to 
showing  that  the  Bill  was  a  good  one, 
but  to  apologizing  for  its  omissions.  The 
Secretary  for  Scotland  appeared  to  rely 
almost  ezdusively  on  two  arguments 
that  were  not  direct,  but  iDdireot.  His 
first  object  was  to  give  effect  to  Certain 
reoommendatioas  c£  the  Boyal  Gommis- 
sion-^-ihoee^  namely,  which  referred  to 
tbekndj  aiid  tbeeeoond  was  to  base 


his  Bill  on  what  he  called  strictly  his- 
torical and  local  considerations.  Now, 
he  (Mr.  Gerald  Balfour)  admitted  that 
it  was  very  important  that  such  a  Bill 
as  that  should  be  based  on  local  and 
historical  considerations ;  but  he  thought 
they  ought  to  have  something  more 
direct  than  that— namely,  some  real 
reaaooi  for  the  particular  pnnriaionB  con- 
tained in  the  measure.  The  two  argu- 
ments on  which,  his  right  hon.  Friend 
relied  were  sometimes  ineongmous  with 
eadi  other.  Let  him  take,  for  example, 
the  question  of  paature  anid  arable  land. 
The  Commissioners  reOMnmended  not 
merely  that  the  orofter  should  be  able 
to  extend  his  ocoupation  of  pasture 
land,  but  of  arable  land  also.  His 
right  hon.  Friend,  however,  had  not 
included  that  in  bis  Bill,  and  hie  prin- 
cipal reason  for  ^is  was,  as  he  had  told 
them,  that  the  crofters  in  past  times  had 
had  no  such  right  at  all.  That  was  an 
instance  in  whioh  the  proposals  of  the 
Bill  did  not  go  so  far  as  the  reoommen- 
datiuns  of  the  Commissioners.  He  would 
take  an  opposite  example  • — namely, 
fixit^r  and  lair  rent.  In  that  oaae  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  gone  much  be- 
yond the  xecommendatioDs  of  the  Oom- 
misuonCrs.  In  doing  so,  he  appeared 
to  thiok  he  was  strictly  adhering  to  such 
historieal  and  traditional  privileges  as 
the  crofters  had  enjojed  in  past  times; 
and  he  seemed  to  consider  that  if  he 
oould  show  that,  in  past  times,  the 
crofters  were  in  possession  of  certain 
privileges,  that  was  a  sufficient  reason 
for  extending  to  them  such  privileges 
now.  The  ^relary  for  Scotland  ap- 
peared to  share  the  view  which  some 
entertained— that  there  was  a  kind  of 
golden  age  in  the  Highlands  in  past 
times;  but,  for  his  own  part,  having 
himself  eare^ly  studied  the  Beport  of 
the  Boyal  Oommisaion,  and  also  the  past 
history  of  the  Highlands,  and  having 
Likewise  a  considorable  acquaintance 
with  their  present  state,  he  did  not  be- 
lieve in  that  golden  age,  and  hetboaght 
— he  was  only  repeating  the  conclusion 
of  the  Commisaoners  in  isayiog  it— that 
on  the  whcde  the  condition  of  the  High- 
landfl  at  the  present  time  could  not  be 
said  to  be  worse  than  their  condition  at 
any  previous  period.  But  it  was  not 
tiie  historical  question  to  which  he  most 
wished  to  call  attention ;  it  was  the  na- 
ture of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  ar- 
gamrats.  Suvriy  the' right  liui.  Qen* 
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tleman  in  advising  the  Hoase  to  accept 
the  proposals  of  the  Bill— proposals 
wliich  would  revolutionize  the  s^vstem  of 
land  tenure  in  one  part  of  the  Island — 
might  have  gone  into  more  detail  to 
prove  that  theeflfectof  theBill  would  be 
good.  The  Commission  had  discussed 
the  question  of  Qxity  of  tenure,  and  in 
recommending  it  the  right  hoc.  Gentle- 
man bad  been  principally  influenced  by 
the  idea  that  the  crofters  had  a  tradi- 
tional right  to  such  fixity ;  but  whether 
or  not  they  had  was  a  matter  of  com- 
paratively small  moment.  The  real 
question  was— would  such  fixity  of 
tenure  be  for  the  advantage  of  the 
crofters  or  not  ?  He  confessed  that  alt 
he  bad  heard  led  him  to  think  the 
Commission  came  to  a  perfectly  correct 
conclusion  in  dtoling  to  recommend  any- 
thing like  fixity  of  tenure.  They  had 
made  a  proposal  for  guaranteeing  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  security  of  tenure,  by 
suggesting  that  all  crofters  who  paid 
more  than  £6  rent  should  be  entitled, 
on  application  to  the  Sheriff,  to  receive 
improving  leases  ;  but  to  go  below  that 
limit  they  distinctly  considered  would 
be  detrimental  to  the  crofters  themselves. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate defended  the  action  of  the  Govem- 
mrat  on  tbis  point,  on  the  ground  that, 
if  the  privilege  which  the  Commisnoners 
proposed  to  confer  on  tenants  with  a 
rental  of  more  than  £6  a-year  was  con- 
fined to  that  class,  then  the  benefits  con- 
ferred on  the  crofters,  as  a  whole,  would 
be  almost  infinitesimal.  But  in  making 
their  recommendation  applicable  to 
crofters  over  £6,  the  Commissioners 
were  aware  that  they  were  excluding 
from  the  benefits  of  this  provision  the 
majority  of  the  crofters ;  but  they  held — 
and  he  held  with  them — that,  notwith- 
standing this,  the  evil  of  fixing  in  their 
holdings  crofters  whose  means  of  liveli- 
hood were  so  small  would  clearly  out- 
weigh any  benefits  they  might  receive 
from  fixity  of  tenure.  What  benefit 
would  any  crofter  obtain  by  getting 
fixity  of  tenure  for  a  croft  nnaer  £6 
a-year  y  Even  the  hon.  Member  for 
InTemess-shireCMr.FmBer-Mackintosh), 
who  was  not  likely  to  take  a  view  very 
favourable  to  the  landlords,  and  who 
thought  £6  was  too  high,  did  not  con- 
sider that  the  Commission  would  have 
been  justified  in  going  below  £4 ;  but 
the  Government  had  deliberately  set 
aside  the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
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missioners  in  that  respect.  But  he 
would  pass  from  that  to  the  question  of 
the  enlargement  of  holdings,  as  to 
which  the  8dcretary  for  Scotland  had 
told  them  that  it  was  the  most  vital 
point,  the  very  backbone  of  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Commissioners  ; 
but  he  had  not  told  them  that  two  out 
of  the  six  Commissioners  had  dissented 
from  the  recommendations  of  the  Beport 
on  the  subject.  Why  was  it  that  the 
Government  took  no  account  of  the  ar- 
guments put  forward  by  those  two  Hem- 
bers  of  the  Commission,  and  why  had 
they  now  changed  the  opinion  they 
apparently  held  last  year?  Surely  the 
general  object  of  any  such  Bill  should 
be  to  rednoe  the  poverty  and  indi- 
gence of  the  Highlands ;  but  he  did 
not  hesitate  to  say  that  the  particular 
proposal  described  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  as  the  vital  proposal  of  the 
Commissioners  would  not  have  that 
effect  in  any  appreciable  degree.  In 
the  first  place,  no  crofter,  or  association 
of  crofters,  would  be  entitled  to  the 
benefit  of  that  provision,  unless  they 
were  able  not  only  to  pay  rent  for,  but 
also  to  stock,  their  additional  land. 
But  if  the  crofters  were  to  be  c^led 
on  to  stock  the  land  added  to  their 
crofts,  and  on  that  condition  only  were 
to  have  the  benefit  of  the  clause,  in 
that  case  would  it  be  the  poorer  class, 
and  those  for  whom  such  a  Bill  was 
needed,  that  would  be  benefited?  Was 
it  not  rather  clear  that  only  those  who 
were  already  tolerably  well  off  would  be 
able  to  enjoy  the  advantage  of  that  pro- 
vision ?  Again,  the  Bill  provided  that 
if  the  land  to  be  added  to  a  township 
formed  part  of  any  farm,  whether  sub- 
ject to  any  lease  or  not,  unless  the  Land 
Commission  were  satisfied  that  the  part 
proposed  to  be  assigned  for  the  enlarge- 
ment of  the  crofters*  holdings  could  oe 
so  assigned  without  material  damage  to 
the  letting  value  of  the  remainder,  it 
should  not  be  competrait  for  the  Land 
Commission  to  assign  land  for  soch  en- 
lai^ement.  Now  ho  said,  witfaoat  hen- 
tation,  thai  it  seemed  to  him  to  be 
impossible,  or,  at  all  events,  possible 
only  in  a  very  few  instances,  to  take 
away  land  from  a  farm  in  the  manner 
proposed  without  reducing  the  letting 
value  of  the  farm ;  and,  if  so,  under 
no  circumstances,  or  but  very  rarely, 
could  land  be  taken  fnun  existing  farms 
to  be  added  to  the  crofters'  holdings. 
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Therefore,  he  took  it,  the  only  land 
practically  available  for  the  purpose  iu 
question  was  that  at  present  included  in 
deer  forests.  The  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land, in  introducing  the  Bill,  made  one 
or  two  remarks  which  he  could  not  help 
thinking  vere  mere  ad  captandum  ar- 
guments, and  were  simply  designed 
to  evoke  cheers  from  below  the  Gang- 
way. Two  Commissions,  one  of  which 
was  the  Orofter  Oonuaission,  had  exa- 
mined carefully  into  the  question  of 
deer  forests ;  and  though,  in  both  cases, 
they  had  been  appointed  with  a  hope 
that  they  would  curse  the  deer  forests, 
they  had  been  obliged  to  bless  them 
altogether.  These  Commissions  had  laid 
down  that,  in  comparison  with  a  sheep 
farm,  a  deer  forest  employed  more 
labour,  and  would  probably  have  the 
effect  of  reducing  the  rates  to  a  greater 
extent,  owing  to  the  attraction  afforded 
to  wealthy  people  who  would  spend 
large  sums  of  money  ia  the  glens  where 
they  enjoyed  sport.  It  appeared  to  him, 
therefore,  that,  so  far  from  it  being  de- 
urable  to  disoonrage  deer  forests  as 
against  sheep  farms,  they  should  be  on- 
courted.  ["  No,  no !  "J  At  any  rate, 
he  did  not  think  that  a  clause  should  be 
put  into  the  Bill  which  would  make  it 
itnpoesible  to  take  land  from  large  sheep 
farms ;  and,  at  the  same  lime,  no  diffi- 
culty should  be  put  in  the  way  of  it  being 
taken  &om  deer  forests.  He  said  nothing 
in  regard  to  compensation  for  improve- 
ments. So  far  08  he  could  make  out, 
the  proposal  was  a  just  one;  but  the 
main  principles  of  the  Bill  were,  first, 
the  fixity  of  tenure  and  fair  rent,  and, 
second,  the  enlargement  of  holdings. 
With  regard  to  the  first,  it  seemed  to 
him  to  be  dear  from  the  Beport  of  the 
Boyal  Oommission  that  this  ;prop08al 
was  a  dangerous  one,  and  that  it  would 
really  tend  to  fix  in  their  holdings 
crofters  who  had  much  better  become 
labourere  or  fishermen,  or  who  diould 
migrate  or  emigrate.  The  second  pro- 
posal in  favour  of  the  enlargement  of 
holdings  was  useless  for  the  purpose 
of  the  Bill.  Coming  to  the  measures 
recommended  by  the  Boyal  Oomrois- 
sioD,  but  which  bad  been  omitted  from 
the  Bill,  first  of  all  was  the  question  of 
emigration.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Ijord  Advocate  had  defended  the  Qo- 
Temment  from  the  charge  of  omitting 
the  queetion,  hj  saying  that  emi«ation, 
if  it  was  to  M  dealt  with  at  must 


be  dealt  with  as  a  large  question, 
affecting  not  merely  one  particular  part 
of  the  country,  but  all  parts,  and  per- 
haps the  Metropolis  more  than  any 
other  part.  No  one  disputed  that  the 
question  of  emigration  was  of  enormous 
importance  not  only  to  the  Highlands, 
but  to  the  whole  country ;  and  though  it 
was  not  dealt  with  in  the  Bill,  he  con- 
sidered the  Secretary  for  Scotland  might 
have  said  something  about  it  in  hia 
speech  in  moving  the  first  reading; 
but  he  was  absolutely  silent  on  the  sub- 
ject. In  the  Report  of  the  Oommission 
there  was  not  one  single  point  which 
was  made  out  more  clearly  and  abso- 
lutely than  the  necessity  of  emigration. 
The  Commissioners  hod  shown  conclu- 
sively that  in  many  districts,  if  the  land 
was  taken  away  from  the  present  pro- 
prietor and  divided  among  the  crofters 
without  any  rents  being  charged,  the 
crofters  would  not  have  sufficient  sub- 
sistance  from  such  lands  to  enable 
them  to  live  in  anything  like  comfort. 
In  these  circumstances,  he  was  surprised 
that  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  should 
not  even  have  mentioned  the  question 
in  his  speech.  He  was  also  rather  asto* 
nished  to  hear  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
seemed  to  think — and,  in  fact,  laid  down 
the  primnple — ^that  under  no  raroum- 
stances  ought  the  public  money  to  be 
spent  or  advanced  on  behalf  of  any  spe- 
cial section  of  the  community.  He  be- 
lieved, however,  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
when  he  was  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, brought  forward  the  Purchase  of 
Land  Bill,  the  purpose  of  which  was  to 
advance  public  money  in  that  way.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  doctrine  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  an  extraordi- 
nary one,  and,  if  it  were  to  be  carried 
out  with  strictness,  would  stand  in  the 
way  of  some  measures  designed  by  the 
Qovernmeut,  and  in  the  way  of  many 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  now  sat  on 
the  Treasury  Bench.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve  that  this  question  oould  be  pro- 
perly dealt  with  unless  the  Qovemment 
were  prepared — he  would  not  say  to 
spend — but,  at  all  events,  to  advance 
money.  After  the  criticisms  he  had 
passed  on  the  Bill,  the  logical  course  for 
him  to  take  might  be  to  oppose  the 
second  reading;  but  though  he  thought 
sueh  a  course  would  not  be  unreason- 
able, ha  hoped  that  the  Bill  might  be 
amended  iu  such  a  way  as  to  prove  a 
really  valuable  one.   In  order  to  be  a 
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valuable  measure  it  musfc  be  not  only 
largely  amended,  but  also  largdy  added 
io.  He  quite  agreed  that,  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  considering  the  state  of  feel- 
ing io  the  Highlands  in  regard  to  this 
question,  .it  would  not  be  wise,  when 
they  could  possibly  amend  the  Bill  so  as 
to  make  it  satiefactory,  to  reject  it  alto- 
gether. They  had  reached  a  state  of 
things  in  the  Highlands  when,  perhaps, 
the  ordinary  and  legitimate  remedies 
would  not  be  altogether  adequate,  and 
when  it  might  be  necessary  to  provide 
remedies  which,  even  if-in  themselres  not 
oalculated  to  meettheueedsof  thepeople, 
would  at  least  satisfy  their  imagination. 
He  regretted  that  it  should  be  necessary 
to  deal  with  this  question  in  this  way ; 
but  who  was  to  blame  for  that  ?  Per- 
haps, to  some  ratent,  a  oerUun  aumber 
of  the  landlords,  because  in  every  class 
they  would  find  black  sheep ;  but  the 
Beport  of  the  Commission  bare  him  out 
in  saying  that  the  landlords  of  the  High- 
lands, on  the  wbole,  had  done  their  duty 
in  this  matter.  ["No,  no!"]  He  attri- 
buted the  principal  blame  for  their 
having  to  resort  to  exceptional  legisla- 
tion, which  everybody  must  consider  in 
itself  unsatisfactory,  to  the  agitators 
who  had  embittered  the  relaUons  be- 
tween the  landlord  and  tenant.  It  was 
the  agitators  who  had  added  fuel  to  the 
fire  by  their  reckless  statements  and 
their  unsompulous  promisee.  It  was 
the  agitators  who  had  rubbed  poison 
into  a  natural  wound  until  it  had  be- 
come a  festering  sore.  The  agitators 
had  reduced  the  Highlands  to  such  a 
condition  that  the  ordinary  remedies 
were  not  altogether  available ;  and, 
therefore,  he  hoped  that  the  Bill  would 
be  BO  amended  and  added  to  that  if  it 
did  not  do  some  good,  it  would,  at  all 
events,  do  no  positive  harm.  He  sincerely 
trusted,  when  they  eame  to  disousa  the 
Bill,  in  Committee,  that  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  would  not  inti-oduce  any 
such  provisions  as  were  likely  to  have 
the  etfect  of  discouraging  the  landlords 
in  their  efforts  for  the  improvement  of 
the  people.  Though  the  landlords  had 
been  treated  with  scant  generosity  in 
the  Bill,  he  hoped  thej  wonld  not,  on 
that  account,  be  deterred  from  deroting, 
as  he  believed  they  had,  on  the  whole, 
hitherto  consistently  devoted  their  best 
energies  to  promote  the  prosperify,  the 
welfare,  and  the  coatonftment  of  the 
people. 

Mr.  Gerald  Ba^mr 


Mb.  FBASER.UAOKXNTOSH  (In- 
verness-shire)  said,  there  was  one  dis- 
figurement in  tho  able  epeeoh  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Central  Leeds  which 
he  waa  sure  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
regret—that  was,  his  observations  about 
agitators.  That  charge  was  sufficieotly 
answered  by  the  fact  that  in  the  whole 
of  the  Highland  counties,  from  Caith-r 
□ess  down  to  Argyll,  at  the  recent 
General  Hlectiou,  when  the  crofters  had 
for  the  first  time  the  benefit  of  the 
franchise,  four  of  the  Crofter  can- 
didates were  returned,  in  spite  of  all  the 
opposition  that  could  possibly  be  raised 
against  them.  In  the  oonnty  of  Suther- 
land the  noble  Marqaesa  (the  Marqucsa 
of  Stafford)  retained  his  seat  only  be- 
cause he  made  promises  of  a  very  ad- 
vanced character ;  and  he  thought  tho 
noble  Marquess  himself  would  not  ob- 
ject to  be  termed  one  of  the  Crofter 
Bepresentatives,  while  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Wick  Burghs  (Mr.  Macdonald 
Cameron),  if  not  one  of  them,  was  at 
heart  with  them,  and  so  also  waa  the 
hon.  Member  for  Orkney  and  Shetland 
(Mr.  Lyell).  Although  they  were  a  small 
body  compared  with  hon.  Gentl^en 
below  the  Gangway  on  the  Opposi- 
tion side,  when  they  heard  that  a  great 
deal  was  to  be  obtained  by  unity,  they 
were  determined  not  to  be  left  out 
in  the  cold.  Be  had  no  desire  to  say 
anything  to  hamper  the  Government. 
He  was  quite  aware  that  there  ware 
difficulties  now  around  and  dangers 
befiore  them ;  and  he  hoped  that 
what  he  had  said  would  be  accepted 
as  his  honest  and  conscientious  opinion. 
With  regard  to  the  Bill  before  the 
House,  tho  first  great  matter  was  giving 
fixity  of  tenure.  He  should  have  much 
preferred  that  the  fixity  of  tenure  had 
been  given  without  the  numerous  re- 
strictions that  were  inserted  in  the  Bill. 
The  debate  had  not  been  at  all  satisfac- 
tory, BO  far  as  the  Government  were 
concerned ;  but  he  was  aware  of  the 
difficulties  which  they  had  to  encounter, 
and  had  no  wish  to  hamper  them  un- 
neoeaaanly.  It  was  to  be  borne  in  mind, 
however,  that  the  people  with  whom  they 
had  to  ^al  were  not  very  well  ediuated, 
and  that  many  of  them  did  not  know 
English.  The  Bill,  instead  of  being  on« 
that  they  could  easily  understand,  was 
essentially  a  lawyer's  Bill.  At  first  it 
seemed  to  promise  a  great  deal  r  but 
when  they  read  on  they  found  that,  it 
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was  full  of  pitfalls,  and  was  certain  to 
jpve  rise  to  a  ^at  deal  of  litigation. 
Then,  ag-aiD,  tliere  were  no  lawyers  in 
many  of  the  localities,  while  the  people 
were  qtkite  unable  to  pay  the  expense 
of  bringing  lawyers  from  a  distance  to 
plead  before  the  Land  Oommissioners. 
If  erer  there  was  a  case  in  which  a 
Bill  ought  to  be  clear,  contnte,  and 
brief,  it  was  one  in  wMcb  the  poor 
people  of  the  Highlands  were  con- 
cerned ;  but  he  was  led  to  the  con- 
elusion  that,  although  the  framer  of 
the  Bill  might  be  very  olerer,  he 
was  nort  one  who  really  had  the  in- 
terests of  the  Highland  people  at  heart 
when  he  put  in  so  many  reetrictions. 
With  regard  to  fair  rent,  that  was  a 
matter  with  which  he  was  satisfied  ;  but 
as  to  compensation  for  improvements, 
there  was  a  most  uojust  clause  as  to  no 
oompensation  being  given  for  improve- 
ments executed  under  agreement  or 
understanding ;  for  many  stipulations 
in  leases  were  confiscating.  The  most 
important  improvement  of  the  Bill  upon 
that  of  last  year  was  the  enlargement  of 
the  holdings.  That  was  the  main  good 
in  the  Bill.  But  he  could  not  for  a  mo- 
ment agree  that  the  extension  should 
be  limited  to  grazing  lands.  The  Bill 
would  not  restore  oronws  to  the  position 
th^  occupied  80  years  ago,  as  the  Se- 
cretary for  Scotland  had  said  it  was  in- 
tended to  do,  unless  they  gave  them 
arable  land  as  well.  In  some  of  the 
smaller  islands  the  people  were  on  the 
verge  of  starvation  from  congestion  of 
holdings,  and  they  mu«t  be  migrated. 
He  would  instance  a  case  in  which 
tiie  people  of  a  small  island  in  the 
Hebndes  caught  a  few  lobsters  in 
a  week}  and  the  soil  was  so  bad 
fbat  if  two  or  three  bushels  of  oom 
were  sown  only  one  bushel  would  be 
reaped.  Theislandwasonceuninhabited; 
it  was  no  plaoe  for  human  beings  to  live 
in ;  and  the  people  must  be  removed  to 
some  place  where  thcfy  oottld  have 
arable  land  as  well  as  pasture.  This 
question  mnst  be  left  open  if  deer 
fweats  were  not  dealt  with ;  and  the 
people  would  not  cease  agitating  until 
tbey^  obtained  their  just  rights.  In  a 
word,  the  ffitl  would  not  be  complete 
without  some  provision  for  the  case  of 
thecottarg,  and  in  regard  to  deer  forests. 
He  hoped  the  Sectary  for  Scotland 
wvold  ti^  thase  matters  into  considraa- 

BOD. 


Mr.  BAIRD  {Lanark,  N.W.)  said,  he 
lived  the  greater  part  of  each  year  in 
the  very  centre  of  the  district  affected 
by  the  Bill.  Although  he  did  not  agree 
with  all  the  details  of  the  measure,  he 
thought  they  had  all  been  strongly 
impressed  by  the  feeling  which  had 
prompted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretsry  for  Scotland  in  introducing  it, 
and  that  they  recognized  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  object  to  be  to  benefit  the 
oTofter.  He  agreed  with  the  object  of 
the  Bill,  and  was  thoroughly  in  accord 
with  the  spirit  in  whioh  it  had  been  in- 
troduced ;  and,  as  a  Conservative  land- 
lord, he  said  that  the  members  of  his 
oXofM  would  yield  to  no  section  of  the 
House  in  their  earaestneas  in  that  de- 
sire. It  was  surely  difficult  to  conceive 
that  this  desire  shoiild  not  be  shared  by 
those  who  depMided  upon  the  crofters 
for  at  all  events  a  part  of  their  income, 
even  if  landlords  were  not  to  be  credited 
with  the  ordinary  feelings  of  humanity. 
Landlords  were  friends  of  the  crofters. 
[**  Ob,  oh !  "]  Hon.  Gentlemen  seemed 
to  doubt  that ;  but  he  was  happy  to 
say  that,  as  a  Oonservative  landlord, 
he  had  reoeived  most  gratifying  proof 
of  the  faofc  in  the  way  in  which  he 
had  been  met  after  the  election  by  his 
eroftsrs.  He  had  obtained  an  en- 
thu^astio  reception,  whioh  he  should 
never  foi^t.  He  bad  listened  with  great 
interest,  and  some  annoyanoe,  to  the 
speeches  which  had  been  delivered  on 
that  side  of  the  House  during  this  do- 
bate,  his  annoyance  arising  from  the 
fact  that  he  got  up  imder  the  disadvan- 
tage of  being  compelled  to  repeat  what 
had  already  been  said,  or  to  sit  down 
again  without  making  observations  whioh 
he  had  upon  hie  notes.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  speaking  of  sheep  farms, 
said  there  seemed  to  be  difficulties  aris- 
ing partly  from  the  oompHoation  in  the 
Tfuuation  of  flooks,  whioh  rendered  every 
Buooessive  tenant  less  and  less  able  to 
take  over  the  stock  of  his  predecessor. 
That  that  was  true  in  the  sense  that 
valuers  did  favour  the  outgoing  tenant, 
those  who  had  had  the  misfortune  of 
being  obliged  to  take  over  sheep  farms 
during  the  last  10  years  knew  better 
than  anybody  else.  It  was  gratifying 
to  Gad  from  the  terms  in  which  the  Bill 
had  been  iotrodaoed  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  share  the  opnions  of,  at 
all  events,  some  Members  who  sat  upon 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  one  of  whom 
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had  openly  stated  at  the  Portree  Confer- 
ence in  September  last  that  the  interests 
of  oroi'tera  and  landlords  were  flatly  an- 
tagonistic, end  tKat  var  had  bean  de- 
clared between  those  olassea.  Were  they 
to  understand  that  the  Ooreniment  bad 
introdaoed  this  Bill,  and  were  anxious  to 
pass  it,  in  consequence  of  the  fact  that  a 
-war  against  landlords  had  been  de- 
clared :  Taking  the  Irish  analogy, 
there  vould  be  under  the  Bill  some  6,000 
fair  rents  fixed  by  the  aid  of  valuers 
called  in  by  the  Commissioners.  If  they 
extended  the  crofters*  holdings  on  the 
only  class  of  land  which  could  be  of  use 
to  them  they  would  reduce  a  large  part 
of  the  uplands  lying  at  a  distance  from 
the  crofters'  homesteads  to  a  condition  of 
absolute  desert ;  beoauee  it  waa  a  fact 
that  a  crofter  would  not  find  it  within  his 
power  to  make  use  of  those  distant  pas- 
tures in  the  same  way  as  a  man  who 
occupied  a  large  enough  piece  of  land  to 
justify  him  in  adopting  that  system  of 
farming  which  had  proved  to  be  most 
economical.  He  urged  the  Goremment 
to  do  everything  in  their  power  to  de- 
velop the  fisheries  of  the  Highlands,  for 
the  best  friends  of  the  Highlander 
knew  that  that  was  a  matter  of  the 
utmost  importance.  He  was  sorry  to 
see  that  the  question  of  harbours 
had  not  been  dealt  with.  There  were 
many  lochs  on  the  West  Coast  which 
afforded  good  lying  for  fishing  vessels; 
but  there  were  rodca  on  the  way  to 
them,  and  boats  had  to  run  the  gaunt- 
let before  they  were  safe.  The  Govern- 
ment might  very  well  give  some  assist- 
ance to  make  those  lochs  accessible,  by 
providing  beacons,  buoys,  or  lights 
where  necessary.  He  strongly  im- 
pressed upon  the  Government  also  tlie 
neoewity  of  giving  every  encouragement 
to  emigration,  and  he  did  not  see  why 
the  suggestions  of  the  Canadian  Go- 
vernment with  reference  to  a  scheme  of 
Irish  emigration  should  not  apply  to  the 
case  of  the  Highlands  of  Scotland. 
They  ought  to  go  before  the  emigrant 
and  enable  him  to  make  a  profitable 
use  iu  a  new  country  of  the  indus- 
try, ingenuity,  and  powers  which  were 
undoubtedly  inherent  in  the  West- 
ern Highlanders.  He  would  also  im- 
press upon  them  that  the  question  of 
telegraphs  and  postal  communication 
was  a  most  important  one  as  affecting 
fishing  stations,  and  he  hoped  that  the 
Bill  would  give  greater  faeilitiea  than 

Mr.  Baird 


now  existed  to  the  people  who  were  en- 
gaged at  suoh  stations. 

The  Maequess  of  STAFFOED 
(Sutherland) :  This  Bill  has  been  sub- 
jected to  a  oonsiderable  amount  of  cri- 
ticism with  regard  to  its  details;  but, 
upon  the  whole,  it  seems  to  me  to  be  a 
very  fair  Bill.  At  the  same  time,  I 
should  like  to  see  it  made  a  still  beUer 
Bill  when  we  get  into  Committee,  be- 
cause it  is  certainly  capable  of  muoh  im- 
provement. The  Government  have  ad- 
mitted that  the  ease  of  the  crofters  is  an 
exceptional  one ;  and  I  should  like  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
the  grievances  under  which  they  sufi'er. 
Only  a  year  ago  a  large  sum  of  money 
was  voted  by  Parliament  for  the  good  of 
the  Irish  people — as  much  as  £5,000,000, 
I  believe  ;  and  I  do  not  think  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  should  expect 
Members  who  represent  the  Highlanda 
of  Scotlanda  to  oome  here  and  say  no- 
thing about  the  distress  of  their  consti- 
tuents. As  the  House  has  stepped  in  to 
the  help  of  the  Irish  people,  I  Aink  it 
is  only  reasonable  that  similar  help 
should  be  extended  to  the  Highlands  of 
Scotland.  I  do  not  propose  to  enter  info 
the  details  of  the  Bill,  except  to  notice 
one  point  which  has  not  been  refeiTed 
to,  and  that  is  the  necessity  of  protecting 
the  crofters  from  game.  Then,  again, 
there  is  the  case  of  the  small  lease- 
holders. There  are  many  small  lease- 
holders whoso  i-ent  does  not  exceed  £20, 
and  I  think  that  the  Bill  ought  not  to 
be  confined  to  crofters  proper,  but  might 
fairly  be  extended  to  this  class.  I  trust 
that  something  will  be  done  by  the  Go- 
vernment to  enable  these  people  to  live 
in  a  really  comfortable  manner ;  and  it 
is  highly  important  also  that  the  develop- 
ment of  the  fisheries  on  the  Coast  should 
be  assisted,  especially  on  the  North* 
West  Coast.  I  know  that  in  Suther- 
landshire,  the  county  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  represent,  there  is  an  im- 
mense supply  offish  on  the  North- West 
Coast.  I  do  not  see  that  anything  is 
done  by  this  Bill  to  remove  any  of  the 
obstructions  to  the  navigation,  or  to 
erect  piers,  or  to  provide  any  other  ao- 
commodalion  for  fishermen.  I  think 
something  ought  to  be  done  to  give  the 
advantages  which  will  be  derived  from 
the  construction  of  fishing  stations,  and 
I  am  sure  that  the  proprietors  will  bo 
willing  to  submit  to  taxation  if  the  help 
of  the  Government  ooold  be  afforded  to 
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this  desirable  object.  In  the  case  of  any 
works  that  could  be  shown  to  be  of  value 
to  the  estates  of  the  proprietors,  the  land 
of  the  proprietors  oould  be  oharved  pro- 
portionately with  the  expenses.  It  seems 
to  me  that  that  would  be  a  very  fair 
system  to  go  upon ;  and  I  am  sure  the 
proprietors  would  be  glad  to  pay  a  fair 
share  of  the  taxation  if  they  could  be 
assured  that  the  Qsheriea  would  be  pro- 
perly developed  under  the  regular  super- 
vision of  the  Government.  Then,  again, 
in  Satherlandshtre,  and  other  parts  of 
the  Coast,  there  are  hundreds  ox  fisher- 
men unable  to  pursue  their  calling  from 
the  want  of  harbours  on  the  North  Ooast, 
and  they  are  fui^her  cut  off  from  all 
access  to  good  markets ;  if  they  catch  the 
fish  they  have  no  means  of  sending  them 
to  market.  If  steps  were  taken  properly 
to  provide  fishing  stations  on  the  North 
and  North-West  Coast,  and  on  the 
Islands  around,  instead  of  the  few  har- 
bours which  now  exist,  and  which  are 
most  inconveniently  crowded,  the  fisher- 
men would  not  only  be  fully  employed, 
but  much  good  would  be  done  to  the 
familiea  of  these  industrious  men,  and 
to  the  large  centres  of  population,  to 
whom  a  supply  of  wholesome  and  cheap 
food  will  be  most  welcome.  I  therefore 
think  that  some  asnstance  from  the  Go- 
Temment  would  be  of  great  advantage 
to  the  fishermen.  The  GoTemment  have 
done  much  for  the  good  of  these  people  in 
the  way  of  education,  and  I  would  put  it 
to  the  Government  whether  assistance  in 
the  particular  direction  which  I  have  in- 
dicated would  not  be  of  similar  benefit  ? 
I  sincerely  hope  that  it  will  be  forth- 
ooming. 

Mr.  J.  M.  CAMERON  (Wick,  &c.) : 
I  rise  with  great  diffidence  as  a  new 
Member  to  ask  for  the  indulgence  of 
the  House  while  I  address  it  for  the 
first  time;  but,  as  I  know  that  indul- 

Snce  has  been  extended  to  other  hon. 
embers,  1  trust  I  may  venture  to  hope 
that  it  wilt  be  extended  to  me.  The 
hon.  Member  for  InvemeBS'Shire  (Mr. 
Fraser-Maokhitosh)  referred  to  me  as 
notbeingaCrofter'sRepresentative;  but 
although  I  am  not  a  Crofter's  Kepre- 
sentatire  I  am  a  Highlander,  and  any 
araistance  I  can  give  to  the  crofters  in 
furthering  the  objects  which  are  sought 
to  be  obtained  by  this  Bill,  either  in  the 
House  or  outside  of  it,  I  shall  he  willing 
and  ready  to  give.  I  look  upon  the  Bill 
as  being  oneof  an  ameliorative  oharaoter^ 


although  it  does  not  go  nearly  so  far 
as  I  would  wish.  In  the  29th  clause  of 
the  Bill  there  is  a  definition  of  the  term 
"  crofter."  It  is  to  mean  a  tenant  of  a 
holding  from  year  to  year  who  habi- 
tually resides  on  his  holding,  the  annual 
rent  of  which  does  not  exceed  £30  in 
money,  and  which  is  situated  in  a  croft* 
ing  parish.  Now,  if  that  is  to  be  the 
definition  cf  "  crofter"  the  operation  of 
the  Bill  will  be  of  a  very  restricted  cha- 
racter, because  I  know  that  there  are 
hundiwda  of  families  in  Eastern  Rosa  who 
will  not  come  under  its  provisions,  be- 
cause they  do  not  reside  upon  their  allot- 
ments. Many  of  them  lire  in  the  towns 
of  Dingwall,  Tain,  Domooh,  Wick,  Kirk- 
wall, and  others  in  towns  and  villages 
by  the  seashore  in  that  neighbourhood. 
I  think  it  would  be  well  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land would  take  this  fact  into  considera- 
tion when  the  Bill  gets  into  Committee. 
I  think  it  is  also  fair  that  the  House 
should  know  what  is  the  opinion  enter- 
tained with  regard  to  this  Bill  outside 
the  House.  I  nave  received  letters  from 
several  of  my  own  constituents,  as  well 
as  from  other  oonstituencies,  in  which 
the  writers  express  much  dissatisfaction 
with  the  measure.  One  letter  which  I 
received  this  morning  states  that  no  Bill 
wilt  be  at  all  acceptable  to  the  popula- 
tion of  the  Highlands  which  does  not 
provide  more  arable  land,  and  make 
some  provision  for  settling  the  children 
of  crofters  on  new  holdings.  Only  this 
evening  I  have  received  a  communica- 
tion of  a  similar  nature,  in  which  the 
writer  complains  of  the  refusal  of  the 
Government  to  accept  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Royal  Commission  to  give 
more  arable  land.  I  must  say  it  appears 
to  me  that  this  Bill  is  more  of  a  land- 
lord's Bill  than  it  is  a  crofter's  BiU.  More- 
over, the  Bill  will  do  positive  injustice, 
becaiue  in  the  case  of  the  numerous 
classes  of  holdings  untouched  by  it,  it 
will  tend  to  establish  the  title  of  the 
landlords  to  land  originally  seised  by 
violence.  I  have  been  much  amused 
this  evening  in  listening  to  the  expres- 
sion of  opinion  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  and  the  suggestions  they  have 
made  in  regard  to  Highland  land'  griev- 
ances. Hon.  Members  seem  to  desire 
that  the  Bill  shoidd  do  nothing  more  than 
put  the  inrofters  in  the  position  they  were 
in  as  regards  the  land,  say,  80  years  ago. 
They       the  Government  to  encourage 
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lishwiee,  to  put  up  tdegraph  lines,  to 
establiah  steamers  on  the  West  Coast  of 
Scotland,  to  assist  emigration,  and  to  do 
erefything  ezoept  what  is  wanted  by 
the  people  themselves?  Although  the 
popmatioa  of  the  Highlands  to-day  is 
mueh  larger  than  it  was  30  years  ago, 
it  must  be  remembered  that  the  increased 
population  is  in  the  large  towns  and 
iages,  where  it  has  inereased  by  na- 
tural causes ;  but  in  the  conntry  districts 
the  population  is  much  less  than  it  was 
30  years  ago ;  and  in  but  sadly  too  many 
places  there  is  no  population  whatso- 
ever.   I  do  not  think  that  any  scheme 
of  emigration  will  afford  a  remedy.  I 
would  ask  how  it  is  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  do  not  grant  to  the  High- 
lands of  Scotland  an  equal  measure  of 
justice  to  that  which  they  have  given 
to  the  tenants  of  Ireland  ?   I  have  no 
donbt  that  if  we  had  a  band  of  85  loyal 
andjutriotio  Gentlemen  on  tiiie  side  of 
the  House,  equally  determined  to  those 
who  now  sit  below  the  Gangway  oppo- 
site, we  should  get  an  equal  measure  of 
justice.    I  myself  think  that  this  Bill 
ought  not  to  pass,  and  I  have  not  the 
lightest  doubt  that  it  will  not  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  people  of  the  High- 
lands, who  have  been  taught  to  expect, 
and  rightly  expect,  that  a  greater  mea- 
sure of  justice  would  be  dealt  out  to 
them.   If  that  measure  of  justice  is  not 
dealt  out  to  them  there  will  doubtless 
be  a  much  more  extensive  agrarian 
agitation  than  there  has  ever  been  yet, 
and  the  present  Ohancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer may  have  a  second  ^portunity 
of  assisting  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Home  Secretary  to  send  another  military 
expedition  to  Skye.   Much  more  must 
be  done  than  is  likely  to  be  done  by 
this  Bill.   I  was  much  struck  by  the 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  in  introducing 
the  Bill  last  week,  and  especially  with 
the  sympathy  he  expressed  for  these 
poor  people.  That  portion  of  his  speech 
in  which  he  dealt  with  deer  forests  was 
particularly  noticeable  ;  but  there  is  not 
one  word  in  the  Bill  of  our  intention 
to  confine  them  to  their  present  area,  or 
to  prevent  them  from  bemg  increased  in 
the  future.  This  is  a  very  serious  matter 
^deed,  and  one  which  ought  to  be 
pressed  upon  the  Government  when  the 
Bill  is  in  Committee.    In  conclusion,  I 
should  like  to  ask,  who  are  these  people 
the  Home  is  endearouTing  to  legislate 


for?  The  House  seems  to  forget  that 
they  are  the  descendants  of  the  men 
who  helped  this  country  to  attain  the 
proud  position  she  now  oceupies — men 
who  fbught  at  Fontenoy ;  who  followed 
the  Duke  of  Wellington  in  all  his  cam- 
paigns ;  who  helped  Wolfe  to  win  the 
heights  of  Abraham ;  and,  in  later 
times,  formed  Uiat  thin  red  line  " 
that  won  the  battle  of  the  Alma.  If 
it  were  properly  understood  how  much 
these  men  have  done  for  this  country  I 
think  that  the  Government  would  not 
hesitate  to  deal  out  to  them  a  far  greater 
measure  of  justice  than  is  contained  in 
this  Bill.  I  will  not  detain  the  House 
any  logger.  I  thank  the  House  for 
having  extended  its  kind  indulgence  to 
me,  and  I  hope  that  when  the  Bill  gets 
into  Committee  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  be  prepared  to  accept  a  great 
number  of  Amendmeats  which  will  make 
the  meaenre  more  nearly  meet  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case. 

Ub.  J.  F.  B.  ROBBBTSOK  (Bute): 
I  have  carefully  eizamined  this  Bill  with 
every  desire  to  find  in  it  a  satisfactory 
settlement  of  this  question.  When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  spoke  of  the  evils  which  now 
stand  in  the  way  of  the  proper  adminis- 
trati<»i  of  the  law  in  Scotland,  he  alluded 
to  them,  and  to  the  responsibility  of  the 
Government  to  provide  a  remedy,  in 
terms  which,  I  believe,  very  deeply  im- 
pressed the  House.  The  expectation 
which  his  speech  gave  rise  to  was  that 
the  Bill  would  be  such  a  measure  as 
would  enable  him  to  deal  with  important 
matters  which  he  is  unable  to  touch  in 
the  present  state  of  the  law ;  and  it  was 
natural^  to  be  expected  that  he  oontem* 
plated  a  measure  which  would  restore 
the  social  o^anieation  of  the  disturbed 
districts  in  Scotland,  and  so  amend 
the  materisl  condition  of  the  people 
as  to  enable  their  grievances  to  <us- 
appear.  Now,  a  careful  considera- 
tion of  the  Bill  does  not  satisfy 
me  that  that  expectation  was  well- 
founded  ;  and  I  am  sorry  to  add  that  I 
greatly  fear  the  Bill  is  likely  to  produce 
in  the  minds  of  those  who  are  mainly 
affected  by  it  a  considerable  misconcep- 
tion as  to  their  own  duties.  The  evils 
described  by  the  Croftera'  Commission 
were  of  a  peculiar  and  grave  kind.  In 
one  word,  Uiey  were  due  to  poverty 
caused  by  want  of  occupation.  That  is 
the  evil,  and  it  is  beoftuae  it  is  peouliw 
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and  local  in  it9  obaracier  thai  I 
imagine  that  the  Legislature  will  be  in- 
clined to  apply  an  exceptional  remedj 
that  might  not  be  entirely  justifiable  on 
strictly  doctrinaire  principles.  Yet  I  find 
that  while  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  op- 
poeiteand  theleamedLordAdTDcatehare 
clutched  at  varioua  recommendations  of 
the  Crofters' Oommission  in  one  direction, 
yet  th^  have  taken  and  are  taking  a 
veiy  much  more  limited  Tiev  of  the 
situation,  than  the  OommisBtoners  in 
other  respects.  The  Oommissioners  re- 
preeentea  the  populaUon  of  these  dis- 
tricts as  being  dependent  upon  two  in- 
dustries— the  cultivation  of  the  soil  ud 
fishing — and  there  was  one  very  signi- 
ficant statement  of  the  Oommissioners, 
wfaieli  has  been  commented  upon  by  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Frieod  (Mr. 
J.  H.  A.  Macdonald),  and  that  is  that 
the  fishing  is  followed  with  more  pro- 
ductive reenlts  then  the  cultivation  of 
the  soil.  Now,  I  find  that  the  Bill  pro- 
posed by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
bears  the  title  of  a  Crofters'  Bill,  and 
yet  it  is  described  within  as  being  a 
Bill  relaling  solely  to  land.  We  are 
now  told  by  the  Lord  Advocate  that, 
although  the  Bill  is  described  as  a  Bill 
relating  to  land,  provieioas  are  to  be 
insetted  in  it  renting  to  the  fisheries, 
and  that  the  provisions  In  regard  to 
the  fisheries  will  involve  pecaniary 
loans  out  of  public  moneys,  the  se- 
curity for  which  was  not  disclosed  in 
the  statement  made  by  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend.  Indeed,  the  state- 
ment of  the  Lord  Advocate  does  not 
altogether  fit  in  with  the  history  of  the 
country  during  the  last  18  mouths  with 
regard  to  this  very  matter.  When  the 
Lord  Advocate  attempts  to  justify  the 
policy  of  the  Government  in  abstaining 
from  aiding  tenants  in  stocking  their 
farms,  he  justifies  it  purely  on  the 
principle  nf  not  making  advances  from 
the  public  purse.  Now,  the  suggestions 
which  the  Oommissioners  put  forward 
were  for  the  improvement  of  the  fisheries, 
the  promotion  of  emigration,  and  they 
also  nad  reference  to  the  stocking  of 
farms.  I  find,  on  looking  back  to  the 
Bill  proposed  by  the  Lord  Advocate  last 
year,  that,  in  Section  14,  the  right  ban. 
and  learned  Gentleman  actually  .in- 
serted a  provision  for  the  advance  of 
money  fbr  the  stocking  of  land. 

Thb  LOKD  ABYOOATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
BuHnnt)  (Olaekmaanan,  &e.):  Them 


loans  were  to  be  advanced  to  the  land- 
lord on  the  security  of  the  land. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  EOBKBTSON  (Bute) : 
No  one  ever  suggested  that  any  other 
seourity  should  be  required.  The  state- 
ment now  made  is  not  that  money  should 
be  advanced  only  on  good  security,  but 
that  no  loans  can  be  sanctioned  by  Her 
Majesty's  Gorerament  involving  the  se- 
ourity of  the  State  for  purposes  purely 
class  and  looal.  I  cannot  but  think  that 
the  reason  why  this  proposal  has  not 
found  its  way  into  the  present  Bill  is 
that  the  Beoretary  for  Scotland  has  not 
yet  been  able  to  settle  his  differences 
with  the  Treasury ;  and  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  the  inadequacy  of  the  view  pre- 
sented by  the  Government  with  regard 
to  the  matter  is  not  satisfactorily  excused 
by  the  explanations  given.  The  as- 
sumption upon  which  the  Bill  proceeds 
is  this— that  these  people  are  at  present, 
or  that  they  ought  in  future,  to  be  made 
entirely  cultivators  of  the  land  as  far- 
mers. That  is  far  from  being  the  fact 
at  present ;  the  fact  is,  they  are  not  in 
the  main,  as  far  as  their  sources  of 
living  are  wncemed,  farmers,  but  are 
really  in  the  main,  as  far  as  the  sonrees 
of  living  ure  concerned,  engaged  in  an- 
other industry.  I  will  go  farther.  Take 
the  main  proposals  contained  in  the  Bill, 
and  I  maintain  that  it  oan  be  demon- 
etrated  that  they  do  not  tend  in  the 
direction  of  the  removal  of  the  principal 
evils  described  by  the  Oommissioners. 
Take  the  case  of  the  small  crofters. 
Three  things  are  to  be  done  for  them. 
In  the  first  place,  they  are  to  have  fixity 
of  tenure  and  fair  rent ;  in  the  second, 
compensation  for  improvements ;  and,  in 
the  third  plaoe,  they  have  machinery 
provided  for  oblalning  the  enlargement 
of  tbeir  orofts.  They  have  legal  ma- 
chinery provided  for  this  last  object, 
but  they  have  not  practical  opportunity. 
The  reason  why  I  say  they  have  not 
opportuni^  is  that  they  must  already 
haTO  a  holding  under  £15  a-year  rent  be- 
fore they  can  have  the  option  of  taking  a 
larger  piece  of  ground,  and  the  condi- 
tion is  a  mere  illusion,  because  they 
have  no  money  to  provide  the  stock. 
As  it  is  only  right  that  a  high  authority 
should  be  given  for  such  a  statement,  £ 
will  cite  the  authority  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Inverness-shire  (Mr.  Fraser- 
Maokintosh),  who  addressed  the  House  a 
short  time  ago,  and  who  represents  the 
crofting  mteroet,  as  it  is  sailed,  because 
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I  find,  in  the  Beport  of  the  Oommission 
signed  by  the  hon.  Member,  this  state- 
ment— 

"It  ia  reeogniz«d  on  «11  haada  that  the 
TMOuroea  of  tha  people  are  incommeasurate  in 
all  coaditiona  for  Btockiog  their  crofU." 

The  result,  therefore,  if  that  be  so,  and 
if,  by  the  want  of  money,  they  are  pre- 
cluded from  taking  advantage  of  the 
clauses  for  the  exteasion  of  crofts,  the 
benefits  conferred  by  the  Bill  are  only 
two — namely,  fixity  of  tenure  T7ith  fair 
rent  and  compensation.  I  do  not  enter- 
tain any  strong  objection,  as  a  practical 
matter,  to  any  of  these  provisions  ap- 
plied to  the  districts  specified ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  I  should  like  to  say  that 
the  conferring  upon  the  crofters  of  fixity 
of  tenure  and  iair  rent  is  more  of  an 
empty  compliment  than  anything  else. 
It  is  giving  them  in  theory  what  is  ac- 
tually enjoyed  by  the  crofters  at  pre- 
sent. The  Lord  Advocate  has  admitted 
that  they  have  fixity  of  tenure  by  ous- 
torn  if  not  by  law,  and  that  their  rents 
at  present  are  fair.  He  has  told  us 
that  the  Government  are  proceeding  to 
establish  this  elaborate  machinery  of 
a  Land  Oommissiou — to  do  what  ?  To 
give  the  people  the  satisfaction  of  know- 
ing, not  merely  that  their  rents  are  fair, 
but  are  deemed  to  be  so  by  some  im- 
partial tribunal.  That  seems  to  me  to 
be  a  novel  and  costly  proceeding,  and  I 
think  we  should  shrink  frcna  raiung  up 
this  tribunal  where  it  is  unnecessary. 
But  I  go  further.  It  is  all  very  well  to 
speak  of  fixity  of  tenure  and  fair  rent ; 
and  I  grant  that  if  you  have  a  com- 
munity Bubjsot  to  frequMit  evictions, 
and  a  rack-rented  comDiumty,  they  may 
reoeiTfi  benefit  from  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill.  But  will  any  hon.  Member, 
who  reads  the  clause  which  describes 
fixity  of  tenure  and  oompensation,  say 
that  they  are  applicable  to  the  condition 
of  the  men  who  are  living  under  the 
mild  rule  of  most  landlords  in  the  High- 
lands ?  1  think  he  will  find  that  instead 
of  the  condition  of  the  tenant  being  im- 
proved it  will  be  made  worse;  and  I 
will  tell  the  House  why.  One  of  the 
statutory  conditions  you  make  under 
the  Bill  is  that  if  a  man  is  one  term  in 
arrear  of  rent  he  is  subject  to  lose  hia 
holding.  Can  it  be  said,  even  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  that  at  present 
in  Scotland  the  landlords  turn  out  ihrnv 
tenants  for  misaag  one  term's  rent? 
Moat  oMrtaiuly  not.    My  otyooiio&  to 
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this  clause  being  introduced  into  the 
BUI  is  that,  in  face  of  a  system  which, 
unexpressed  in  words,  works  rery  well 
in  practice,  it  would  be  a  mistake  to  in- 
troduce statutory  regulations  as  to  evic- 
tions, giving  the  landlords  a  broad  hint 
that  they  ought  to  turn  out  their  tenants 
who  are  even  a  term  behind  in  their 
rents.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  think 
that  this  is  not  a  substantial  benefit 
conferred  upon  the  crofters,  and  yet  it 
is  one  of  the  two  benefits  conferred  by 
the  Bill,  the  other  being  the  right  to 
compensation  for  improvements.  Even 
in  regard  to  that,  an  hon.  Member  who 
is  a  supporter  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovern- 
ment,  speaking  from  below  the  Gang- 
way, said  that  in  the  case  of  the  crofters 
the  compensation  would  vary  so  much 
that  in  some  instances  it  might  amount 
to  sufficient  to  enable  a  dead  tenant 
to  be  buried.  It  cannot  be  said  that 
that  is  a  very  substantial  addition 
to  the  advantages  to  be  enjoyed  by 
the  tenants.  At  the  same  time,  I  have 
no  jealousy  of  the  principle  of  the 
Compensation  Clauses,  and  I  am  glad 
that  men  who  have  expended  money 
upon  their  holdings  should  be  able  to 
take  it  away  with  them  when  they  leave. 
I  think  the  Government  will  find  it  ne- 
cessary to  consider  carefully  the  provi- 
sions which  are  made  as  to  compensa- 
tion, with  reference  particularly  to  the 
inquiry  whether  a  low  rent  has  not  been 
paid  in  respect  of  the  holding  for 
which  the  claim  for  compensation  is 
made.  X  come  now  to  the  benefits  pro- 
posed to  be  conferred  upon  the  smuler 
class  of  crofters — the  cottars.  As  re- 
gards the  cottars,  I  find  they  get  no- 
Uiing  except  the  clause  about  improre- 
ments.  The  Commission,  I  think,  on 
this  point  went  further  than  the  Go- 
vernment, because  they  are  clear  and 
emphatic  in  saying  that  one  of  the 
objects  to  be  aimed  at  by  the  Legisla- 
ture, and  by  the  people  themselves,  was 
to  do  away  with  small  holdings,  because 
the  life  of  a  small  holder  was  intolerable. 
Their  recommendation  was  that  hold- 
ings below  £4  or  £6  should  be  consoli- 
dated, in  order  that  the  cottar  should 
not  be  exposed  to  the  hard  life  which 
attends  the  possession  of  these  very 
smftll  patches  of  ground.  The  Commis- 
sioners say  they  look  to  fishing  and 
emigration  as  affording  the  solution  of 
the  evils  under  which  these  people 
suffer  j  but  the  right  hon.  GentiMnanf 
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in  this  Bill,  does  not  H(t  a  finger  in  this 
direction.  The  Bill  does  worse.  It  gtres 
fixity  of  tenure,  and  attempts  to  settle 
the  people  there  on  those  inadequate 
holdings.  That  is  direotly  in  the 
teeth  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Oommissioners,  hoth  in  the  spirit  and 
in  the  letter.  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  what  the  Goretnment  propose  is  to 
defeat  the  object  of  the  Oommission, 
and  stereotype  and  perpetuate  one  of 
the  worst  features  of  the  evtla  of  which 
we  complain.  I  should  like  now  to  say 
a  word  in  regard  to  the  question  of 
emigration.  A  Scotch  county  Mem- 
ber may  be  pardoned  for  saying, 
in  order  to  prevent  misunderstandiog 
here  and  misrepresentation  elsewhere, 
that  he  is  not  in  favour  of  any  compul- 
sory scheme  of  emigration.  The  country 
woald  be  all  the  better  if  as  many  of 
these  Highlanders  as  possible  stayed  at 
home.  They  are  a  race  of  men  imbued 
with  principles  that  place  them  among 
the  most  valuable  elements  of  the  oom- 
monwealth ;  but  I  hope  it  will  never  go 
forth  that  a  remedy  like  emigration 
is  to  be  regarded  with  suspicion  and 
hostility,  and  is  only  suggested  with  a 
view  of  inducing  these  people  to  leave 
the  Highlands.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  Falkirk  Burghs  (Mr.  fiamsay]  has  in 
his  Resolution  carefully  expressed  that 
it  is  voluntary  emigration  he  proposes. 
More  than  that,  the  hon.  Member  in  his 
speech,  as  well  as  other  hon.  Members 
who  followed,  carefully  pointed  out  that 
the  facilities  for  emigration  should  be 
afforded,  if  such  a  scheme  were  instituted, 
quite  as  much  for  the  purpose  of  point- 
ing the  way  to  the  people  as  for  actively 
promoting  it.  It  is  a  great  mistake  to 
imagine  that  the  Gommissioners  have 
proposed  the  advancing  of  publio  money 
upon  insecure,  or  upon  any,  security 
for  the  purposes  of  emigration.  What 
tfiey  did  propose  was  that  there  should 
be  a  (Government  agency  established  to 
put  the  crofters  in  communication  with 
those  people  in  Oanada  or  the  States 
who  are  ready  to  receive  them ;  but 
there  were  no  proposals  for  public  loans. 
I  most  thoroughly  sympathise  with  what 
has  been  said  as  to  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  Legislature  in  speak- 
ing through  an  Act  of  Parliament,  by 
way  of  direction  as  well  as  by  way  of 
compulsion,  to  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try ;  and  I  do  not  envy  the  position  of 
those  who,  dealing  with  a  grave,  social 
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problem  like  this,  either  by  their  silence 
on  the  subject  or  by  their  language,  at- 
tempt to  discourage  these  people  from 
availing  themselves  of  one  of  the  outlets 
for  enterprize  open  to  all  British  sub- 
jects.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  emigration  was  not  an  appointed 
curse  for  the  poor.  On  the  contrary,  it 
should  be  regarded  as  a  birthright  of  all 
classes  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects.  We 
onght  to  endeavour  to  get  rid  of  the  idea, 
especially  in  those  remote  parts  of  the 
country,  that  when  a  man  goes  to  the 
Colonies  he  expatriates  himself  and  is 
dead  to  his  country.  The  Commissioners 
have  given  one  piece  of  information  of 
which  I  will  remind  the  House.  They 
say,  and  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
hon  Gentleman  below  the  Gangway  to 
the  passage,  for  it  is  significant-— 

"The  repugnance  to  emigration  expressed 
by  HiglilaDders  is  due  chiefly  to  &  fluctnation 
of  opinion,  and  is  not  to  be  ascribed  to  any 
radical  sentiment  smong  tfae  people.  We  are 
inclined  to  think  that  the  land  agitation  which 
has  prevailed  basnet  been  without  influence  in 
promoting  this  dislike  to  emigration." 

There  is  an  objection  in  some  quarters 
to  the  removal  from  these  poverty- 
stricken  districts  of  persons  who  are  at 
present  on  the  electoral  roll,  and  some- 
thing may  be  due  to  that ;  but  I  am 
satisfied  that  if  emigration  did  take 
place  to  any  extent  from  the  Highlands 
to  the  Colonies  and  the  United  States, 
the  emigrants  would  take  out  with  them 
a  steady,  settled  feeling  of  loyalty  to  the 
established  institutions  of  this  country. 
I  unfeignedly  regret  that  this  measure 
should  be  so  defective,  and  I  would  have 
welcomed  anything  tending  towards  the 
removal  of  what  is  at  present  a  grave, 
social  danger  to  well-ordered  eociety, 
and  a  scandal  to  the  Legislature  of  this 
country.  I  must  say  that  I  think  also 
that  it  would  have  been  appropriate  for 
a  Government,  ofmtaining  the  present 
Chancellor  of  the  ^chequer  and  the 
present  Lord  Advocate,  to  help  to  do 
away  with  that  state  of  administrative 
dieorganization  and  social  anarchy  into 
which  the  country  drifted  during  their 
last  tenure  of  Office.  I  hope  we  may 
take  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary for  Scotland  at  his  word  that,  in 
passing  this  Bill,  he  is  prepared  to  re- 
lieve that  state  of  society  which  is  at 
present  a  reproach  to  the  Scotch  Law 
and  the  Government.  I  sincerely  hopo 
tiiat  Bueh  Amendments  or  extensions  may 
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b«  propoevd  as  have  beoi  adumbratad 
ia  the  speech  of  ih«  Lord  AdTooaie, 
and  will  give  to  the  measure  a  oomplete- 
neas  Trhnh  it  does  not  now  pOBsess.  I 
hope  that  the  law  will  be  placed  in  saoh 
a  position  as  to  enable  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  assume  the 
responsibility  of  government  in  the  Wrat 
of  Scotlud,  and  to  restore  that  spirit  of 
lojal  obedience  to  the  taw  which  is  now 
in  abeyance.  It  is  not  a  characteristic 
of  the  Highland  people  to  be  lawless 
and  disloyal.  It  is  right  that  every 
effort  should  be  made  to  remove  the 
grievances  which  have  led  to  the  present 
state  of  matters;  and  my  objections  to 
the  Bill  are  that  I  fear  its  provisions  are 
less  adequate  than  they  might  be  to  lead 
that  noue  people  back  to  the  fulfilment 
of  their  daty  to  their  Queen  and  country. 

Db.  E.  MoDONALB  (Boss  and'Cro- 
marty) :  At  this  late  hour  of  the  evening 
I  will  try  to  make  my  remarks  as  short 
as  possible.  In  the  first  place,  I  am 
pleased  to  see  that  the  Bill  has  been 
attacked  on  both  sides  of  the  Houee. 
Why  is  that?  The  reason  is,  that  cer- 
tain principles  have  been  adopted,  but 
those  principles  have  not  been  carried 
out  to  their  conclusion.  I  maintain  that 
the  Bill,  unless  it  is  greatly  improved  in 
Oommittee.  is  simply  tinkering  with  the 
question ;  but  I  have  no  doubt,  after 
what  has  taken  place,  tiiat  tiie  Bill  will 
be  improved.  Hon.  Genilemett  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  have  expressed 
muoh  sorrow  for  tbe  orofters  ana  ajm- 
pathy  for  them,  and  I  hope  that  their 
sympathy  will  take  a  practical  form 
when  we  come  to  debate  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  in  Oommittee.  It  is  unfor- 
tunate, however,  in  this  case  as  in  many 
others,  that  hon.  Gentlemen  think  they 
know  what  is  good  for  the  crofters  better 
than  the  orofters  themselves.  The  first 
point — in  fact,  it  ia  the  kernel  of  the 
matter—on  which  I  wish  to  offer  any 
oritioiem  is  the  arable  land  question. 
"Without  dealing  wi&  the  question  of 
arable  land,  the  Bill  is  practically  use- 
less and  futile,  and  I  would  do  my  best 
to  throw  it  out  to>m<nTow.  I  believe, 
however,  we  may  be  certain  that  in 
Committee  this  matter  will  be  intro- 
duced into  the  Bill.  If  it  is  not,  we 
shall  have  this  subject  coming  up  over 
and  over  again.  As  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wick  (Ur.  J.  U.  Cameron)  said, 
why  should  Scotland  be  treated  in  this 
manner  ?   Why  is  it  Utat  we  do  not  get 
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better  lam  ?  It  is  because  we  are  not 
banded  together  like  the  Irish  Members. 
If  we  were,  we  should  have  the  assist- 
ance, not  only  of  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House,  but  of  many  hon.  Members  on 
this  side,  and  we  should  then  be  able  to 

f ut  our  ease  properly  before  the  country, 
f,  under  such  oircumsf  ances,  we  did  not 
get  what  we  want  and  what  we  expect, 
it  would  be  our  own  fault.  A  second 
point  which  has  not  been  attended  to  in 
the  Bill  is  that  of  the  increase  of  the 
crofters*  lands.  It  is  provided  that 
when,  for  instance,  you  come  to  the 
boundary  of  Mr.  Winan's  forest,  you 
are  not  to  cross  it.  The  crofters  may  be 
cleared  away  by  wholesale  off  his  land, 
but  the  eviotor  must  not  be  touched. 
Suppose  you  have  upon  hill  ground  a 
large  number  of  people.  Wh;  should 
not  the  whole  of  that  hill  ground  be 
made  available?  If  we  can  cali  upon 
one  proprietor  to  give  these  people 
laud  at  a  reasonable  rent,  we  have  a 
perfect  right  to  call  upon  another  to 
do  so.  What  is  just  to  the  one  is 
also  just  to  the  other;  and  to  say  that 
when  we  are  at  the  boundary  of  a  cer- 
tain property  for  the  purpose  of  acting 
justly  we  are  not  to  go  beyond  it,  would 
never  do  at  all.  In  many  cases  this 
would  mean  that  while  the  land  of  the 
man  who  had  crofters  on  his  land  would 
be  available,  the  eviotor  would  be  left  as 
he  was  before.  Such  a  provision,  I  main- 
tain, would  make  the  Bill  perfectly  use- 
less.  The  Bill  proposes  that  large  farms 
should  be  broken  up  for  distribution  to 
the  crofters.  But  we  are  told  that  not 
only  must  the  tenant  give  his  consent, 
but  the  landlord  also.  I  entirely  demur 
to  any  stipulation  of  that  kind.  I  say 
there  is  no  reason  why  we  should  wait 
for  the  landlord's  consent.  If  the  tenant 
is  willing  to  break  up  his  farm,  we  should 
not  ask  for  the  landlord's  consent,  but 
should  give  the  land  to  the  people  who 
require  it  on  the  same  terms  as  neigh- 
bouring farms.  I  would  not  ask  fox  the 
consent  of  the  landlord  in  any  case.  I 
therefore  hope  that  the  Bill  will  be 
amended  in  tida  respect.  Then  there  is 
another  point.  The  late  Lord  Advocate 
appeared  to  ari^ne  that  before  land  is 
given  to  a  crofter,  he  should  be  called 
upon  to  show  that  he  has  eu£5.cient 
capital  to  stook  it.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  get  very  few 
Highlanders  to  agree  with  him  on  that 
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point;  and  if  it  were  to  be  accepted  hy 
the  GoTernment  thej  might  as  veil  drop 
the  Bill.  They  would  get  rery  few 
Highlanders,  except  landlords  and  their 
friends,  to  agree  with  them.  Then  as 
to  the  giving  of  assistance  to  the 
crofters  in  the  way  of  procuring  stock, 
as  a  matter  of  fact  that  was  absolutely 
necessary.  What  would  be  the  use  of 
telling  these  people — "Here  is  a  large 
piece  of  arable  or  pasture  land  for  you, 
out  we  oannotnTe  you  anything  to  stock 
it  with?"  why,  should  we  not  rather 
follow  tile  precedent  already  set  in  the 
case  of  Ireland  ?  Last  year  we  allowed 
a  sum  of  £5,000,000  to  be  borrowed  in 
Ireland  for  the  purpose  of  stocking  and 
improving  the  farms  of  the  tenants.  This 
year  the  Qovernment  refuse  to  concede 
a  similar  boon  to  Scotland.  They  have 
oflfered  Ireland  £20,000.000  of  money, 
and  they  have  already  given  £5,000,000 ; 
and  yet  they  refuse  to  give  £500,000  to 
the  crofters  down  in  the  North  of  Scot- 
land. In  the  next  place,  the  provision 
in  the  Bill  in  regard  to  the  principle  of 
valuation  for  improvements  is  altogether 
ridiculous.  And  now  I  come  to  one  of 
the  most  important  parts  of  the  Bill, 
aUhough  hon.  Members  who  do  not 
Imow  the  Highlands  as  I  do  may  pro- 
bably not  see  the  force  of  the  objections 
I  am  about  to  raise.  Clause  29  of  the 
BilJ,  on  page  10,  gives  the  definitions, 
and  this  is  the  definition  of  a  crofting 
parish —  . 

"Crofting  pftrish  means  s  parish  in  which 
there  are  at  the  commencement  of  this  Act,  or 
have  been  vithin  80  yean  prior  thereto,  hold- 
Jngs  coamating  of  arable  land,  held  with  aright 
of  pastotage  in  common  with  others,  and  in 
which  there  still  are  tenants  of  holdinf^  from 
year  to  year,  who  habitually  reside  on  their 
holdings,  the  annual  T«it  of  which  reqwotively 
doea  not  noeed  thirty  pounds  in  money,  at  the 
commencement  of  this  Act." 

Now,  I  say  that  a  provision  of  this  na- 
ture is  entirely  unnecessary,  and  in  my 
constituency  it  will  take  from  1,000  to 
2,000  crofters  out  of  the  category  alto- 
gether.  The  Bill  aayB-~ 

"  In  which  there  are  at  the  commencement  o 
this  Act,  or  have  been  within  80  years  prior 
thereto,  holdings  consisting  of  arable  land,  held 
with  a  right  of  pasturage  in  common  with 
others,  and  in  which  there  still  are  tenants  of 
holdings  from  year  to  year." 

Why,  I  would  ask,  is  there  to  be  a  limit 
of  80  years  in  the  one  case  and  not  in  the 
other  t  Before  I  bring  my  remarks  to  a 
dose,  there  we  one  or  two  obserrAtionB 


whi<^  I  wonld  like  to  make  upon  the 
speeches  of  hon.  Members  who  have  pre- 
ceded  me.  I  am  glad  to  see  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Falkirk  Burghs  (Mr. 
Bamsay)  in  his  place.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber made  a  very  remarkable  speech  upon, 
the  Bill ;  but  his  experience  is  no  doubt 
unique.  The  hon.  Member  laid  great 
stress  on  emigration,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  has  also  taken  great  interest  in  the 
education  of  the  Scotch  people.  The 
hon.  Member  appeared  ttf  oe  somewhat 
angry  for  being  interrupted  when 
stating  that  his  tenants  left  because 
they  were  better  educated  than  others^ 
and  he  told  the  House  that  his  tenants 
were  so  well  educated  that  they  left  in 
a  very  few  years.  Now,  it  would  be 
very  difficult  to  find  from  400  to  500 
people  BO  highly  educated  that  they 
would  be  ready  to  emigrate  in  10  days. 
Yet  in  this  case  they  were  put  on 
steamers  one  week  after  the  other  from 
the  hon.  Member's  estate. 

Mb.  EAMSAT  f  Falkirk,  &c.)  :  Never. 

Db.  E.  McDonald  :  Wm  the  hon. 
Member  say  that  400  people  did  not 
leave  his  estate  within  a  fortnight  ? 

Mb.  EAMSAT :  I  do  say  so. 

Da.  E.  McDonald  :  WeU,  I  am 
wrong,  and  I  have  been  misinformed. 
Does  the  hon.  Member  deny  that  when 
these  people  were  educated  for  eviction, 
and  when  some  of  his  people  were  clear- 
ing the  houses  fire  was  set  to  one,  fuid  an 
old  woman  who  inhabited  it  was  pulled 
out  through  the  roof? 

Mb.  EAMSAT:  I  never  heard  of  such 
a  thing. 

Dr.  E.  McDonald  :  I  will  give  the 
name.  The  old  woman  was  tho  mother 
of  Nial  a  Bhuachaile  Mhor.  There  is 
another  point  which  has  been  made  a 
great  deal  of  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  and  by  some  hon.  G-entlemen 
here,  and  that  is  the  increase  in  the 
population  of  the  Highlands  end  Islands. 
But  we  say  that  if  the  population  of  the 
Highlands  and  Islands  has  increased, 
and  if  with  a  smaller  population  30  or 
50  years  ago  they  had  all  the  land  for 
their  own  use,  what  is  to  become  of  them 
now,  when  a  great  portion  of  their  hold- 
ings has  been  taken  away  from  them  for 
sheep  walks,  deer  forests,  and  so  on  ? 
Therefore,  that  argument  goes  for  no- 
thing at  all.  I  do  not  know  that  there 
are  any  other  points  involved  in  the  Bill 
which  it  is  necessary  that  I  should  allude 
to.    There  are  a  great  many  which  de- 
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serve  notice,  but  as  the  hour  is  late,  I 
will  say  so  more.  The  Lord  Advocate 
said  that  this  is  not  a  Bill  for  the  punish- 
ment of  the  landlords.  That  is  no  doubt 
the  case,  and  certaiidy  that  is  not  the  in- 
tention of  the  Bill;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  ve  knov  that  it  does  punish  the 
landlords,  and  I  hope  that  before  it  goes 
through  the  Committee  it  will  punish 
them  yet  more.  Still,  that  is  no  reason 
why  we  should  not  do  justice,  and  con- 
sider the  Bill  with  perfect  fairness. 

Mr.  MAEK  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) :  I  will  not  detain  the  House  for 
more  than  a  few  minutes.  The  question 
has  already  been  discussed  at  such  great 
length  that  all  its  bearings  are,  I  think, 
fairiy  before  the  House.  But  we  cannot 
disguise  from  ourselves  that  we  are 
entering  on  a  new  legislative  career  in 
Scotland.  We  have  never  yet  had  fixity 
of  tenure,  nor  fair  rent,  nor  compensa- 
tion, in  the  way  in  which  they  are  proposed 
to  be  given  by  this  Bill ;  and  althoagh, 
like  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
below  me  the  late  Lord  Advocate.  I  am 
willing  to  make  this  an  exceptional  case, 
still  I  think  we  ought  not,  nor  can  we, 
conceal  from  ourselves  the  fact  that  no 
movement  of  late  years  has  gone  for- 
ward with  greater  rapidity  than  Home 
Bute  in  Scotland,  which,  as  regards  the 
question  of  laud,  so  closely  resembles 
tne  same  movement  in  Ireland  It  has 
made  more  progress  in  two  years  than 
the  Irish  Question  has  made  in  the  pre- 
sent century;  and  it  has  made  that  pro- 
gress in  a  great  measure  from  a  feeling 
that  the  agitation  has  been  on  behalf 
of  people  struggling,  amid  great  pri- 
vations, to  earn  an  honest  livelihood.  I 
am  sure  that  all  Scotchmen  heartily  re- 
ciprocate the  wish  expressed  by  the  Go- 
vernment to  asrist  the  crofters  in  their 

Srivations ;  and  I  had  hoped  that  the 
■overnment  would  havebeen  able  to  have 
proceeded  more  than  they  have  done  on 
the  lines  of  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission, and  to  have  conceded  more  of 
the  recommendations  contained  in  that 
Report.  We  know  that  the  Eoyal  Com- 
mission entered  upon  its  inquiry  with 
a  disposition  on  the  part  of  every  Mem- 
ber of  it  to  make  a  full  and  careful  in- 
vestigation into  the  facts  of  the  caee, 
and  that  they  have  presented  a  lengthy 
Report  which  has  been  prepared  with 
^eat  care.  The  recommendations  of  the 
Oommissioners  are  all  in  one  direction, 
and  yet  the  Government  have  devoted 
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their  attention  to  one  point  onlyont  of  the 
six  dealt  with  by  the  Commission,  and 
that  the  land.   I  trust  that  the  Bill  will 
be  amended  in  Committee,  and  amended 
in  the  ri^ht  direction,  by  giving  in- 
creased facilities  in  the  matter  of  fisheries 
and  telegraphic  and  postal  communica- 
tions.   These,  we  know,  are  matters  of 
great  importance  to  the  people  living 
almost  on  the  outside  of  Scotland.  There 
are  other  matters  to  which  I  should  like 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Lord  Advocate  has  stated  to- 
night that  there  ia  no  intention  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  encourage  sub- 
division.   Now,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  with 
regard  to  the  security  of  tenure  section 
in  reference  to  the  sub-division  of  hold- 
ings, whether  the  land  is  to  be  con- 
sidered as  the  personal  property  of  the 
crofter,  or  as  tlie  fee  simple  ?  And  to 
whom  does  the  holding  go  on  the  death 
of  the  crofter?   I  am  afraid  that  the 
clause,  as  it  is  now  drawn,  will  involve  a 
considerable  amount  of  difficulty,  which 
is  not  likely  to  be  settled  by  the  measure 
itself.    I  would  further  ask  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  why  he 
has  fixed  tlie  limit  of  the  crofter  holding 
at  £30?   I  should  have  thought  that 
£15  would  have  been  quite  ample.  I 
hold  a  letter  in  my  hand  from  a  friend 
in  the  Highlands,  who  informs  me  that 
he  has  359  crofters  on  his  estate,  none 
of  whom  has  a  holding  of  more  than 
£10  value,  and  that  out  of  them  132 
cottars  have  paid  their  rent  direct  to  him 
as  landlord.   Now,  by  the  Bill,  the  very 
fact  that  they  pay  rent  to  the  landlord 
would  make  them  crofters ;  and  if  they 
are  crofters  for  the  purposes  of  this  Ac^ 
they  will  be  entitled  to  fixity  of  tenure, 
fair  rent,  and  to  compensation.    How  is 
this  question  to  be  oonsidwed  and  dealt 
with  r   If  a  crofter  has  30  acres,  it 
would  be  impossible  for  him  to  cultivate 
them  without  sub-dividing,  unless  he 
called  in  his  friends  to  help  him,  or  re* 
ceived  assistance  in  some  other  way. 
No  one  man  can  cultivate  tliat  amount 
of  land  in  a  way  that  would  enable  him 
to  pay  wages;  and  if  the  crofter  has  not 
money  enough  to  pay  wages  for  culti- 
vation, the  chances  are  that  such  hold- 
ings as  30  acres  would  be  eub-divided. 
Therefore,  I  say  that  £80  is  too  high 
for  a  holding,  and  the  limit,  in  mv  opi- 
nion, should  be  £16.  I  wotdd  also  alter 
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the  defiuition  of  the  word  "oottar"  as 
coataiued  in  the  Bill,  so  as  to  make  it 
more  simple  and  more  easily  understood. 
"We  oannot  forget  how  the  Highlanders 
Ixave  distinguished  themselves  in  every 
part  of  the  world ;  and  those  who  hare 
emigrated  have  always  set  a  good  ex- 
ample, whiclx  their  countrymen  at  home 
ought  to  follow.  As  long  ago  as  1733 
Boine  of  them  established  themselves  in 
Georgia,  and  at  a  v»y  early  period  a 
large  body  of  Highlanders  settled  in 
Virginia.  Anyone  who  has  travelled  in 
AmericB.  will  remember  the  Scotch  Colo- 
nists in  North  Carolina,  and  also  in 
Canada.  At  this  late  hour  of  the  even- 
ing I  will  not  trouble  the  House  at 
greater  length.  I  will  only  express  a 
hope  that,  although  the  Bill  is  of  an  ex- 
ceptional character,  it  will  receive  a  fair 
trial. 

The  SEOEETAItY  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Tbevelyah)  (Hawick,  «S;c. ) :  I 
earnestly  hope  that  the  House  will  now 
proceed  to  give  the  Bill  a  second  read- 
ing. I  have  listened,  of  course,  with 
great  attention  and  interest  to  the 
speeches  which  have  been  made  in  the 
course  of  the  debate,  and  I  think  that  I 
had  begun  to  observe  a  alight  tendency 
towards  repetition  of  argument.  The 
Bill  has  been  attacked  from  various 
quarters,  and  with  that  class  of  charges 
and  oritieisms  which  generally  give  the 
advocates  and  promoters  of  a  Bill  con- 
siderable hopes  of  its  becoming  law  on 
account  of  the  firm  belief  they  haV^  in 
the  dootrine  of  resulting  causes.  The 
Bill,  in  the  cour^  of  the  discussion,  has 
been  knocked  down  first  on  one  side  and 
then  knocked  up  again  on  another ;  and 
while,  perhaps,  it  has  had  no  thorough 
or  hearty  friend,  with  the  exception  of 
my  right  hon.  and  leamd  Friend  who 
uta  by  my  side,  1  will  venture  to  say 
that  it  has  hardly  had  two  eonsistent 
enemies.  Upon  the  whole,  the  speech 
which  interested  me  most  was  that  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Falkirk  Burghs  (Mr.  Kamsay),  who 
began  the  debate,  because  my  hon. 
Friend  went  at  the  Bill  tooth  and  nail, 
and  I  thoroughly  understood  what  he 
meant.  My  hon.  Friend  said  that  he 
wauls  to  destroy  the  landlords  and  divide 
their  property ;  but  I  may  say  that  I 
have  the  strongest  personid  reasons-  for 
not  taking  that  course,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  it  is  any  way  a  fair  deecrlp- 
tioa  ol  the  Bill.  Then  my  hon.  Friend 
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referred  -  to  the  alleged  difierence  of 
tenure  in  historical  days  In  the  High- 
lands. I  may  say  that  I  did  not  open 
the  Bill  on  that ;  but  what  I  referred  to 
was  the  changed  circumstances  of  the 
Highlands,  as  to  which  there  is  no  dis- 
pute whatever.  I  began  by  referring  to 
the  fact  that  there  are  2,000,000  acres  of 
land  not  grazed  on  now,  because  they 
have  been  converted  into  deer  forests, 
and,  in  addition,  enormous  tracts  of 
country  have  been  given  up  to  shootings 
which  were  formerly  used  as  grazing 
grounds.  I  am.  sure  that  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Falkirk  Burgha  is 
not  aware  of  the  enormous  rental  of 
these  shootings  and  deer  forests.  It  is 
only  IG  years  ago  that  the  rental  of  the 
shooting  of  Scotland  was  said  to  amount 
to  £73,000  a-year.  My  impression  is 
that  there  is  some  mistake  in  that  calcu- 
lation, and  I  would  rather  take  a  later 
date.  In  the  year  1877  the  rental  of  the 
shootings  and  deer  forests  iu  Scotland 
was  £233,000.  Within  the  last  eight 
years  that  has  increased  steadily  and 
rapidly  to  £363,000  a-year.  That 
£363,000  a-year  is  an  addition  to  the 
rent  in  the  pockets  of  the  landlords 
since  the  days  when  the  population  of 
the  Highlands  was  enumerated  in  those 
localities,  and  all  that  rent  represents,  to 
a  great  extent,  a  dead  loss  to  the  popu- 
lation. It  was  that  fact  to  which  I  re- 
ferred, and  not  to  any  question  of  dif- 
ference of  tenure,  when  I  alluded  to  that 
portion  of  theHighlands  with  which  the 
Bill  deals  as  exceptional. 

Me.  A.  J.  BALFOina  (Manches- 
ter, E.):  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's calculation  include  the  proportion 
of  the  shootings  held  by  the  proprietors? 

Me.  TREVELYAN  :  It  does  not ;  but, 
according  to  the  best  information  I  have 
been  able  to  obtain,  the  value  of  the 
shootings  in  the  hands  of  proprietors  is 
about  one-fifth  of  what  has  been  let. 
That  is  what  has  been  given  to  me  by 
the  Board  of  Supervision.  Well,  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Falkirk 
Burgha  talks  about  the  extreme  injustice 
to  the  landlords  of  our  clause  with  regard 
to  compensation  for  improvements.  He 
says — "  Can  anything  be  more  contrary 
to  justice  and  common  sense  than  giving 
a  man  compensation  for  a  house  which 
he  has  built,  and  which,  perhaps,  the 
owner  would  not  care  to  have?"  Isay, 
what  could  be  more  contrary  to  justice 
and  common  sense  than  pulling  down 
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a  house  whioh  a  man  has  bnilt  at 
his  own  expense,  and  with  his  own 
labour,  without  his  landlord  having 
forbidden  him  to  do  so,  and  without 
giTiDg  him  Id.  of  compensation  ?  It  has 
been  frequently  the  case  in  making 
clearances  for  deer  forests,  and  still  more 
frequently  in  making  clearances  for 
sheep  walks,  that  a  man  who  has  built 
a  house  and  cultivated  the  ground  round 
him,  has  had  to  see  that  ground  laid 
waste  and  his  house  pulled  down  with- 
out Id.  oi  compensation  for  bis  expendi- 
ture or  labour.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Wigtonshire  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell) 
followed  with  a  speech  in  which  he  set 
on  foot  a  class  of  criticism  that  has 
been  mainly  followed  from  the  opposite 
Benches.  The  hon.  Member  said  the 
Commissioners  had  made  five  or  six 
different  recommendations  with  regard 
to  the  measures  that  ought  to  be  taken 
in  dealing  with  the  crofter  districts,  and 
that  of  these  we  had  taken  only  one — 
the  recommendation  which  referred  to 
the  land.  Now,  £}ir,  in  the  first  place, 
I  maintain  that  that  was  the  recom- 
mendation of  recommendations.  It  was 
— and  I  fancy  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wigtonshire  will  not  deny  it— in  re- 
ferenoe  to  the  land  that  ibe  agitation 
begun,  which  caused  the  Oommission 
to  be  sent  to  the  Highlands.  What  are 
the  words  of  the  Oommissioners  ?  They 
say — 

"  The  principal  matter  of  dissatisfaction  id 
connection  with  the  occupancy  of  land  urged 
on  our  notice  in  almost  every  district  with  the 
utmost  vehemence  and  with  the  greatest  con- 
sensuB  of  authority,  is  the  restriction  in  the 
srea  of  holdioga." 

That  is  the  main  question.  That  is  the 
question  that  the  crofters  have  in  mind. 
There  their  discontent  began,  and  until 
that  grievance  is  remedied  their  discon- 
tent will  not  cease.  The  hon.  Member 
went  on  to  read  out  certain  other  recom- 
mendations, and  said  th^t  besides  the 
land  there  was  all  that  related  to  6Bheries 
end  communications.  Well,  Sir,  it  is 
very  hard  that  after  making  a  speech  of 
considerable  length  in  the  House  of 
Oommons,  one  would  then  have  that 
qieeeh  treated  by  an  hon.  Member  as  if 
one  had  never  spoken  a  single  syllable 
of  it.  I  described  to  the  House  on  the 
first  reading  of  the  Bill,  at  considerable 
length,  what  had  been  done  by  the  two 
late  Governments  with  regard  to  carry- 
ing out  the  reoommendi^<ms  of  the  Oom- 
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mission  with  reference  to  the  steam 
communications  with  the  Highlands ; 
and,  much  as  I  showed  had  been  done, 
I  am  glad  to  say  that,  ever  since  that 
speech,  I  hope  t^at  a  still  greater  ad- 
vance has  been  made,  and  that  the 
steamers  which  the  Post  Office  had  pro- 
mised to  run  from  Oban  will  now  go  on 
to  the  important  fishing  port  of  Loch 
Maddy.  I  described  also  what  class  of 
assistance  should  be  given  to  fisheries, 
which  I  should  be  glad  to  hear  discussed 
in  this  House.  The  GbverDmeDt  would 
be  inclined  to  lend  towards  it  a  favour- 
able ear.  It  was  discussed  by  the  hon.. 
Member  for  Wigtonshire,  and  he  asked 
why  I  had  been  silent  on  this  question. 
The  fact  is,  that  the  question  is  one  upon 
which  I  had  spoken  for  10  minutes,  and 
upon  which  I  had  quoted  the  very  great 
success  which  had  attended  this  class  of 
assistance  in  the  two  great  funds  con- 
nected with  Ireland.  But  I  must  re- 
mind the  hon.  Member  and  other  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite — who  are  for  ever 
calling  for  large  sums  from  the  Chan* 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  who  are 
always  speaking  of  him  in  terms  which 
would  make  one  imagine  that  he  was  a 
raiser  keeping  liis  own  money  instead  of 
a  faithful  guardian  of  the  taxes  paid  by 
the  hard  working,  hard-living  people  of 
this  countiy — I  must  remind  these  hon. 
Members  that  in  Ireland  these  fisheries 
are  assisted,  not  from  the  general  taxes, 
but  from  two  special  funds  which  were 
raised  by  the  friends  of  Ireland,  both 
Irishmen  and  others,  in  previous  periods 
of  scarcity,  and  which  now  are  used  for 
assisting  Irish  fishermen.  The  hon. 
Member  says  that  another  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Commissioners  was  education, 
and  that  we  have,  done  nothing  for  it. 
It  is  really  very  unfortunate  that  hon. 
Members  should  make  speeches  in  this 
House  without  making  the  most  ele- 
mentary or  superficial  inquiry  as  to  the 
facts  which  have  been  laid  before  the 
House.  I  do  not  say  that  what  this 
Government  have  done,  or,  still  more, 
what  the  late  Gxivemment  have  done, 
meets  everything  that  the  Highlands 
could  demand;  but  I  say  tiiat  it  very 
fairly  meets  the  demands  of  the  Oom- 
missioners. Three  very  considerable 
advantages  have  been  given  to  the 
school  boards  and  schools  of  the  High- 
lands and  Western  Islands  since  the 
Beport  of  the  Commission,  the  details  of 
which  I  have  already  stated  twice  to  the 
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House,  and  I  will  not  go  over  them 
again ;  but  I  will  say  that  one  has  been 
taken  advantage  of  b;  the  schools  in 
these  very  districts  to  the  extent  of  a 
good  many  hundreds  a-year.  Then  the 
hon.  Member  says  that  we  hare  done 
nothing  for  justice.  Well,  Sir,  what  is 
this  reoommendatioii  about  justice  when 
you  come  really  to  read  ttie  Sep(»;tf 
This  recommendatiDn  consists  of  two 
parts.  In  the  first  place,  the  Commis- 
aioBera  recommend  that  Procnrators 
Fiscal  and  Sheriff  Clerks  should  not  be 
allowed  to  hold  agencies  or  clerkships  in 
banks.  I  am  uot  going  to  argue  against 
that  recommendation.  It  is  not  a  matter 
vith  which  we  would  be  inclined  to 
deal  by  legislation,  beoanee  we  might 
bring  about  rery  great  inconTenience  in 
certain  districts.  But  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (the  Lord  Advocate) 
is  carefully  attending  to  it  in  adminis- 
tration, so  that  when  a  post  falls  vacant 
ha  tries  to  exact  an  undertaking  from 
tiie  new  legal  offleor  that  he  will  not 
engine  in  any  business  outside  his  ovn 
profession.  The  other  recommendation 
vith  regard  to  justice  is  a  sort  of  hint 
that  we  are  of  opinion  that  there  might 
possibly  be  in  some  oases  an  unc<m8cious 
admission  of  external  influence  Qn  the 
part  of  the  Sheriff,  and  in  other  cases 
the  existence  of  such  influence  might  be 
suspected  where  the  Sheriff  has  to  get  a 
house  from  the  landlord.  Therefore, 
the  Commissioners  urged  that  in  some 
oases  the  Sheriff  should  have  an  official 
residence.  Those  are  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  CommisaitHiers  with  regard 
to  justice.  Can  anyone  pretend  to  say 
that  they  can  be  named  on  tita  same  day 
as  the  reoonunendations  of  the  Commis- 
sion with  regard  to  tiie  land?  As  to 
emigration,  I  vUl  make  some  remarks 
apon  it  further  on.  But  what  X  do  say 
is,  that  with  regard  to  all  tiie  other  re- 
oommendations  of  the  Oommisalonen, 
which  are  small  ones,  we  have  dealt 
adequately  with  them  in  proportion  to 
their  sise,  and  we  have  determined  not 
to  touch  the  question  of  the  land  unless 
we  oould  dealquite  adequately  with  that 
likewise.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  late  Lord  Advocate  and 
^e  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  late 
Solicitor  General  have  criticized  our  Bill 
in  a  manner  which,  on  the  whole,  has,  I 
oeafesB,  a  Itttle  disappointed  me.  I  ex- 
pected to  get  a  good  bit  of  esHghten- 
aflftk  from  these  tvo  Gentlemen.  They 


have  had  the  administratiou  and  legisla- 
tion of  Scotland  in  their  hands  for  a 
period,  at  any  rate,  of  seven  or  eight 
months,  and  during  that  time  they  must 
have  had  their  attention  drawn  to  this 
crofter  question.  Bnt  I  defy  anyone 
who  heard  the  speeohea  of  these  two 
Glentlemen  to  say  what  their  own  views 
are  with  r^ard  to  this  question.  They 
talked  of  the  inadequacy  of  the  Bill; 
but  they  did  not  give  a  single  end  of  a 
clue  as  to  what  the  provisions  should  be 
which  they  thought  would  remove  the 
evil  defects  of  which  they  complained, 
and  flU  up  the  vacuum  in  the  Bill.  The 
late  Lord  Advocate  said  the  Govern- 
ment ignored  the  Beport  of  the  Boyal 
Commissioa  with  respect  to  the  land. 
There  I  must  say  I  take  issue  most 
directly  with  the  right  hon.  end  learned 
Gentleman.  The  Government  took  the 
cardinal  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mission. The  ri^t  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  says  we  hung  up  all  the  re- 
oommendatioD9  which  would  involve  the 
exjpenditure  of  public  money;  that  we 
rejected  those,  and  only  toek  the  others 
which  would  cost  nothing.  Now,  the 
cardinal  reeommendation  of  the  Com- 
mission  was  the  giving  of  grazing  land 
to  the  crofter.  ["  No,  no  !  "  and  eriu  of 
"Arable  land  I  ']  Well,  gracing  or 
arable  land.  The  Government  accepted 
l^at  reoomnaendation,  as  far  as  grazing 
land  is  concerned ;  and  in  Committee,  if 
an  Amendment  is  moved,  we  shall  be 
prepared  to  argue  the  question  as  to 
arable  land.  Then,  I  would  ask,  is  it 
wise,  after  I  had  cfu^fully  explained  the 
provisions  for  guarding  the  interests 
both  of  the  crofters  and- landlords,  for 
the  two  Law  Officers  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment— a  Oonservative  Government — to 
come  down  to  Ais  House  and  speak  of 
ottv  Bill  as  totally  inadequate,  and  ask 
what  we  have  done  iot  the  cottar,  and 
what  for  the  nnall  farmer?  What 
would  they  have  done?  Would  they 
have  given  him  a  farm  ?  [Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Maodonald  dissented.]  I  took  down 
the  words  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemen,  and  he  said—"  What  does 
this  Bill  cooeist  of?  It  does  nothing 
for  the  cottar." .  I  eay  everything  that  is 
possible  is  done  for  the  cottar  that  can 
be  done,  and  Clause  9  gives  him  com- 
pensation for  improve  Qi en ts. 

Ur.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALB  (Edin- 
burgh and  St.  Andrew's  Univwsities^ : 
I  think  the  right  hon  Gentleman  mu- 
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anderstood  what  I  eald.  I  said  that  the 
proTisions  of  the  Bill  would  not  enable 
the  cottar  and  small  crofter  to  attain  any 
better  posittou  in  life  than  he  oocnpies 
at  present.    I  say  bo  still. 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN  :  That  is  exactly 
vhat  I  said.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  says  that  the  proTisione  of 
the  Bill  do  nothing  for  the  cottar.  I 
should  like  to  know  what  the  right  hon. 
fmd  learned  QenUeman  would  have  done 
for  the  cottar  ?  There  is  only  one 
thing  you  could  do  for  the  cottar  on 
the  lines  of  this  Bill,  and  that  is  to 
migrate  him  and  give  him  a  farm  on 
somehody  else's  land,  where  he  has  not 
a  farm  at  present.  If  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  means  that,  I 
have  no  doubt  he  will  find  some  hon. 
Members  in  this  House  who  will  support 
him.  What  else  he  means  I  have  not 
the  slightest  idea.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  says  there  is  nothing 
in  the  Bill  about  emigration.  That  I 
entirely  allow.  After  very  careful  con- 
sideration, we  hare  determined  not  to 
make  any  proposals  about  emigration, 
and  there  is  one  very  strong  reason  for 
this.  The  Bill  is  a  very  special  Bill,  re- 
ferring to  a  very  special  population, 
living  in  a  very  special  district,  under 
very  special  circumstances.  But  con- 
gestion and  want  of  work  are  not  special 
evils  confined  to  a  special  population. 
They  pervade  in  a  greater  or  less  degree 
almost  the  whole  of  the  country,  taking 
England,  Scotland,  Ireland,  and  Wales, 
and  we  are  certainly  unwilling  to  adopt 
for  this  small  part  of  the  community,  a 
remedy  which,  if  adopted  for  one  part, 
may  be  claimed  to  be  spread  over  the 
whole.  This  is  a  Oroftere'  Bill,  and  it 
applies  crofter  remedies  to  crofter  evils. 
Iknigration  is  not  specially  a  crofter 
remedy.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  he  was  glad  to  hear  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mnndella),  speak- 
ing so  eloquently  of  the  advantages  of 
emigration,  and  that  he  hoped  his  words 
irould  reach  the  Western  Highlands.  I 
hope  they  will  reach  the  Western  High- 
lands. Wise  and  eloquent  words  they 
were.  No  one  has  ever  spoken  in  any 
Legislative  Assembly  as  frequently  in 
favour  of  emigration  as  I  have  been  un. 
fortunate  enough  to  do  in  this  House ; 
but  I  can  assure  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  my  experience  of 
coupling  Emigration  Olasses  with  a 
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Land  Bill  is  a  veiy  unhappy  experience 
indeed.  If  we  are  to  set  up  a  public 
system  of  emigration — I  am  not  at  this 
moment  talking  of  emigT&^i^  people 
at  the  public  expense — if  we  are  to  set 
up  a  public  machinery  of  emigration,  I 
think  it  is  unwise  to  do  it  at  a  time  when 
there  is  something  very  like  an  agrarian 
agitation  going  on  in  the  distriota  to 
which  you  womd  apply  this  machinery. 
So  far  from  my  right  hon.  Friend  and 
myself  oommending  emigration  under 
these  circumstances  to  the  Highland 
population,  I  think,  from  experience, 
that  there  is  nothing  which  would  tend 
BO  much  to  make  emigration  unpopular. 
That,  at  least,  is  my  experience  in  deal- 
ing with  circumstances  which  strongly 
resemble  those  of  the  Western  High- 
lands. Hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  asked 
for  public  money  to  carry  on  emigration 
must  remember  that  when  they  quote 
Irish  precedent,  they  are  quoting  what 
is  no  precedent  at  all.  Whence  did  the 
Irish  emigration  money  come.  It  came 
out  of  a  special  Irish  fund  if  ever  tibtere 
was  one — the  Irish  Ohurch  Surplus,  or 
what  was  called,  at  any  rate,  the  Irish. 
Ohurch  Surplus.  We  have  no  Scotti^ 
Ghuroh  Surplus.  If  the  ri^ht  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  willing  to  draw 
upon  the  unexhausted  teinds,  well  and 
good.  I  think  that  might  be  done  by 
a  Gentleman  who  had  the  interests  of 
the  Ohurch  at  heart.  To  ask  us  to  begin 
the  very  serious  step  of  applying  the 
public  money  for  the  purpose  of  emigra- 
tion in  the  Highlands,  is  to  ask  us  some- 
thing, in  the  present  state  of  the  public 
finances,  which  cannot  possibly  be  con- 
ceded. The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  spoke  very  seriously  of  the 
fact  of  the  rents  not  being  paid  in  8kyo 
and  the  neighbouring  Islands.  I  do 
not  know  whether  he  proposed  that  a 
remedy  should  be  a|pplied  befwe  we 
proceeded  with  this  Bill. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MAODOKALD :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  quite  misun- 
derstood me.  What  I  said  was  that  in 
several  cases  where  landlorde  had  given 
extensions  of  grazing  land  and  crofts  to 
their  tenants  rents  had  not  been  paid. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  I  understood 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  in 
that  part  of  his  speech  to  have  given  a 
more  general  application.  However,  I 
am  willing  to  meet  him  there.  Unfor- 
tunately, this  state  of  things  in  some 
districts,  under  the  genexttl  law»  or  wast 
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of  law  which  ezbto,  hu  not  improved 
during  the  three  or  four  weeks  we  have 
been  in  Office ;  and  this  Bill  is  to  eaable 
the  GoTernment,  on  the  one  hand,  to 
approach  this  question  of  non-payment 
of  rents  in  the  Highlands  with  a  olear 
oonseieiiee  and  with  a  feeling  that  it  has 
Parliament  behind  it,  and  that  it  has 
done  ererythiog  possible  in  its  power  to 
remedy  the  legitimate  grievances  of  the 
Highlandera ;  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
to  make  all  honest  nien  among  the 
ttrofters  feel  that  tiiey  will  be  ungrateful 
towards  the  country  in  resisting  the  pay- 
ment of  their  civil  obligations.  That  is 
one  of  the  main  reasons  why  we  wish 
to  pass  this  Bill.  The  right  htm.  and 
learned  Qentleman,  in  a  very  eloquent 
peroration,  said  he  trusted  the  people  of 
the  Highlands  would  cultivate  a  spirit 
of  manly  pluck  and  energy,  and  face 
the  world  like  other  people.  Now,  I 
venture  to  say  that  the  worst  way 
of  cultivating  a  spirit  of  plook  and 
energy  is  to  eall  for  public  money  on 
every  occasion.  We  want  tbe  Highland 
crofters  to  face  tbe  world  like  other 
|M0pl6 ;  but  how  is  it  that  other  people 
in  the  country  face  the  world  ?  It  is 
by  working  with  their  own  capital  and 
irith  their  own  right  arms,  and  by  not 
in  any  way  depending  on  public  money, 
ucept  thwb  which  they  and  their  neigh* 
hours  paid  oat  of  the  rates,  and  that  is 
the  principle  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment wish  to  hold  to  under  this 
Bill  as  applied  to  the  Highlands  of 
Sootland.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bute 
(Mr.  J.  Bobertson)  says,  that  I  desire 
to  remove  all  the  grievances  of  the 
Highlands.  I  do  not  propose  any  such 
tiling,  I  propose  to  remedy  those  griev- 
ances which  are  removable  by  l^sla- 
tion.  Those  grievances  are,  before  any- 
thing, want  of  fixity  of  tenure  of  land ; 
and,  next,  the  uncertainty  of  the  rent 
of  farms — and  the  hon.  Gentleman  must 
vemembei!  that  the  farms  we  are  deal- 
ing with  are  exactly  of  the  same  oha- 
xaoter  as  the  Irish  farms  about  which 
we  have  already  legislated — farms  where 
the  landlord  does  nothing,  and  tbe  tenant 
does  everj^thing.  The  third  grievance  is 
tiiat  the  tenant,  upon  leaving  his  hold- 
ing, is  not  able  to  get  compensation 
for  his  improvements  ;  and  the  fourth, 
the  want  of  more  land.  Well,  Sir,  on 
one  point  this  debate,  which  has  been  in 
aome  respeois  of  great  length,  has  thrown 
a  great  de^  of-  li^^t.    It  has  shown 


olearly  to  me  that  no  one  suggests  any- 
thing that  resembles  the  proposal  to  give 
more  land  to  the  crofter.  There  is  no 
one  who  will  propose  to  do  so  by  means 
of  the  rates;  I  think  the  argument  used 
about  the  poverty  of  these  overburdened 
districts  has  really  convinced  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  this  is  impossible.  But  some- 
thing has  been  said  about  leading  money 
to  the  crofters  out  of  the  Bx^equer. 
Now,  Sir,  a  population  exactly  re- 
sembling that  of  the  orof  tera  had  exactly 
the  same  offers  put  before  it,  and  those 
offers  were  three  or  four  times  increased ; 
and  what  was  the  result  ?  It  would 
appear  a  handsome  proposal — that  they 
should  pay  an  annuity  of  £5  per  annum 
for  every  £  1 00  advanced  for  a  period  of 
•^5  years  for  two-thirds  the  price  of  their 
holdings.  That  was  offered  to  the  ten- 
ants of  Ireland,  a  class  of  men  re- 
sembling the  crofters  in  every  respect ; 
yet  during  the  last  16  years  only  870 
tenants  out  of  500,000  accepted  those 
terms.  Then  higher  terms  were  offered 
— namely,  three-fourths  of  the  price,  and 
some  430  more  tenants  accepted  that 
offer;  that  is  to  say,  that  out  of  £00,000 
something  like  1,000  tenants  hare  ac- 
cepted these  large  offers  in  the  course  of 
1 5  years.  Since  tiiea  I  have  brought  in  a 
Bill  proposing  to  lend  the  wh(Me  pur- 
chase-money, which  would  be  repayable 
in  the  comparatively  short  time  of  35 
years,  and  that  Bill  was  considered  so 
utterly  inadequate  to  meet  the  wants  of 
the  small  farmers  that  it  was  actually 
scouted  from  all  sides,  both  by  landlords 
and  tenants,  and  although  favourably 
received  it  never  got  beyond  the  second 
reading.  Finally,  last  year,  tbe  late 
Government  brought  in  a  Bill  in  which 
was  a  provision  that  the  whole  of  the 
purchase-money,  on  certain  oonditions, 
might  be  advanced  at  3^  per  cent  inte- 
rest, the  annuity  extending  to  45  yews; 
and  although  I  have  not  figures  show- 
ing the  result  of  the  Act,  I  believe  that 
very  little  has  been  taken  up  under  it. 
The  deduction  I  make  from  this  is  that 
these  small  tenants  do  not  want  to  bor- 
row money  iu  order  to  buy  their  hold- 
ings— that  it  is  an  operation  too  large 
for  them ;  and  I  can  conceive  that  in 
many  cases  the  operation  is  one  which 
would  be  too  hazardous  for  the  State.  I 
may  describe  two  of  the  most  flourishing 
cases  iu  tbe  Highlands— one  crofter, 
with  a  rent  of  £  1 8,  manages  to  keep  six 
cows  and  their  calves,  aod  to  grow  pota- 
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toes  and  oats ;  and  another,  with  a  rent 
of  £12  78.  2d.,  thrives,  and  is  very 
happy  and  successful,  with  four  cows, 
ana  a  horse  and  sheep  besides.  These 
are  exactly  the  sort  of  crofts  which  the 
Highlanders  had  in  the  old  days ;  they 
are  the  sort  of  orofts  we  wish  them  to 
hare,  by  the  only  means  by  which  it  is 
poaeible  to  give  them.  We  think  in  this 
respect  our  proposal  is  in  harmony  with 
the  very  key  note  of  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Oommissioners ;  and  while 
admitting  that  there  may  be  defects  in 
the  Bill,  and  that  there  are  many  hon. 
GeoUemen  who  will  be  able  to  help  us 
in  removing  those  defects  in  Oommittee, 
we  sineerely  commend  it  not  only  to  the 
farour,  bat  to  the  speedy  sanction,  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.) :  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  has  criticized  the  con- 
duct of  my  two  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friends  (Mr.  J.  H.  A,  Macdonald  and  Mr. 
Hobertson)  for  not  having,  in  the  course 
of  their  able  speeches,  given  him  any 
assistance — any  constructive  asaietaoce 
— in  dealing  with  this  very  difficult  mat- 
ter. But  I  must  remind  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  it  is  not  our  businesi  at 
this  time,  on  the  second  reading  of  his 
Bill,  to  frame  oonstructive  proposals. 
Had  we  remained  in  OfficOi  no  doubt  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  FHend  the  late 
Lord  Advocate  would  have  laid  before 
the  House  our  method  of  dealing  with  j 
this  very  difficult  question;  and  when  we 
get  into  Committee,  I  have  no  donbt 
tnat  he  will  give  his  best  assistance  to 
convert  this  strange  measure  into  a  prac- 
tical and  useful  Bill.  Sir,  it  appears  to 
me  that  every  Liberal  Ministry  is  sig- 
nalized by  some  new  and  extraordinary 
experiment  in  land  legislation.  I  do 
not  know  that  the  experiments  that 
have  before  heou  made  by  Liberal 
Governments  havo  met  with  such  a 
measure  of  success  as  to  induce  the 
Liberal  Party  to  try  their  hand  at  it 
again ;  but,  undaunted  by  the  total 
failure  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870,  by  the 
almost  total  failure  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1881,  Her  Majesty's  Advisers  have  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Bill 
which,  as  a  legislative  expertmsnt,  ex- 
ceeds  even  ita  two  |nredeoeMor8  in  the 
novelty  and  escentrioity  of  ita  {ooposals.  i 
Now,  Sir,  I  obaerve  tbit  tho  right  hon.  { 
Omtleman  has  atndied  the  hmtory  of  j 
this  question  since  he  last  addressed : 
the  House  upou  the  tubjeet ;  for  when  j 
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he  introduced  this  measure  to  the  House, 
he  held  the  erroneous  and  utterly  un- 
founded theory  that  the  crofter  in  the 
Highlands  had  some  kind  of  pre- 
scriptive and  hereditary  right  to  fixity 
of  tenure.  I  understand  him  to  hare 
abandoned  that  theory.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  —  whose  beet  work 
has  been  historical  work — has  doubtless 
given  his  mind  to  this  subject,  and  has 
come  to  the  same  condueion  that  every 
impartial  investigator  of  the  subject  must 
come  to— the  conclusion  of  the  Hi(|^ 
land  Commission,  the  condaeion  arrived 
at  by  every  man  who  has  atudied  this 
question,  witiiout  having  made  i^  his 
mind  beforehand — that  me  ccmdition  of 
the  crofter  in  the  Highlands  before  the 
beginning  of  this  century  was  one  not 
only  of  greater  misery  but  also  of 
greater  dependence  than  it  has  ever  been 
since.  That  is  the  oondosion  I  have 
come  to,  and  I  understand  that  I  am  now 
supported  in  it  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself.  I  am  aware  that  it  is  a 
most  fashionable  doctrine  to  support  in 
this  House — to  say  that  the  Highlands 
of  Scotland  have  not  benefited  by  the 
clearances  that  were  the  consequence  of 
the  introdttotiou  of  sheep  fanniog  in 
those  districts.  I  am  far  from  denying 
that  in  some  cases  those  clearances  wwe 
conducted  rashly  and  harshly.  I  am  far 
from  denying  that  in  certain  cases — per- 
haps many  oases — ^they  have  not  fulfilled 
all  the  expeotati(ms  of  thoae  by  whom 
they  were  conducted.  But  I  assert  that 
the  landlords  who  carried  out  those  dear* 
ances  were  influenced  as  much  or  more 
by  the  desire  to  benefit  their  tenants  as  by 
the  desire  of  personal  gain.  [^LattghUr.'] 
Hon.  Gentleman  smile  at  that ;  but  let 
me  inform  them,  and  let  them  take  the 
information  to  heart,  that  in  the  greatest 
dearances — the  Duke  of  Sutherland's 
clearances — which  hare  probably  pro- 
daoed  more  comment  than  any  others, 
the  owner  of  the  land  was  obliged  to 
support  his  tenantry  year  after  year  by 
the  importation  of  meal — that  the  ten* 
antry  had  to  be  protected  from  chronic 
want  and  intermittent  atamtion,  and 
that  after  the  clearances  were  made  on 
that  estate,  for  upwarda  M  20  years 
more  than  the  whole  of  the  rente  were 
expanded  upon  improrements  undertaken 
for  the  benefit  of  the  people  oonceaned. 
["No,  no!»]  That  i»  no;  and  I  go 
further,  and  I  say  that  if,  in  all  oases, 
these  dearanoee  have  not  met  with  the. 
success  antadpatod,  that  ia  fiot  tJie  fault 
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of  those  who  oarried  them  out.  Let  it 
be  remembered  that  these  people  were 
living  in  the  middle  of  Sutherlandshire, 
in  a  conditioit  in  which  under  no  oir- 
cnmstanceB  could  they  become  pros- 
perous, or  in  which  they  conid  ever  rise 
above  that  melancholy  condition  which 
I  have  dnsoribed  as  one  of  want  varied 
by  starvation.  They  were  removed 
to  the  coast,  There  it  was  expected 
they  would  engage  in  fishing,  and  where 
there  was  at  that  time  the  great  kelp 
industry,  which,  while  it  lasted,  afforded 
them  an  ample  livelihood.  I  do  not 
say  this  in  order  to  revive  old  contro- 
versies ;  but  let  it  be  remembered  for  the 
sake  of  those  who,  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Highlands,  oarried  out  these  clearances, 
and  who  are  now  the  objects  of  bittw  and 
severe  criticism.  They  acted  according  to 
the  best  lights  of  their  time;  they  acted  in 
obedience  to  all  the  best  political  theories 
of  their  generation ;  and  we,  who  are 
eertfunly  not  acting  according  to  the  best 
oi  oar  lights,  can  we  be  sure  that  when 
the  next  age  looks  back  on  oar  handi- 
work—upon  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite— they  may  not  pass 
an  equally  severe  and  much  more  jus- 
tifiable criticism  upon  the  new  system 
of  land  tenure  introduced  by  Liberal  Go- 
vernments during  the  last  quarter  of  the 
19th  century  into  the  Highlands  of  Soot- 
land  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
I  understand  has  abandoned  his  his- 
torical ailment,  now  bases  his  legisla- 
tion upon  the  sporting  argument.  He 
says,  as  I  understand  his  speech — and  he 
can  correct  me  if  I  am  wrong — that  the 
sporting  rents  have  increased  so  extra- 
vagantly in  the  last  30  years,  and  that  a 
country  so  much  given  up  to  sport  is  so 
raceptionally  situated,  that  it  is  not  un- 
fair to  introduce  into  ti»t  country  excep- 
tional le«Blatioii. 

Xhb  ^OBETABT  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Tkbtbltah)  (Hawick,  fte.):  That 
is  not  exactly  what  I  said.  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  the  story  is  rather  a  long  one. 
In  that  part  of  my  speech  which  related 
to  deer  forests,  I  stated  to  the  House,  at 
length,  that  where  sheep  farms  formerly 
existed  deer  forests  were  now  to  be 
found.  I  quite  allow  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  correct  as  far  as  he  goes. 

Mb.  a. .J.  BALFOUR:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  admits  that  the  clear- 
ances were  first  made  not  in  the  interest 
of  sporting,  hut  in  the  interest  of  sheep 
fmuing ;  but  be  appears  to  me  to  think 
that  great  damage  was  done  to  the 


Highlands  by  the  introduction  of  deer. 
He  says  that  the  rents  have  greatly  in- 
creased during  the  last  30  years.  I  am 
not  prepared  to  deny  it ;  but  has  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  slightest  idea 
of  the  exjwnditnre  made  in  the  High- 
lands on  account  of  deer  forests  during 
the  last  30  years  f  I  believe  that  the 
House  will  be  as  starred  as  I  was  my- 
self when  I  realized  the  extraordinary 
sum  to  which  that  expenditure  amounts. 
I  have  not  been  able  to  get  a  Betnm  as 
yet  for  the  whole  of  the  forests  of  Scot- 
land, but  I  have  for  a  part  of  them ; 
and  I  believe  the  House  will  be  asto- 
nished to  hear  that  the  expenditure 
during  the  last  30  years  on  acconnt  of 
47  deer  forests  has  amounted  to  very 
nearly  £2,000,000. 

Thb  OHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  WnxuM  Habcourt):  Do 
you  mean  the  purchase}* 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Not  for  pur- 
chase,  but  expenditure  on  roads,  houses, 
&o. ;  and  the  whole  of  that  money  has 
gone,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  the  bene- 
fit of  the  Highland  population.  Not 
only  do  deer  forests  employ  a  larger 
number  oi  perstms  than  aie&p  farms 
—■["No,  no!"]  Hon.  Gentlemen  say 
"No!"  I  do  not  wish  to  detain  the 
House  at  great  length  at  this  hour ;  but 
as  my  statement  is  contradicted,  I  must 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of  the 
conclusion  come  to  by  a  Committee  and 
by  a  Commission  of  this  House. 

Me.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire): 
It  was  a  Committee  of  owners  and  land- 
lords of  deer  forests.  I  gave  evidence 
on  the  subject  of  dees  forests  before  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  Was  not  the 
hon.  Member  a  Member  of  that  Com- 
mission ? 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY:  No;  I  was 
a  witness  before  it. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  There  is  no 
ground  for  believing  that  the  Committee 
was  in  any  way  a  pariial  one.  They 
reported  that  the  evidence  submitted 
to  them  did  not  bear  out  the  allega- 
tion that  deer  forests  tended  to  the 
depopulation  of  the  country;  and  the 
Crofter  Commissioners,  as  I  may  re- 
mind the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
as  he  is  perKctly  aware,  reported  that 
in  the  course  of  their  investigations 
they  had  cone  across  bnt  one  case  of 
eviction  for  the  purpose  of  making  a 
deer  forest.  Well,  Sir,  I  reveH  to  tiie 
aigumoitintemiptedby  iheJion.  Qear> 
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tleman  opposite.  I  saj,  not  only  is  it 
true  that  deer  forests  employ  a  larger ! 
number  of  persons,  better  housed  and  | 
better  fed,  than  sheep  farms  do,  but  that ! 
they  bring  to  the  country  a  sum  of 
money  the  magnitude  of  which  can  be 
conjectured  from  the  figures  wKioh  I ' 
have  had  the  honour  to  lay  before  the  | 
House.  Now,  the  two  proposals  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  in  view , 
are— in  the  first  place,  fixity  of  tenure ; ' 
and,  in  the  aecond  place,  expansion  of , 
holdings.  It  may  be  asked,  what  is  to  , 
be  gained  by  granting  fixity  of  tenure  ?  i 
In  regard  to  a  oountry  rack-rented  and  j 
where  evictions  were  common,  I  conld 
understand  the  Government  coming  for- 
ward and  saying,  for  the  purpose  of 
remedying  this—"  Let  us  bring  in  a  Bill, 
and  if  it  does  interfere  with  the  rights 
of  property,  it  is  rendered  necessary  by 
the  abuse  of  those  rights  by  the  pro- 
prietors." Hut,  Sir,  no  such  allegation 
has  been  made  with  reference  to  the 
Highlands  of  Scotland.  The  Commis- 
sion distinctly  reported  that  rents  were 
not  too  high,  that  arbitrary  evictions 
were  not  common,  and  that  the  relations 
which  obtained  between  the  landlords 
and  tenants  were  not  regulated  merely 
by  justice,  but  also  by  generosity.  If 
that  is  80— and  it  is  the  verdiot  at  the 
Oommission — what  benefit  will  you  coa- 
ler on  tbese  people  by  giving  fixity  of 
tenure  and  fair  rents  ?  But  what  will 
you  give  them  by  the  second  extraor- 
dinary proposal,  aoeording  to  which  not 
only  is  the  State  to  fix  the  rent  for  the 
landlords,  but  also  to  decide  what  land 
they  shall  allow  to  particular  tenants, 
and  on  what  terms  ?  A  more  extraor- 
dinary proposal  has  never  been  made  to 
this  House  with  regard  to  land.  In  the 
first  place,  when  I  consider  what  benefits 
are  to  be  given  to  the  tenants,  I  am  met 
with  this— that  pasture  is  to  be  given  as 
common  pasture.  I  believe  that  the 
system  of  common  pasture  is  not  only 
antiquated,  belonging  to  a  bygone 
6<^eme  of  agriculture,  but  that  it  is  one 
which,  under  no  oiroumatances,  can  tend 
to  the  development  of  the  comfort  of  the 
people.  Let  anyone  look  at  the  note  to 
the  Report  of  the  Oommianoa  made  by 
Sir  Kenneth  Mackenzie,  once  a  Member 
of  ttiis  House,  a  good  landlord,  and  a 
good  Liberal.  If  they  do  so,  they  will  see 
that  Sir  Kenneth  Mackenzie  points  out 
that  wherever  the  faults  of  the  Highland 
syfltem  are  found  at  their  worst,  there 
you  will  find  the  system  of  oommoB  oul- 
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tivation— an  antiquated  i^tem,  and  one 
which  has  been  abandoned  in  every 
European  oountry  except  Kuasia.  This 
system  you  want  to  re-iotroduoe  into 
the  Highlands  of  Scotland,  and  to 
stereotype  for  all  time.  Now,  Sir,  the 
real  question  is  not  as  to  how  the 
crofter  is  to  be  protected  from  eviction, 
from  which  he  does  not  sufi'er,  nor  is  it 
as  to  how  his  rent,  which  vip  to  the  pre- 
sent time  has  been  moderate,  is  to  be 
regulated.  What  we  have  to  try  to  find 
out  is,  how  the  material  well-being  of 
the  poorer  crofter  can  be  increased.  It 
cannot  by  any  possibility  be  Inoreaoed  by 
the  abstract  manipulation  of  the  Land 
Lawa  so  much  in  favour  with  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  It  wiU 
be  admitted  that  by  spade  cultivation  no 
crofter  in  the  Western  Highlands  can 
lire.  They  have  to  contend  with  an 
inclement  sky  and  a  thankless  soil,  and 
no  arrangement  of  rent  or  tenure  will 
make  it  profitable  for  a  man  to  live 
there  in  comfort,  perhaps  not  to  live  at 
all,  on  the  produce  of  spade  labour. 
The  only  form  of  cultivation  which  can 
by  any  possibilty  succeed  there  is  the 
pastoral,  and  you  cannot  succeed  in 
that  without  capital.  Is  it  pretended 
that  the  poor  crofter,  a  deecription 
of  whose  miseries  has  so  moved  us 
to-night,  can  supply  the  capital  ?  Why, 
Sir,  they  have  not  capital  for  U;ieir 
present  holdings,  how  much  lets  for 
those  it  is  proposed  to  confer  on  them . 
If,  then,  spade  labour  is  rendered  im- 
possible by  the  climate  in  these  districts, 
pastoral  cultivation  is  rendered  impos- 
sible by  the  absence  of  capital.  Well, 
Sir,  the  only  other  industries  in  the 
Highlands  are  fishing  and  day  labour. 
On  the  subject  of  fishing  I  say  nothiug, 
because  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  just  startled  us  by  the  announce- 
ment that  they  mean  to  introduce  into 
this  Bill  a  clause  which  we  have  not  yet 
seen,  and  one  which,  I  understand,  pro- 
vides the  power  of  borrowing  publio 
money  for  fishing  purposes.  I  leave 
that  question  alone ;  but  how  about 
wages,  which  are  the  last  remaining  re- 
source of  the  people?  Why,  Sir,  the 
whole  tenour  of  your  legislation,  the  end 
for  whidi  all  your  proceedings  are  con- 
trived, is  to  drive  out  from  the  Highlands 
the  class  who  spend  most  in  wages.  I 
have  told  you  what  the  owners  of  deer 
forests  have  spent  on  them.  Deer  forests 
represent  only  a  small  part  of  that  vast 
sum  9f  money  which  -is4''^''8h,t  into 
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the  Highlands  by  men  who  have 
drawn  their  wealth— not  from  the  op- 
pressed crofters,  but  irom  Southern 
sonnies — a  small  part  of  that  wealth 
which  has  for  the  last  20  years  poured 
into  the  Highlands.  It  is  not  one  or 
two  landlords,  it  is  many  landlords  in 
the  Highlands  who,  year  after  year,  have 
spent  on  the  improvement  of  their  High- 
land property  more  than  the  whole  of 
the  gross  rental  of  their  property.  There 
hare  been  such  fools  in  the  past ;  but 
do  you  think  that  when  you  have  passed 
legislation  of  this  kind,  or  even  after 
you  have  threatened  legislation  of  the 
kind,  you  will  find  many  such  fools  in 
future?  I  tell  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  I  tell  the  House,  that  the  legis- 
lation which  they  hare  initiated  and 
which  may  pass  into  law  this  Seraion, 
will,  whatever  else  it  may  do,  un- 
doubtedly dry  up  every  source  of  pros- 
perity derived  from  the  securi^  of 
capitfd.  From  this  time  forward  money 
which  has  been  poured  out  like  water 
on  these  barren  wastes,  will  be  poured 
out  no  more,  and  the  very  spring  from 
which  it  came  will  be  dried  up.  I  hope 
the  House  will  exoaae  me  for  going  on 
a  few  moments  longer;  but  I  feel  that 
there  is  one  question  which  maybe  asked, 
and  which  on  the  fbceof  it  is  so  plausible 
that  it  demands  an  answer.  If  the  prin- 
ciples contained  in  this  Bill  are  so  dan- 
gerous, if  the  Bill  itself  is  not  founded 
on  any  accurate  knowledge  of  the  pre- 
vious history  of  the  Highlands,  if  it 
is  still  less  founded  on  any  accurate 
information  as  to  the  present  neces- 
sities of  the  Highlands,  if  it  does  so 
much  that  onght  not  to  be  done,  and 
leaves  undone  so  muoh  that  it  ought  to 
do,  it  may  be  asked  how  it  is  that  I  or 
some  of  my  hon.  Friends  have  not  felt  it 
to  be  onr  duty  to  put  down  Amend- 
ments to  the  Motion  for  the  second 
reading  P  Sir,  I  feel  that  question  is  bo 
natural  that  it  demands  an  answer.  My 
answer  is  this.  During  the  last  five 
years — because,  before  the  year  1880, 
nothing  was  known  of  this  agitation — 
High^nd  society  has  been  dissolving 
itself  into  its  constituent  elements.  Five 
years  ago,  it  wonld  have  been  trne  to 
say  that  there  did  not  exist  within  the 
British  Isles  a  more  loyal  or  a  more  law- 
abiding  population  than  that  of  Scot- 
land. I  doubt  whether  in  any  part  of 
Ireland  at  this  moment  you  wilt  meet 
wi(&  teore  Uwltssaees,  although  you 
may  meet  idth  mon  violeaoe,  tiian  that 


which  now  prevails  on  some  parts  of  the 
Western  OoMt  of  Scotland.  Society,  as 
I  said,  is  crumbling  away.  Under  the 
reign  of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman,  for- 
merly Home  Sewetary,  who  now  so  care- 
fully watches  over  the  purse-strings  of 
the  country,  and  is  so  anxious  that  not  a 
single  6d.  shall  go  to  benefit  the  popu- 
lation to  which  he  has  been  the  means 
of  doing  the  most  injury — under  his 
reign  things  have  oome  to  such  a  pass 
that  nothing  but  the  most  courageous 
exercise  of  the  Executive  forces  of  the 
country  can  possibly  restore  even  the 
elements  of  social  order  without  which 
permanent  prosperity  cannot  be  re- 
introduced into  these  districts.  I  reoog- 
ni^ie  with  very  little  satisfaction,  but  I 
do  recognize,  that  after  the  Besolution 
passed  by  this  House,  and  after  the 
pledges  given,  not  by  one  Government 
atone,  but  by  successive  Gh>vemments, 
some  legislation  is  imperatively  required 
before  this  or  any  other  Administration 
will  feel  that  they  have  behind  them  that 
moral  force  without  which  it  is  difiScult 
for  those  who  control  the  Exeoutivs 
power  of  the  country  to  use  it  with  full 
effect,  and  therefore,  Sir,  I  cannot  take 
upon  myself  the  heavy  responsibilii^  of 
saying  that  there  should  be  no  legisla- 
tion on  this  subject.  In  refraining  from 
moving  an  Amendment  to  the  Motion 
for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  I 
desire  it  to  be  understood  that  I  only  in- 
tend to  g^ve  my  assent  to  the  proposition 
that  some  Bill  dealing  with  the  subject 
is  necessary  in  view  of  the  present  con- 
dition of  the  people  in  the  Highlands. 
I  give  that  assent  with  grave  mi^ivings, 
and  I  shall  do  my  best  in  Committee 
to  remove  from  the  Bill  as  much  as 
may  be  of  that  evil  which  I  see  in  it, 
but  which  I  fear  to  bo  ingrained  in 
the  very  fabric  and  substance  of  the 
measure  which  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  this  evening  introduced  to  the 
notice  of  the  House. 

Me.  KAMSAY  (Falkirk,  &e.) :  Sir,  I 
rise  for  the  purpose  of  asking  the  leave 
of  the  House  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment which  stands  in  my  name,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  to  thank  the  House  for 
the  patience  with  which  they  have  lis- 
tened to  t^e  disoosion  upon  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  a^rted  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  emmtt^d 
fat  I&niaifwxit.  ^  i 
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MOTIONS. 

 0— 

BULWAT  AND  CANAL  TEAFFIC  BILL. 
MOTION  FOB  LBAVE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  leave  be  pven  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for 
the  better  regulation  of  Bailway  and  Canal 
Traffic ;  and  for  oUier  purpose*."— (Jfr.  Smrp 
B.  FowUr.) 

Debate  arising. 

Debate  adjwmei  till  T%uniay. 

AFPOINTUENT  OF  MAGISTRATES. 
AddTBBs  for — 

"  Ketam  of  the  Names  of  all  the  County  and 
Borough  Magistrates  in  Irdand  appointed 
doling  the  tenuie  of  office  of  the  lata  Govern- 
ment, with  Uio  Name  of  Uie  County  or  Borough 
to  which  each  Magistrate  has  been  appointed." 
— {Mr.  Jamea  O'Brien.) 

SOZJOrrOBS'  AimiTAI.  OEBTmOATE  DUTY 
BILL. 

On  MoHon  of  Mr.  O'Hea,  Bill  to  repeal  the 
Solicitors'  Annual  Certificate  Duty,  ordn-ed  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  O'Hea,  Mr.  Deasy,  Mr. 
Dwyer  Gray,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Omnor,  and  Mr. 
Sexton. 

Bill  jVMtn^Mf,  and  read  theflrBttime.CBiU133.] 

HTDE  FABK  OOBNEB  (HEW  STKEETS)  BILL. 

Select  Committee  to  consist  of  Five  Members, 
Three  to  be  nominated  by  tho  House,  and  Two 
by  the  Committee  of  Beleiotion. 

Ordered,  That  all  Petitions  against  the  Bill 
presented  not  later  than  three  dear  days  before 
the  sitting  of  tbe  Committee  be  reftoxed  to  the 
Oommittee ;  and  that  such  of  the  Petitioners  as 
pray  to  be  heard  by  themselves,  their  Counsel, 
Agents,  or  Witnesses,  bo  heard  upon  their 
Petitions,  if  they  think  fit,  and  Counsel  heard 
in  favour  of  the  Bill  against  such  Petitions. 

Ordered,  That  that  the  Committee  have  power 
to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum  of  the 
Committee. — {Mr.  Leweon  Oower.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF  LOBDS, 
Tuuda^,  m  Manh^  1886. 


MINUTES.!— Public  Bills— J'tr*^  Reading— 
Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland)  (28). 

Second  Reading  —  ArMtiation  (17);  Justices' 
Jurisdiction  (18);^  Law  of  Evidonoe  Amend- 
ment (19). 

Third  Reading —  DmiX  Grounda*  (24),  and 
fMted, 


BUBGH  police  AND  HEALTH  (SOOT- 
LAND)  BILL. 
{The  £arl  of  Blgin.) 

■BILL  FBSaENTBD.    FIBBT  BEADIETa. 

The  Eabl  of  ELGIN'  said,  that  the 
GtoTemmeDt  proposed  to  reiniaroduoe 
this  Bill,  and  in  substantially  the  same 
form  in  which  it  left  their  Lordships' 
House  last  year.  Their  Lordships  might 
remember  that  this  Bill  was  one  of  great 
detail,  and  had  been  referred  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House,  who  had  intro- 
duced many  AmeDdments,  and  the  Qo- 
vernment  thought  it  would  be  convenient 
to  re-introduce  it  in  the  form  to  which  it 
was  brought  by  the  Committee.  The 
GoTemment  would  puton  the  Paper  any 
Amendments  before  the  Committee 
st^e  that  they  might  think  necessary, 
and  he  would  ask  ue  House  to  giye  the 
Bill  a  second  reading  some  day  next 
week. 

Bill  for  regulating  thex>olice  andsani' 
tary  administration  of  towns  and  popu 
lous  places;  and  for  facilitating  the 
union  of  police  and  municipal  adminis- 
tration in  buivhs  in  Scotland — Freeented 
(The  Earl  of  Elgih)  ;  read  1".  (No. 
38.) 

ARBITRATION  BILL.— (No.  17.) 
{The  Lord BramweH.) 

SECOND  BEASina. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  tiie  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

LoBO  BBAUWELL,  in  moving  HuA 
the  Bill  be  read  a  seooad  time,  said,  that 
it  was  in  substance  the  same  Bill  which 
had  been  read  a  second  time  by  thor 
Lordships  last  Session.  It  was  the  ob- 
ject of  the  measure,  not  to  alter  the  Law 
of  Arbitration,  but  to  consolidate  it  in  the 
same  manner  as  the  law  with  regard  to 
hills  of  exchange  had  been  consolidated. 
For  his  own  part  he  did  not  look  upon 
consolidation  as  being  of  much  use  to 
the  public,  although  to  lawyers  there 
could  be  no  doubt  of  its  utility.  The 
public  were  usually  acquainted  in  a 
^;eneral  way  with  the  law  upon  any  sub- 
ject, and  if  auy  unusual  case  arose  the 
more  prudent  would  consult  a  solicitor 
rather  than  look  to  Consolidation  Acts. 
At  the  same  time,  if  a  oouaolidated 
law  were  well  expressed  and  correct,  it 
certainly  was  for  the  good  of  all.  Con- 
siderable trouble  had  been  taken  in  pre- 
paring this  Bill — which  had  its  origin  in 
the  Ohamben  of  Commerce — by  Ur. 
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Ifoodondl,  a  gentleman  well  known  at 
the  Bar  as  ute  author  of  a  book  on 
Awards.  The  Bill  had  been  also  re- 
Tised  bj  the  gentlemaa  who  drew  up  the 
rules  of  the  High  Court ;  aeaistance  had 
been  sought  from  Mr.  Bussell,  the 
author  of  the  well-knowa  work  on 
Awards;  and  he  might  eaj  that  he 
should  not  have  presented  the  Bill  to 
their  LordshipSr  unless  he  had  taken 
every  oare  to  make  it  worthy  of  their 
aoiwptanoe.  He  hoped  that  the  second 
reaotng  of  the  Bill  would  be  taken 
then;  the  Committee  stage  he  did  not 
propose  to  take  till  after  Easter,  by 
which  time  the  Bill  would  have  been 
printed  and  circulated. 

Moved,  *'ThattheBillbenowread2*." 
—{Tht  Lord  Bramtcell.) 

LoBD  DENMAN  said,  that,  having  for 
1 1  yean  drawn  up  every  Keference 
Order  in  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  at 
Nisi  Prius.  he  was  glad  to  say  that  no 
complaint  was  ever  made  of  a  delay  or 
failureof  justice  by  his  mistake;  and  he 
attributed  that  to  his  always  having  had 
the  counsel  and  their  briefs  together,  so 
as  to  settle  the  terms  of  agreement  whilst 
freeh  in  their  minds,  and  so  as  to  add 
anything  which  might  seem  to  be  over- 
looked. He  was  glad  to  see  in  Clause 
38  that  even  a  mistake  could  be  cor- 
rected. He  found  in  danse  61  that 
thero  wae  a  power  given  to  the  arbitrator 
to  admit  certain  evidence,  without  oath 
or  affirmation ;  but  no  power  to  punish 
anyone  giving  such  evidence  under  any 
circumstances.  He  found  in  CQause  80 
that  an  arbitrator  could  not  sue  fees, 
thoughhe  had  alienfor  them,  and  he  could 
attach  for  non-payment ;  but  those  not 
liable  to  attachnkent  ought  to  be  subject 
to  be  sued.  In  Schedule  1  a  power  was 
given  to  prosecd  d«  die  in  dien ;  but  it 
ought  to  be  provided  that  an  arbitrator 
should  proceed  at  once,  and,  if  unable  to 
do  so,  give  up,  by  consent  of  parties,  to 
some  other  arbitrator.  It  ought  also  to 
be  provided  that  any  person  refusing  to 
consent  to  arbitration  should  bear  any 
extra  expense  thereby  inourred.  The 
arlnMitor.  having  to  state  a  case  for  the 
Court,  would  generally  be  of  the  Legal 
Profession. 

Thi  LOBD  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Hbbschxll)  said,  he  should  not  oppose 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  though 
he  had  not  been  able  to  give  it  such 
doBO  attention  as  he  could  have  wished. 
Of  course,  in.  a  awttw  of  this  kind  every- 


thing depended  upon  the  aoonrsCT  with 
which  the  law  was  stated,  and  the  Law  of 
Arbitration  must  be  admitted  to  be  one 
of  considerable  difficulty.  In  the  in- 
terval which  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  suggested  before  the  Com- 
mittee stage,  all  persons  who  took  an 
interest  in  the  subject  could  examine 
the  measure  and  offer  criticisms  upon  it. 
It  might  turn  out,  if  there  were  many  of 
such  criticisms,  that  it  would  be  better 
to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee 
to  deal  with  those  criticisms  and  embody 
them,  BO  far  as  thepr  were  just,  in  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  did  not 
wish  to  speak  decisively  at  the  present 
time. 

Motion  agrsed  to ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly. 

JUSTICES'  JURISDICTION  BILL. 
(The  Lord  Sramtoelt.) 
(no.  18.)     SECOND  READINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Lord  BEAMWELL,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  read  the  second  time,  said, 
the  Bill  had  twice  passed  their  Lordships' 
House.  Its  object  was  to  enable  Courts 
of  Quarter  Sessions  and  Becorders  to 
try  persons  chained  with  burglaries  of 
a  small  and  unimportant  character.  It 
was  well  known  that  besides  the  graver 
oases  of  burglary  there  were  many  of 
a  very  trivial  character  which  could 
be  disposed  of  much  more  quickly  at 
the  Quarter  Sessions  than  by  waiting 
for  the  Assizes.  If  a  man  broke  a  win- 
dow and  put  his  hand  in  and  stole  a 
piece  of  meat  between  9  o'clock  at  night 
and  6  in  the  morning,  it  would  be 
burglary.  In  the  same  manner,  if  a 
lodger  broke  out  of  a  house  before  6 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  taking  with  him 
his  fellow-lodger's  clothes,  it  would  be 
burglary.  It  was  impossible,  however, 
in  an  Act  of  Parliament  to  make  dis- 
tinctions between  the  gravity  of  offences, 
and  the  Bill  therefore  gave  a  jurisdiction 
to  Quarter  Sessions  and  Becorders  in 
all  cases  of  burglary.  It  would  be  well, 
however,  to  have  a  clause  in  the  Bill 
reciting  that  the  object  was  that  small 
burglaries  only  should  be  tried  at  Ses- 
sions, leaving  magistrates  to  exercise 
their  discretion  in  the  matter — a  discre- 
tion which  he  felt  sure  would  be  pro- 
perly exercised. 

Ifoved, ' '  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*.' ' 
—{m  Z9rd  SnmwtU.) 
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Tn  LOBD  OHANOEUiOB  (Lord 
Hbbsohiu.)  said,  that  be  Mitixelj  ^m- 
pttthind  with  the  objeot  of  hie  noble 
aad  learned  Friend  in  intvodunng  this 
Bill.  There  was  no  doubt  that  a  certain 
nwnber  of  burglaries  were  <A  such  a 
tnTial  character  that  they  could  be  as 
well  tried  at  Seeeions,  where  now  much 
more  serious  eases  were  tried.  It  would 
be  -very  undesirable,  however,  thai  the 
greater  and  more  important  eases  of 
burglaries  should  be  tried  at  SessionB, 
and  not  at  Assizes.  If  a  provision  were 
inserted  in  the  Bill  directing  magistrates 
to  exercise  Uieir  discretion  as  to  the  tri- 
bunal to  which  they  would  send  the  case 
for  trial,  having  regard  to  its  gravity, 
he  thought  they  might  depend  on  that 
discretion  being  properly  exercised. 

Motion  «^Mrf  tot  Bill  read  accord- 
ingly. 

LAWOFEYISBNOB  AHENBMBNT  BILL. 
{Th*  lordBnttnwtll) 

(no.  19.)     SBOOKD  BEAD1W0. 

(^er  of  the  Bay  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing r^ad. 

Load  BBAMWELL,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  read  the  second  time,  said, 
that  the  object  of  the  measure  was  not 
to  compel,  but  to  enable,  any  accused 
person  and  his  wife,  with  his  consent,  to 
give  evidence  at  any  stage  of  the  pro- 
ceedings against  him.  This  Bill  had 
already  once  passed  through  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  and  it  had  the  appi-oba- 
tiott  and  strong  support  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  (the  Karl  of  Selburne)  who 
recently  sat  on  the  Woolsack,  of  the  late 
Earl  Cairns,  and  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Ijord  who  sat  below  him  (Lord  Fitz- 
gerald). Of  all  persons  in  the  world, 
uie  man  who  knew  best  whether  an  ac- 
cused person  was  guilty  or  not  was  the 
man  who  was  charged  with  an  offence ; 
and  ^et  under  the  present  law  that  was 
prerasely  the  man  whose  mouth  was 
closely  shut.  It  must  be  a  most  grievous 
thing  to  an  accused  person  that,  when 
he  could  prove  his  innocence,  he  was  not 
allowed  to  give  evidence.  Already  steps 
in  the  direction  of  allowing  an  accused 

Eerson  to  give  evidence  on  his  own  be- 
alf  had  been  taken  to  a  certain  limited 
extent,  and  this  Bill  merely  proposed  to 
go  further  upon  that  path.  The  prin- 
ciple of  the  measure  had  been  recog- 
nized in  the  Explosives  Act  and  in  the 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  Act  which 
TBS  passed  in  the  last  Session  of  Parlia- 


ment. The  pert  of  the  Law  of  Evidence 
which  he  proposed  to  repeal  wee  the 
last  remnant  of  the  very  unreasonable 
condition  of  that  law  whioh  existed  some 
50  years  ago.  He  was  surprised  that  a 
measure  of  this  kind  should  be  opposed 
by  the  noble  I»rd  (Lord  Denman)  op- 
posite, whose  father,  when  Lord  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Queen's  Bench,  had  been, 
the  first  to  carry  an  Act  which  had  for  its 
object  the  amwdment  of  the  Law  of 
Evidence.  A  similar  Bill  to  the  present 
had  passed  through  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  some  time  ago.  He  begged 
to  move  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill 

Movti,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3*.'* 
—{Tk9  Lord SramtoeU.) 

LoBD  DENMAN  said,  he  would  quote 
from  the  Bill  of  Pains  and  PeBalties, 
1620  remarks  by  his  noble  Bdative, 
then  Solicitor  General  to  Queen  Oarotine, 
as  to  not  calling  an  accused  witsess. 
Bf  r.  Denman  said — 

"  I  was  about  to  observe  that  Uiere  were  cer-  . 
tdin  isdiTidtials  whom  we  have  not  called  before 
^ou,  and  it  is  simply  for  this  reason  that  onrcam 
u  alieady  proved ;  and  we  do  not  think  it  decent 
or  oonaiBtent  with  the  principletof  justice  to  over* 
load  thess  nunutes  of  evidence  (Jroady  bo  vast 
and  unwieldy  —wo  do  not  think  it  conaistent 
with  the  principles  of  justice  to  admit  that  we  are 
bonnd  to  go  one  step  farther.  We  heard  the  chal- 
leagee  and  defiances,  and  we  heard  that  the  co* 
respondent  might  be  called.  This  is  a  fiction, 
this  ia  one  of  Uie  unparalleled  circumstances  of 
this  extraordinary  case.  From  the  beginning 
of  the  world  to  the  present  moment  no  instanos 
is  to  be  fooitd  in  which  a  party  accused  ii  called 
to  prove  the  adultery.  We  are  to  be  told,  for- 
sooth, because  he  knows  the  fact  he  ought  to  be 
called  to  the  bar  take  his  oath  upon  the  subject. 
The  answer  is  in  a  word— there  is  either  a  case 
agtinit  US  or  tbere  Is  none ;  if  there  is  no  ease 
tiiereisaooooasionfor  US  tooall  a  witiuMB.  If 
there  is  a  case  no  man  woald  believe  ttw  sup- 
posed adulterer.  Ihetia  a  circumstance  upon 
which  the  nicest  caauista  mi^ht  dispute,  with 
some  proapect  of  success,  on  either  aide  of  the 
question ;  but  I  tiiink  the  feeUngs  of  mank^d 
would  triumphovertheirmondsianditwoiildbe 
thought  more  excusable  even  to  deny  on  oath  a 
circumstance  so  degrading  as  that — a  circum- 
stance of  confidence  80  unfit  to  be  betrayed,  that 
perjury  woald  be  thought  venial,  in  comparison 
with  the  erposare  of  the  woman  he  might  have 
betrayed  into  his  toils.  Will  my  learned  friends 
show  a  case  in  which  such  a  witness  has  beea 
produced  P  And,  if  not,  it  must  be  taken  that 
the  abstinence  from  calling  such  witness  must 
be  founded  on  too  deep  prineifdes  in  the  nstnre 
and  heart  of  man  to  be  repelieil,  erea.  upon  this 
occasion,  to  which  so  many  principles  have  beea 
made  a  sacrifice."— (2  Uantard,  [3]  179-80.) 

He,  as  a  magistrate,  oouldnever  believe  a 
defendant  in  an  affiliatioD.ca«e  on  hiaoath. 
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H«  found  tiut  oath*  bj  twnons  diarged 
with  dsbt  mr*  ao  kmgea*  Admitted,  he 
alladed  to  the  extenrion  of  OTeeping  on ; 
but  was  convinced  that  it  bad  gone  too 
far,  aad  ought  to  be  restrainwt  rather 
than  extended. 

Thb  master  of  the  SOLLS  (Lord 
Eshbb)  said,  that  it  was  opposed  to  the 
principles  of  the  law  of  England  that  a 
man  should  be  convicted  by  hostile  exa- 
mioation  out  of  hie  own  mouth .  He 
was  afraid  that  if  aocnsed  persons  were 
to  be  submitted  to  cross-examination 
they  would  be  conrioted,  in  99  oases  out 
of  100,  otherwise  than  by  evidettce  pro- 
duced by  thoeo  who  prosecuted  them. 
It  was  quite  a  mistake  to  suppose  tiiat 
because  an  accused  person  could  not 
now  give  evidence  on  oath  he  was 
thereby  prevented  from  givieg  his  own 
accoont  of  the  matter.  An  accuaed  per- 
son sow  had  an  opportunity  of  making 
a  statement  without  being  liable  to 
croee- examination  \  and  the  question 
left  to  the  jury  then  was,  whether  that 
statement,  if  it  suggested  innocence,  was 
consistent  with  the  evidence  of  guilt 
brought  forward  by  the  prosecution; 
and  the  jury  was  always  directed  that 
if  it  was  they  should  acquit  the  prisoner ; 
but  if  he  were  allowed  to  be  sworn  he 
could  be  cross-examined  as  to  his  oha- 
raeter  as  well  as  in  reference  to  the  par- 
ticular crime  cha^d  against  him  ;  and 
if  he  were  found  to  be  of  bad  character, 
it  might,  and  would,  be  preeeed  upon 
the  jury  that  he  was  a  person  who  was 
exfaremely  likoly  to  have  committed  the 
offence  of  which  he  was  aooused.  With 
every  deference  to  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  who  bad  had  very  large  expe- 
rience in  those  matters,  he  could  not 
help  expressing  a  strong  dielike  to  the 
proposed  innovation  in  our  Criminal 
Law,  the  most  careful  of  freedom  yet 
known  to  the  world. 

Lo&D  MONKS  WELL  begged  to  thaok 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  for  intro- 
ducing that  most  important  and  bene- 
ficial alteration  in  the  law.  Many  Judges 
had  lately  adopted  the  practice  of  allow- 
ing the  prisoner  to  give  his  account  of 
the  transaction  not  on  oath ;  but  that 
seemed  to  him  to  be  a  very  inconvenient 
compromise  between  shutting  the  pri- 
stmer'a  mouth  and  uot  permitting  him 
to  give  evidence  in  the  regular  and 
jnoper  manner,  subject  to  cross-exami- 
nation. It  was  to  be  presumed  that 
every  innocent  man  would  like  to  give 

TOL.  OCTOni.  [thibd  series.] 


an  aoconnt  of  the  tmnsaotion  in  bis  own 
way;  and  why  was  an  innocent  man, 
wron^y  accused,  to  be  prevented  from 
doing  that  simply  beoauee  a  guilty  man 
might  commit  perjury  ?  It  might  be 
said  that  if  accused  persons  were  allowed 
to  grtve  evidence  they  might  at  tim^s  be 
convicted  out  of  their  own  mouths;  but 
if  a  man's  examination  were  not  omn- 
pulsory  and  he  chose  to  give  his  evi- 
dence, and  it  convinced  everybody  of  his 
guilt,  why  should  he  not  be  convicted  ? 
To  deprive  innocent  men  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  explaining  their  oonduct  in 
order  to  screen  a  few  guilty  men  who 
might  at  present  escape  was  not  a 
reas(mable  mode  of  proceeding.  If  the 
prisoner's  evidence  was  to  be  given,  it 
ought  to  be  givm  subjeet  to  the  usuid 
right  of  eross-examination.  Thefewaano 
fear  of  that  right  being  abused  in  this 
country ;  the  authority  of  the  Judge,  and 
the  feeling  of  the  jury,  the  Bar,  and 
public  opinion  would  repress  any  such 
abuse ;  and  they  knew  that  prosecutions 
in  England  were  conducted  with  great 
forbearance  and  moderation. 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  said,  they 
were  told  that  the  Bill  would  not  make 
it  compulsory  on  the  prisoner  to  give 
evidence ;  but  if  the  measure  became 
law  it  would  be  known  that  the  pri- 
soner could  give  evidence  if  he  chose ; 
and,  therefore,  if  he  did  not  do  so,  would 
not  the  obvious  inference  be  drawn  by 
every  jury  that  he  was  a  guilty  man  t 
Under  those  circumstances,  the  guilty 
man  would  feel  that  his  only  chance  of 
escape  was  by  going  into  the  witness- 
box  and  committing  perjury.  But  the 
prisoner  might  be  a  man  wlio  was  inno- 
cent of  the  charge  brought  against  him, 
though  he  might  be  well  known  to  the 
police  as  having  committed  previous 
offences ;  and  if  it  could  be  shown  to 
the  jury — what  was  uow  carefully  kept 
from  them — that  he  was  a  bad  character, 
that  circumstance  would  prejudice  the 
case  of  the  prisoner.  If  he  had  been 
previously  convicted  that  fact  was  kept 
from  the  jury,  that  they  might  come  to 
an  unbiassed  conclusion ;  but  if  that  Bill 
were  passed,  that  fact  would  be  imme- 
diately brought  forward  by  the  counsel 
for  the  prosecution.  Again,  an  innocent 
accused  person  might  feel  a  burning 
sense  of  indignation  which  would  cause 
him  not  to  give  his  evidence  with  the 
clearness  which  m'ght  otherwise  oharao- 
terize  it;  and  when  cross-examined  by 
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a  praotised  oounsri  he  might  give  saeh 
answers  as  tended  to  convict  himself. 
That  Bill  would  introduce  a  gigantic 
innovation  in  our  Oriminal  Law,  and  he 
oould  not  but  look  upon  it  with  con- 
uderable  suspicion. 

Visoowr  CBANBBOOK  said,  he  felt 
bound  to  state  that  it  was  hy  a  gradaal 
growth  in  his  own  mind  that  he  had 
oomo  to  the  conolusioa  that,  after  what 
had  already  been  done  in  that  direction, 
it  was  almost  inevitable  that  they  should 
go  still  farther.  The  principle  of  that 
Bill  had  been  partially  introduced  al- 
ready in  some  cases.  The  precedent  of 
the  Explosives  Act  had  been  mentioned. 
It  was  introduced  into  a  measure  which 
was  carried  through  the  House  last 
year;  and  if  it  were  accepted  to  meet 
the  difficulty  of  getting  evidence  in 
some  instauces  they  could  hardly  reject 
it  in  others.  He  dared  say  that  if  they 
adopted  it  in  criminal  cases  a  prisoner 
might  find  himself  compelled  to  give 
evidence  ;  and  it  would  be  much  better 
that  he  should  be  put  upon  bis  oath 
thui  that  he  should  make  the  kind  of 
statement  that  was  commonly  made  now. 
At  present  a  prisoner  often  reserved  bis 
defence  ;  and  if  he  had  an  opportunity 
of  giving  evidence  on  oath  when  before 
the  magistrate  be  would  be  under  a 
strong  inducement  to  do  so,  becauee  if 
he  did  not  ho  would  lay  himself  open  to 
the  suspicion  that  he  had  no  defence. 
Everything  thathad  been  done  of  recent 
years  had  been  not  for  the  sake  of  either 
one  party  or  the  other,  but  to  bring  out 
the  truth ;  and  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  he  thought,  if  the  prisoner  was  to 
give  evidence  at  all,  it  was  much  better 
that  he  should  gire  it  on  oath,  and  sub- 
ject to  cross-examination.  The  whole 
case  came  to  this— how  best  to  deter- 
mine the  guilt  or  innocence  of  the  man 
who  was  charged.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  if  they  once  introduced  the  system 
of  allowing  a  husband  or  wife  to  give 
evidence,  the  one  for  or  against  the 
other,  it  would  be  a  great  improToment 
tm  the  present  state  of  the  law  to  allow 
a  prisoner  to  give  evidence  if  he  thought 
proper  to  do  so.  At  the  present  time 
the  Oriminal  Law  was  a  sort  of  Game 
Law  for  giving  a  fair  chance  to  a  pri- 
soner, instead  of  obtaining  a  knowledge 
of  whether  he  was  goilty  or  not. 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  he  believed 
that  there  was  no  noble  and  learned 
liord  present  who  had  a  larger  «cpe- 

ne  EarlofMilUwn 


rienoe  of  liie  Criminal  Law  than  he  had. 
The  result  of  his  long  experience  had 
induced  him  to  believe  that  the  present 
state  of  the  law  inflicted  a  good  deal  of 
hardship,  and  not  infrequently  much 
injustice.  In  many  cases,  where  the 
prisoner  had  been  tried  on  a  serious 
charge,  the  accused  might  have  been 
able  to  dispose  of  the  whole  case  asainst 
him  if  the  state  of  the  law  had  flowed 
him  to  go  into  the  witness-box  and  be 
subjected  to  examination.  Kany  con- 
victions, indeed,  were  passed  because 
the  accused  person  was  not  allowed  to 
give  evidence.  The  Bill  being  intended 
to  remedy  this  stale  of  things,  he  would 
g^ve  it  his  support.  If  a  prisoner  was 
competent  to  be  heard  as  a  witness,  they 
ought  to  get  rid  of  all  those  hindrances 
which  at  present  prevented  him  going 
into  the  witness-box,  and  which  some- 
times led  to  the  accused  being  unjustly 
convicted. 

Thb  lord  OHANOELLOR  (Lord 
Hersohbll)  said,  he  agreed  with  the 
views  which  had  been  expressed  by  the 
noble  Tisoount.  He  thought  there  had 
been  a  remarkable  change  not  only  in 
public  feeling,  but  in  professional  opi- 
nion, on  this  qnestxon  during  recent 
years.  He  remembered,  when  he  &rst 
had  a  seat  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
that  this  question  was  discussed ;  and  the 
general  feeling,  uot  only  of  the  House, 
but  of  professional  opinion  in  the  House, 
was  against  the  proposed  alteration  of 
the  law.  As  time  went  on,  however,  and 
men  weighed  the  arguments  for  and 
against  the  change,  an  alteration— per- 
haps the  more  important  because  it  had 
been  gradual,  and  not  the  result  of  any 
agitation — had  passed  over  men's  minds ; 
and  during  the  late  Parliament  many 
Members  were  found  to  be  in  favour  of 
this  measure  who  in  former  years  had 
been  opponents  of  it.  If  he  thought 
that  this  measure  would  merely  tend  to 
the  greater  certainty  of  convicting  the 
guilty  he  would  not  be  prepared  to  sup- 
port it,  if  he  thought  that,  at  the  same 
time,  it  would  add  to  the  dangers  of  the 
innocent.  He  thought  it  was  such  a 
terrible  thing  that  a  man  innocent  of  a 
crime  should  be  convicted  of  it,  that  he 
would  not  be  disposed  to  alter  the  law 
even  if  it  were  shown  that  an  increase 
in  the  conviction  of  the  guilty  would,  at 
the  same  time,  result  in  an  increased 
danger  to  the  innocent.  He  believed, 
on  ^  whole,  however,  that  it  would  be 
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to  the  adrantage  of  the  innoeent  that 
this  change  would  tend.  He  did  not 
deny  that  there  might  be  cases  in  which 
there  might  be  an  increase  of  danger  to 
an  innocent  man  on  account  of  nervous- 
neas  and  other  matters,  but  they  must 
weigh  the  matter  as  a  whole ;  and  he 
was  certain  that  the  adrantage  to  the 
innocent  man  of  being  able  to  tell  his 
Btoiy  himself,  and  even  to  have  his  at- 
tention directed  by  examination  and 
oross-flxamination  to  the  points  which 
were  telling  against  him— though  he 
might  not  be  able  to  BOO  them  himself — 
would  be  of  the  utmost  advantage  to 
the  accused.  He  wished  to  add  a  word 
of  practical  experience  in  this  matter. 
He  had  been  professionally  engaged  in 
a  trial  under  the  Ezplosives  Act  in 
which  this  change  of  the  law  was  seen  in 
operation.  It  was  a  wucial  test  of  the 
advantage  or  disadvantage  whether  pri- 
soners should  be  allowed  to  give  evi- 
dence, inasmuch  as  each  prisoner  elect- 
ing to  give  evidence  set  up  a  di£ferent 
defence,  and  the  defences  were  hostile  to 
ODO  anoUier — that  was  to  say,  that  the 
defence  which  eaoh  prisoner  set  up 
really  told  against  his  feUow-prisoner, 
although  in  favonr  of  himsdf.  Their 
Lordshipa  would  see  that  it  was,  there- 
fore, a  very  trying  case  by  which  to  test 
the  advantage  or  disadvantageof  allow- 
ing die  prisoner  to  give  evidence.  He 
believed  that  every  counsel  who  was  en- 
^ged  in  that  case — some  of  them  pre- 
judiced against  this  change  of  the  law — 
confessed,  at  the  end  of  the  trial,  that 
they  believed  distinctly  it  was  to  the  ad- 
Tantageof  the  prisoners  in  the  ease  cited 
to  give  evidence,  and  make  their  state- 
ment of  the  case.  He  believed  the  more 
experience  was  gained  of  this  change  of 
the  law  the  more  it  would  be  found  that 
the  dangers  which  were  depicted  were 
really  imaginary,  while  the  advantages 

wwe  TeiT  real.  

LoKD  BBAUWELXi  said,  that  the  opi- 
nions of  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  (tbe 
£arlofSeIbOTne)and  the  lateEwl  Cains, 
nttwed  in  a  former  debate  furnished 
a^liments  in  reply  to  those  now  used 
by  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  (Lord  Esher). 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  spoke  of  a 
practice  which  he  said  was  common ; 
but  he  should  like  to  ask  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  whether  that  which  he 
said  waa  common  had  ever  occurred  in 
his  own  practice?  It  did  not  do  full 
jiufcio0  to  the  priaoner  to  make  a  etate- 


ment  if  he  were  not  subject  to  cross- 
examination.  The  accused  ought  to  be 
able  to  give  his  evidence  if  he  thought 
fit,  and  to  be  dealt  with  as  every  other 
witness  was,  giving  evidence  on  oath 
under  the  i^sponsibility  which  attached 
to  the  making  of  an  untrue  btatement. 
Undoubtedly,  that  would  give  rise  to 
perjury,  for,  unfortunatdy,  the  more 
evidence  the  more  perjury ;  but  they  must 
look  not  merely  to  the  disadvantages, 
but  also  to  the  advantages,  which  in 
this  case  preponderated.  There  might 
be  a  possibility  of  mischief  resulting 
from  the  measure,  from  prisoners  com- 
mitting themwlves  on  cross-examina- 
tion ;  but  he  did  not  think  this  would 
be  a  serious  evil.  The  prosecuting 
counsel  did  not  now  resort  to  bullying; 
if  he  did  he  would  be  checked  by  Judge 
and  jury  and  public  opioion.  A  change 
had  occurred  in  the  conduct  of  prosecu- 
tions, and  the  prosecuting  counsel  re- 
garded himself  as  a  public  official  whose 
duty  it  was  to  see  justice  done.  If  they 
wanted  to  give  a  prisoner  the  right  of 
making  a  defence  upon  oath,  eubjeet  to 
his  stcvy  being  impeached  upon  cross- 
examination,  the  only  way  to  do  it  was 
to  encounter  the  dangers  referred  to  by 
enabling  him  to givebis  evidenoe  as  the 
Bill  would  allow  him  to  do. 

Motion  ojrrMi  to  t  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly. 

NATIONAL  GALLBRT-HOTJRS  OF 
OPENING. 
ADDKB88  POB  A  PAPEB. 

ViacoTTMT  HAEDIKGE,  tn  rising  to 

move — 

"That  an  humbld  Address  be  presented  to 
Hei  Majesty  for  copy  of  a  Memorandnm  drawn 
up  and  etgoed  by  tne  Director  and  Trostees  of 
the  Natioaal  (^Uery  with  reference  to  the 
liaks  and  inconvenience  attending  the  proposed 
opening  of  the  QaUery  on  wew  days  np  to 
10  p.m.," 

said,  that  he  should  have  liked  to  quote 
extracts  from  the  Memorandnm ;  but  as 
he  could  not  quote  from  a  Memorandum 
which  was  not  before  their  Lordships, 
he  would  briefly  state  that  the  objec- 
tions of  the  Trustees  to  opening  after 
dusk  were  chiefly  these.  No  Con- 
tinental Gallery  was  open  at  night.  The 
electric  light  was  in  its  infancy,  with  no 
guarantee  against  occasional  extinction, 
it  having  been  known  to  have  failed  iu 
that  respect  at  ihs  reading  room  of  tho 

Digitized  by  Google 


23t  Banmut—  {LOBPS}       AIMnmUto  S^nemU.  293 


British  Httseum.  Large  crowds  asaem- 
Itling  at  night  in  the  Oallery  vonld  atir 
np  an  unusual  amount  of  dust.  The 
breath  of  a  large  number  of  persona 
congregated  together  generated  gases 
which  occasioned  a  hurtful  deposit  upon 
the  pictures,  and  it  was  quite  impossible 
to  cover  all  pictures  with  glass,  the 
reflection  from  the  glass  being  adverse 
to  a  proper  study  of  the  pictures.  Then, 
again,  they  apprehended  that  crowds 
of  a  certain  class  would  congregatd  in 
the  Gallery  from  the  character  of  the 
neighbourhood.  Lord  Palmerston  al- 
ways thought  this  a  vital  objection  to 
opening  at  night.  On  wet  nights  all 
the  roughs  and  idlers  in  the  street 
would  congregate,  to  the  annoyance  of 
those  who  wished  to  study  the  pictures ; 
and  with  respect  to  the  advantages 
which  would  aoome  to  the  working  man, 
it  waa  very  doubtfiil  whether,  after  a 
hard  day's  work,  working  men  would 
leave  their  homes  to  -visit  the  Gallery. 
It  must  be  borne  in  mind,  too,  that  the 
atep  once  taken  would  be  irrevocable. 
Again,  instances  having  occurred  of 
wanton  injury  to  the  pictures  at  the 
National  Portrait  Gallery,  where  crowds 
seldom  congregated,  such  a  risk  would 
be  apprehended  in  a  Gallery  where  a 
large  number  of  people  assembled  at 
night  and  gave  greater  facilities  for 
such  outrages.  Moreover,  evil-disposed 
persona  might  take  advantage  of  such 
crowds  to  make  use  of  explosive  material, 
with  the  prospect  of  untold  injury  being 
effected.  The  Trustees  made  this  pro- 
test as  custodians  of  public  property  of 
priceless  value^  and  eave^  this  opinion 
quite  irrespective  of  the  inerits  or  de- 
merits of  the  general  question.  He  had 
always  voted  against  Sunday  opening, 
and  would  do  so  again.  He  begged  to 
move  that  the  Paper  be  printed  and 
circulated. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBT  said,  be 
did  not  wish  by  bis  silence  to  be  held  to 
agree  with  the  noble  Lord's  arguments, 
which  he  should  be  prepared  to  meet  on 
Friday,  when  the  whole  question  came 
up  in  the  ordinary  course  of  Business. 

Load  SUBELEY  said,  that  as  the 
discussion  was  coming  on  on  Friday, 
their  Lordships  would  not  expect  him  to 
follow  the  noble  Viscount  into  the  details 
of  hia  speech  ;  and  he  should,  therefore, 
content  himself  with  saying  that  the 
Govemmmt  had  no  objection  whatever 
to  the  production  of  the  Uemorandum. 

fiteomt  Sardinffe 


Address  fot^ 

"  Memorandam  dravn  up  snd  signed  "by  the 
Dirmtor  and  Trartees  of  the  National  G^eiy 
irith  reference  to  the  risks  and  iaoonyenienoe 
attending  the  proposed  openisflf  of  the  G-allery 
OQ  week  days  up  to  10  f.m.  —{The  ViieottHt 
Hardinge.) 

JIAILWAYS-ALLOTMENTS  TO 
SERVANTS. 

QUESnOK.  OBSERTATIOKS. 

Thb  Maequess  op  HUNTLY,  in 
rising  to  ask  the  Lord  President  of  the 
Ooimcil,  If  he  will  apply  to  the  prin- 
cipal Bailway  Companies  to  furnish  Be- 
tnrns  of  the  number  of  allotments  and 
gardens  allowed  to  the  servants  in  their 
employment  on  the  railways ;  and,  if 
they  can  supply  such  Returns,  whether 
he  will  add  them  to  those  promised 
from  the  Agricultural  Department  ?  said, 
he  had  communicated  with  the  Great 
Northern  Company  and  the  Lond(m  and 
South-'Westem  Company,  and  he  was 
informed  that  there  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty in  supplying  the  information.  The 
men,  he  understood,  were  on  duty  10 
hours  a-day,  and  yet  found  time  to  cul- 
tivate these  allotments. 

Thb  lord  PRESIDENT  of  thb 
COUNCIL  (Earl  Spencer),  in  reply, 
said,  that  when  the  noble  Marquess 
brought  this  matter  forward  the  other 
day  he  was  unable  to  grant  the  Return 
which  was  then  asked  for,  and  he  was 
afraid  that  he  must  now  adopt  the  same 
course.  He  did  not  believe  that  the 
Return  was  at  all  neoessaty,  because  the 
Return  which  he  had  promised  would 
include  all  aUotmenta  under  whatever 
landlords  the  tenancies  were  held,  not 
excepting  those  made  by  the  Railway 
Companies.  There  would,  therefore,  in 
his  opinion,  be  no  advantage  in  having 
two  special  Returns.  While  he  was 
speaking  on  this  matter,  he  should  like 
to  announce  to  the  House  that  at  a  con- 
ference which  he  had  had  that  day  with 
the  Chairman  of  the  Inland  Revenue  he 
found  that  the  Government  would  be 
able  to  present  the  Return  promised  a 
short  time  ago  before  the  ordinary  Agri- 
cultural Returns  instead  of  after.  He 
thought  it  would,  perhaps,  be  more  than 
convenient  to  have  the  very  long  Return 
which  he  had  engaged  to  furnish  before 
the  Agricultural  Return.  The  Govern- 
ment hoped  before  June  probably, 
though  he  could  not  actnally  bind  bim- 
sdf  to  the  time,  to  be  ftUe,  to  fumiah, 
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independently  of  the  ordinary  Agricul- 
tural Keturas  and  without  disturbing 
them,  the  importaut  information  which 
lie  promised  the  other  day. 

The  Makqitbss  op  HUNTLY  said, 
that  as  the  railway  allotments  were  not 
entered  in  the  rate  book,  he  did  not  see 
how  they  were  to  be  included  in  the 
GoTemment  Return. 

Eabl  spencer  observed,  that  the 
noble  Lord  seemed  to  know  exactly  how 
the  Return  was  furniehed.  He  belteTed 
it  was  furnished  from  other  sources  than 
the  xate  book.  Tbe  Ghairman  of  the 
Inland  Revenue  informed  him  that  there 
was  no  difficulty  io  gettiog  the  infor- 
mation. 

HouM  ai^oarned  at  Six  o'clock, 
to  Thursday  next,  a  quaxttr 
past  Ten  o  dock. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
TvMday,  m  Mareh,  1886. 


MINUTES.]  — Pmtam  Bilm  (4y  Ordtr)  — 

Steond  Seading  —  Usndtester  Ship  Ganal ; 

ilidland  Railway. 
Public  'Ru.ia—CommiiUt—'Vaiaxsf  (Vacating 

o£  Seats)  ♦  [85]-B.r. 
T^rd  Jiflwfify— Glebe  Loans  (Ireland)  Acts 

OonUnDaaoe*  [1071;  Freshwater  Fisheries 

(Eds)  •  [128],  and  pmned. 

PRIVATE  BUaiNESS. 

MANCHESTER  SHIP  CANAL  BILL 

{iy  Order). 

SECOND  BEABHrO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (5i>  Charlet  Forster.) 

Me.  HOXTLDSWORTH  (Manches- 
ter, N.W.):  I  rise  to  support  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill ;  and  I  will 
Tenture  to  state  very  shortly  what  its 
objects  and  provisions  are.  I  think 
I  may  say  that  its  principal  object  is, 
in  one  word,  to  give  effect  to  an  Act 
which  was  passed  during  last  Session  for 
the  coastrnetion  of  a  Ship  Canal  between 
Manchester  and  the  sea.  I  may  say  at 
once  that  it  is  felt  by  the  promoters — it 
has  always  been  felt  by  the  promoters— 


that  the  powers  which  are  asked  for  in  this 
Bill  were  neeeasary  in  order  to  carry  out 
the  construction  of  the  works  which  were 
sanctioned  by  Parliament  last  year. 
The  Bill  itself  is  a  very  simple  measure. 
It  provides  for  the  payment  of  interest 
during  the  construction  of  the  Canal  at 
4  per  cent  per  annum.  It  provides  that 
such  interest  shall  only  be  paid  in  respect 
of  the  time  authorized  by  the  Act  of 
1886  for  the  completion  of  the  works 
thereby  authorized,  or  such  less  time  as 
the  Directors  may  determine.'  It  also 
provides  that  no  such  interest  shall 
accrue  in  favour  of  any  shareholders  for 
any  time  during  which  any  call  on  any 
of  his  shares  is  in  arrear;  that  the 
(Aggregate  amount  to  be  so  paid  for 
interest  shall  not  exceed  the  sum  of 
£752,000;  that  the  total  amount  of 
money  which  the  Company  are  by  the 
Act  of  1885  authorized  to  borrow  shall 
be  reduced  by  an  amount  equal  to  one- 
fourth  of  the  sum  expended  in  the  pay- 
ment of  such  interest,  and  that  such 
reduction  shall  be  made  from  the  last 
instalment  of  £500,000  by  the  said  Act 
authorized  to  be  borrowed ;  that  every 
prospectus,  advertisement,  or  other  docu- 
ment of  the  Company  inviting  subscrip- 
tions for  shares  in  the  undertaking  and 
every  certificate  of  such  shares  shall 
contain  a  notice  tliat  the  Company  has 
power  so  to  pay  interest  or  dividend; 
and  that  the  half-yearly  accounts  of  the 
Company  shall  show  the  amount  of 
capital  on  which  and  the  rate  at  which 
such  interest  or  dividend  has  been  paid. 
I  may  say  that  the  various  provisionsof  the 
Bill  which  I  have  read  to  the  House  are 
all  in  accordance  with  the  Standing 
Orders  of  the  House  in  reference  to  this 
question.  It  may  be  very  properly 
asked  why  the  powers  sought  for  by  the 
Bill  were  not  asked  for  in  Uie  Bill  of  last 
Session  before  it  became  an  Act  ?  My 
answer  is  that  they  were  asked  for,  and 
they  have  always  been  asked  for.  Pro- 
bably hon.  Members  are  aware  that  the 
Manchester  Ship  Canal  has  been  before 
Parliament  during  the  last  three  years* 
and  in  every  Bill  introduced  by  the  pro- 
moters this  clause  vas  contained.  The 
first  BiU  was  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  this  House.  On  the  second 
occasion  the  invoBtigation  commenced  in 
the  House  of  Lord?,  and  there  the  Earl 
of  Hedesdale  allowed  the  clause  to  go 
through  the  Committee,  although,  I 
believe,  he  had  a  personal  objecbou  to 
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it ;  and  it  was  passed  by  that  Oommittee 
of  the  House  of  Lords  on  the  one  condi- 
tion that  the  Earl  of  Bedesdale  should 
withdraw  his  opposition.  "When  the 
Bill  came  before  the  House  the  Earl  of 
Bedesdale  did  not  withdraw  his  opposi- 
tion, and  the  Bill  was  ultimately  lost. 
Oq  the  third  occasion  on  which  the 
Manchester  Ship  Canal  Bill  was  intro- 
duced the  Earl  of  Redesdale  objected  to 
the  clause  being  put  into  the  Bill,  or  if 
it  were  put  into  the  Bill  he  proposed  to 
enter  such  an  objection  to  it  that  it 
would  be  fatal  to  the  measure.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  when  the  Bill  came  before 
a  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  there  was  no  power  to  re- 
insert the  clause,  and  the  promoters 
were  perfectly  helpless  in  the  matter. 
The  object  and  intention  of  the  pro- 
moters last  year  was,  on  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Beport  in  this  House,  to 
propose  and  ask  for  the  power  we  are 
now  asking  for ;  but  it  will  be  apparent 
when  I  say  that  the  Bill  only  came 
down  to  this  House  just  before  the  close 
of  the  Session ;  that  it  only  passed 
through  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
30th  of  July  last  year ;  and  that  it  was 
impossible  to  ask  the  House,  with  any 
chance  of  passing  the  Bill,  for  powers 
which  might  be  fatal  to  the  entire  Bill. 
The  promoters,  therefore,  preferred  to 
have  half  a  loaf  rather  than  no  bread. 
That  is  the  simple  explanation  why  we 
appear  this  year  in  this  form,  when  we 
should  infinitely  hare  preferred  to  have 
dealt  with  the  matter  in  the  clauses  of 
the  Bill  of  last  year.  We  hare  always 
endearoured  to  do  so,  and  it  was  only 
owing  to  the  peculiar  eircumstanoes  of 
the  case  that  we  were  not  able  to  carry 
out  our  intentions.  The  assertion  has 
been  made  that  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill  have  failed  to  raise  the  necessary 
capital ;  but  I  venture  to  say  that  that  is 
not  the  case.  It  never  was  supposed  for 
one  moment  that  they  would  be  able  to 
raise  the  capital  with  the  disability  they 
now  labour  under,  by  the  absence  of  the 
powers  now  asked  for  in  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill.  Beferences  have  been 
made  on  more  than  one  occasion  to  the 

fromises  which  were  given  when  the 
>ill  passed  through  Committee — to  the 
strong  assurances  which  are  stated  to 
have  been  given  that  the  capital  would  ^ 
be  raised.  Now  I  venture  to  say  that 
there  is  no  proof,  and  that  no  proof  can 
he  brought,  that  those  promises  were 
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made  on  any  other  assumption  than  that 
these  powers  would  uttimatoly  be  obtained 
by  the  promoters.   I  believe  that  the 

conditions  under  which  it  is  expected 
that  this  capital  will  be  raised  will 
be  the  ordinary  conditions — the  con- 
ditions under  which  every  Company, 
with  few  exceptions,  is  able  to  raise 
its  capital.  The  fact  is  that  there 
has  been  no  large  undertaking  in  this 
country  ever  started  which,  in  some  way 
or  other,  did  not  pay  interest  during 
construction,  and  it  will  be  admitted  that 
all  existing  Cmnpaniea  are  able  to  pay 
interest  during  any  extension.  I  do  not 
think  that  will  be  denied.  I  could  bring 
forward  many  instances  to  prove  the 
truth  of  the  statement  I  make ;  but  I 
will  only  mention  one — namely,  the  case 
of  the  Gireat  WeBtem  Bailway  Company. 
It  was  stated  at  the  last  yearly  meeting 
of  that  Company  that  they  were  paying 
a  dividend  of  one  and  three-fuurths  of  a 
million  of  money  which  the  Severn 
Tunnel  cost  them,  although  that  tunnel 
ie  not  yet  increasing  the  receipts  of  the 
Company  in  any  way.  Then  there  is 
the  case  of  Limited  Liability  Companies. 
Limited  Liability  Companies  are  all  of 
them  able  to  pay  interest  daring  the 
construction  of  works,  if  they  are  so 
pleased.  Then  there  is  also  the  case  of 
various  Indian  Bailwaya.  Indian  Bail- 
ways  I  believe,  without  exception,  pay 
interest  during  the  construction  of  works. 
All  enterprizes  abroad  pay  interest  in  a 
similar  way,  and  there  ia  no  prohibition 
whatever.  In  point  of  fact,  it  ia  quite 
Uie  reverse;  for  in  IFrance  Companies 
are  actually  bound  to  provide  capital  for 
the  payment  of  interest  during  the  con- 
struction of  works.  Then  we  come  to 
another  instance  which,  I  think,  with 
Parliament  ought  to  have  a  considerable 
amount  of  weight — that  is  the  practice 
of  getting  contractors  to  finaaoe  works, 
and  paying  interest  during  construction. 
I  would  also  refer  to  a  precedent  which 
Parliament  itself  established  last  year 
in  the  case  of  the  Hull  and  Bamsloy 
Bailway  Bill,  which  was  specially  intro- 
duced, and  received  the  sanction  of  Par- 
liament, for  the  payment  of  interest 
out  of  capital  during  the  construc- 
tion of  the  works.  I  think  these  are 
instances  which  should  induce  the  House 
to  permit  the  relaxation  of  the  ordinary 
Bules.  It  cannot  be  expected  for  one 
moment  that  capitalists  will  come  for- 
ward to  provide  capital  for  this  great 
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undertaking,  especially  when  we  con- 
sider tlie  large  amount  which  it  is  neces- 
sary to  raise  on  an  important  undertaking 
like  this,  without  they  have  some  return 
for  the  money  they  advance,  seeing  that 
the  Bill  allows  seren  years  to  the  pro- 
moters for  the  completion  of  the  scheme. 
I  do  not  think,  when  you  come  to  con- 
sider all  these  exceptions  which  Parlia- 
ment has  made  in  one  form  or  another, 
that  you  could  expect  the  capitalists  of 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  to  forego,  in 
the  promotion  of  a  great  work  of  this 
kind,  the  interest  on  capital  which  they 
are  realizing  in  other  directions,  for  a 
period  of  seven  years.  That  is  my 
answer  to  the  charge  that  we  are  at- 
tempting to  defeat  vxb  Rule  of  Farlia- 
meot  that  interest  on  capital  shall  not 
be  paid  during  construction  of  works.  I 
now  oome  to  another  poin^  and  that  is 
that  it  is  asserted  that  a  bargain  or  set- 
tiement  was  come  to  when  the  Bill  was 
before  the  Select  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Oommons.  and  that  we  are  attempting 
to  get  behind  that  settlement  and  bargain 
by  the  present  Bill.  That  is  the  allega- 
tion which  is  made  by  our  opponents ; 
and  it  is  stated  that  the  provisions  which 
were  contained  in  the  Bill  of  last  year 
were  not  enforced  by  the  Committee, 
but  were  voluntarily  offered  by  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill.  The  condition  imder 
which  the  Bill  was  passed  is  said  to  be 
that  £7,000,000  should  be  raised  before 
any  works  were  undertaken  or  began 
with  regard  to  the  construction  of  the 
Canal.  That  is  said  by  our  opponents 
to  have  been  a  condition  imposed  upon 
UB  as  a  substantial  test  of  the  financial 
merits  of  the  scheme.  Now,  I  venture 
to  deny  that  proposition  altogether.  It 
was  not  imposed  as  a  substantial  test  of 
the  financial  merits  of  the  scheme.  I 
do  not  think  that  Parliament  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  question  whether 
the  capital  could  be  raised  for  this  imder- 
taking  or  not.  Certainly,  Parliament 
ought  to  see  whether  the  scheme  was  a 
substantial  or  a  bogus  one  j  and  the 
Committee  would  have  been  very  ill- 
informed  if  they  had  only  sanctioned  the 
scheme  on  the  hypothesis  that  the  works 
would  ultimately  be  carried  out.  No 
doubt,  there  are  many  schemes  which 
have  received  the  sanction  of  Parliament 
which  capitalists  have  not  ultimately 
supported ;  but  the  real  reason  of  the 
present  opposition  to  the  Bill  is  not  that 
there  is  any  desire  to  protect  the  capi- 


talists, but  to  protect  a  great  interest 
which  it  is  thought  would  be  interfered 
with  by  the  action  of  the  promotera  of 
the  BiU.  The  object  of  Parliament  has 
been  to  prevent  the  public  from  sub- 
scribing to  undertakings  unless  there 
was  a  fair  prospect  of  the  whole  capital 
being  subscribed.  The  desire  was  to 
prevent  a  small  amount  of  capital  being 
raised  and  works  begun  when,  after  all, 
the  works  thus  commenced  would  never 
be  finally  carried  out,  and  the  money 
embarked  in  them  would  be  entirely 
lost.  It  was  to  protect  tiie  public  from 
embarking  in  undertakings  of  that  kind 
that  this  condition  was  imposed.  We 
are  told  by  our  opponents  that  we  are 
breaking  the  guarantee  which  we  gave 
when  we  obtained  the  Act  of  last  year; 
but  if  we  get  the  powers  we  are  now 
asking  for,  and  faoillties  to  pay  interest 
out  of  capital  during  the  oonstrnction  of 
works,  I  maintain  that  we  shall  give  a 
n-eater  gaorontae  for  the  success  of  the 
Canal,  or,  at  any  rate,  for  its  comple- 
tion, than  we  have  ever  been  able  to 
give  before.  I  observe  from  the  Notice 
Paper  that  the  question  of  how  this 
matter  is  to  be  dealt  with  in  this  House 
is  to  be  raised  by  my  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Liverpool  (Lord  Claud 
Hamilton) ;  and  it  would  appear  that 
our  opponents  are  not  seriously  going  to 
discuss  the  question  on  its  merits  on  the 
second  reading,  but  are  going  to  suggest 
that  the  Bill  should  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee.  I  believe  that  a  com- 
plaint is  made  by  them  which  they  feel 
themselves  debarred  from  raising  in  the 
ordinary  way,  and  therefore  they  ask  to 
be  heard  in  an  unusual  and  an  unfair 
manner.  All  I  can  say  is  that,  in  the  first 
place,  our  opponents  are  here  to-da^, 
and  they  can  raise  any  objection  to  this 
Bill  which  they  pleaee.  But,  more  than 
that,  we  have  taken  no  step  whatever  to 
debar  them  from  going  before  a  Select 
Committee  if  the  ordinary  Rules  and 
Regulations  of  the  House  will  permit 
them  to  do  so.  We  are  perfectly  pre- 
pared, if  they  have  a  right  to  be  heard 
against  the  Bill  which  we  now  ask  the 
House  to  read  a  second  lime,  to  meet 
them  before  a  Select  Committee;  but 
we  do  not  think  that  we  have  any  right 
in  justice  to  ourselves,  after  the  large 
amount  of  money  we  have  already  spent, 
and  tbe  great  delay  which  took  place  be- 
fore we  were  able  to  obtain  the  sanction 
of  Parliament  to  our  BiU,  to  increase 
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that  amount  of  cost  and  that  delay,  in 
order  to  place  them  in  a  position  to  be 
heard.  Parliament  has  laid  down  cer- 
tain Standing  Orders  which  ^ide  the 
practice  oi  the  House  in  questions  such 
as  this.  If  the  interests  of  any  Peti- 
tioner against  the  Bill  are  aSected  by  the 
measure  they  will  obtain  a  hcut  ttandi 
before  a  Committee ;  and  if  they  are  not 
affected  by  the  Bill,  I  want  to  know  why 
they  should  be  heard  ?  Now,  I  believe 
there  is  a  great  impreasion  abroad  that, 
in  the  intzoduction  of  this  Bill,  we  are 
pressing  a  principle  which  is  opposed  to 
sound  finance,  and  altogether  contrary 
to  the  principles  of  what  is  called  finan- 
cial morality,  and  that  we  are  endea- 
vouring to  make  an  exception  from  the 
principle  already  laid  down  by  Parlia- 
ment. I  am  not  going  to  argue  the 
question  whether  that  principle  has 
already  been  laid  down  by  Parliament 
or  not.  I  merely  state  my  own  opinion 
that  I  believe  the  prohibition  to  pay  in- 
terest during  the  construction  of  the 
works  has  never  been  laid  down  abso- 
lutely by  Parliament.  The  exceptions 
are  so  numerous  in  every  direction  that, 
certainly,  it  is  a  principle  which  the 
House  may  be  fairly  asked  on  a  special 
occasion  to  give  way  upon.  Nor  has  the 
principle  been  consistently  applied.  In 
the  first  place,  borrowed  capital  on  all 
these  undertaking  has  alvaya  received 
interest,  and  that  interest  is  paid  during 
the  construction  of  works,  although  no 
profit  has  been  earned  by  the  Company 
undertaking  the  works.  Then,  again, 
interest  is  paid  on  calls  made  in  advance, 
and  in  that  case  Parliament  has  given 
its  permission  to  payments  being  made 
out  of  capital  as  a  return  to  those  who 
pay  their  calls  in  advance.  Once  more, 
there  are  the  Limited  Liability  Compa - 
nies,  every  one  of  which,  although  the 
provisions  of  the  Companies'  Clauses 
Act  are  against  this  power,  can  at  once 
take  advantage  of  the  power ;  and  they 
have  always  received  the  authority  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  pa  a  matter  of 
eourae.  In  the  next  place,  there  are 
great  evasions  of  the  prohibition,  if  such 
prohibition  exists,  by  oonbractors  and 
others,  which  I  must  admit  are  very  pre- 
judicial to  the  economy  of  most  of  our 
great  undertakings.  I  may  now  be  al- 
lowed for  a  moment  to  refer  to  the  rea- 
sons why  I  urge  upon  the  House  the 
desirability  of  passing  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  Bill  on  this  occasion.  The 
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Act  of  1885,  which  was  passed  after  a 
three  years'  struggle  carried  on  at  enor- 
mous expense,  will,  I  believe,  be  per- 
fectly inoperative  if  this  Bill  does  not  re- 
ceive the  sanction  of  Parliament.  I 
need  scarcely  say  that  this  is  not  a 
bogas  Company  —  that  it  is  not  a 
Company  created  by  what  are  usually 
called  promoters,  however  estimable 
promoters  may  be.  I  am  not  offering 
any  opinion  with  regard  to  promoters 
at  all ;  nor  am  I  sa3ring  a  word  about 
them  in  a  sinister  sense ;  I  am  only  say- 
ing that  this  Company  was  not  got  up 
by  promoters.  The  Company  may  be 
more  truly  dest^bed  as  a  great  effort  on 
the  part  of  a  great  community  to  relieve 
themselves  of  difficulties  of  transit,  and 
of  the  coat  of  that  transit,  which  they  feel 
to  be  very  oppressive  on  the  whole  trade 
of  the  district.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  a 
word  against  railways  which  have  served 
the  district  well  in  the  past,  and  which 
may  serve  the  district  well  in  the  future  ; 
nor  have  I  anjiihing  to  say  against  the 
Port  of  Liverpool.  There,  again,  Man- 
chester has  been  very  much  indebted  to 
Liverpool ;  but  I  do  object  that  in  these 
times  of  great  depression  and  difficulty 
the  people  of  thedistriotahould  not  have 
a  right  to  oome  to  Parliament,  and.  if 
they  can,  to  sug^^t  a  mode  whereby 
their  productions  can  be  sent  to  the  con- 
sumers at  a  (Reaper  rate  than  that  which 
at  present  exists,  so  that  their  trade  may 
be  improved,  with  a  due  regard,  not  only 
to  the  railway  interests,  but  with  due 
regard  also  to  the  interests  of  Liverpool. 
I  think,  on  the  contrary,  that  it  is  their 
right  to  come  to  Parliament  and  ask 
Parliament  to  give  their  sanction  to  such 
an  undertaking ;  and  I  will  venture  to 
add  that  it  seems  to  me  that  there  Is 
another  claim  on  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. And  it  is  this.  At  the  present 
moment,  if  there  is  one  subject  which, 
is  exciting  the  minds  of  commercial  men 
and  those  engaged  in  industrial  pur- 
suits more  than  another,  it  is  the  great 
loss  sustained  in  the  country  hy  allowing 
the  waterways  to  be  taken  up  and  em- 
ployed by  Companies,  so  that,  to  a  great 
ext»tt,  they  are  destroyed  as  a  means  of 
transit.  Not  only  should  we  endeavour 
to  open  out  new  waterways,  bnt,'whatis 
of  more  importance,  we  should  endeavour 
to  utilize  and  extend  the  advantages  of 
a  natural  waterway  which  we  have  at 
present  from  Manchester  to  the  sea ; 
and  I  cannot  help  feeling  tha^  is  looking 
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to  the  ft^oMf  tlie  effittrts  wMoh  an  now 
nude  to  reduce  the  cost  of  production 
and  the  cost  of  traneit  as  one  of  the  items 
ia  that  cost  are  efforts  which  Parliament 
will  be  led  to  entertain  and  support. 
That  every  efibrt  should  be  mad©  to  en- 
deavour to  extend  and  utilize  the  water- 
ways of  the  country  is  important,  be- 
cause it  is  a  well-known  fact,  patent  to 
everyone,  that  when  we  have  waterways 
once  laid  down  the  natural  cost  of  their 
maintenance  must  be  considerably  less 
— probably  oue-half  of  what  it  would 
cost  to  maintain  railways.  Now,  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  this  is  a  Bill  that  has 
not  been  smuggled  through  Parliament. 
It  has  been  three  years  before  Parlia- 
ment and  before  the  country.  I  donotsup- 
pose  that  there  is  a  single  constituency 
in  the  whole  of  Lancashire  and  York- 
shire who  do  not  know  everything  about 
it.  Therefore,  although  Parliament  ought 
to  be  traly  jealous  of  giving  its  sanction 
to  schemes  of  a  bogus  character,  I  do 
not  think  that  any  imputation  can  be 
thrown  on  the  Manchester  Ship  Canal 
Company  for  anything  that  has  hitherto 
taken  place  in  regard  to  this  scheme. 
After  the  criticisms  and  examination 
which  the  Bill  received  from  six  Select 
Committees,  and  the  opposition  it  re- 
ceived in  every  stage,  I  think  there  is 
no  danger,  in  the  House  of  Commons 
pasnng  this  Bill,  that  any  investment, 
however  small,  will  be  made  under  any 
misapprehension  of  the  objects  which 
the  promoters  have  in  view.  I  am  in  a 
position  to  say  that  if  this  Bill  is  passed, 
the  capitalists,  not  only  of  Lancashire 
and  Yorkshire,  but  of  other  parts  of  the 
cottDtry,  will  come  forward  and  find  the 
capital  for  die  undertaking.  I  may 
mention  many  cases  that  I  know  of  my- 
self of  individuals  who  have  given  small 
sums  of  £2. 000,  £3,000,and£4, 000  for  the 
purpose  of  putting  them  in  this  Canal  as 
the  result  of  what  the  opponents  of  the 
Bill  have  called  a  vigorous  canvass. 
That  vigorous  canvass  was  nothing  more 
than  the  employment  of  agents  who  were 
sent  round  to  those  who  subscribed  to 
the  original  expense  of  getting  the  Bill, 
asking  them  to  subscribe  further  sums 
of  money.  The  fact  of  the  matter  ia 
that  we  went  about  the  matter  in  a  dif- 
ferent way.  We  knew  that  we  had  a 
large  sum  of  money  to  raise  ^  we  made 
our  aiiangements  to  ascertain  how  we 
could  riuse  the  oapital ;  and  our  desire 
was  to  indaoe  those  who  had  giren  flmoll 
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subscriptions  to  pay  the  expenses  which 
attended  the  promotion  of  the  Bill  to 
say  what  further  amounts  they  were 
prepared  to  subscribe.  There  are,  no 
doubt,  many  gentlemen  in  Manchester 
who  have  subscribed  small  amounts  who 
are  prepared  to  go  to  a  much  more  con- 
fliderable  expense  if  this  Bill  is  passed. 
I  may  mention  the  remarkable  case  oE 
the  Wholesale  Co-operative  Society, 
which  has  taken  about  £10,000  worth 
of  shares ;  and  I  hope  the  House  will 
allow  me  to  mention  what  that  Society 
is.  I  think  the  House  will  be  surprised 
to  hear  that  this  Wholesale  Co-operative 
Society  of  Manchester  has  a  turnover 
of  £3,000,000  a-year,  and  a  turnover  in 
its  banking  department  of  £16,000,000 ; 
and  this  Co-operative  Society  has  al- 
ready taken  £10,000  worth  of  shares. 
It  advanced  5  per  cent  upon  its  share 
capital ;  and  the  Directors  naturally  say 
— "  Until  we  can  oJBFer  to  those  for  whom 
we  act  some  similar  intwest  during  the 
time  of  construction  we  cannot  take 
more  shares  or  lock  up  more  capital  in 
this  undertaking,  which  must  be  un- 
remunerative  during  the  time  of  con- 
struction." I  may  mention  another  in- 
teresting fact— that  the  Salford  Corpora- 
tion have  promoted  a  Bill  in  order  to 
enable  them  to  take  shares  in  this  un- 
dertaking to  the  amount  of  £250,000. 
They  have  just  taken  a  poll  of  the  rate- 
payers of  Salford  in  order  to  ascertain 
dieir  feelings  in  the  matter,  and  the 
result  was  only  announoedthe  other  day, 
when,  out  of  19,000  votes  which  were 
recorded,  16,653  were  given  infavoor, 
against  2,440.  Now,  I  venture  to  think 
that  this  is  not  a  question  which  affects 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  only.  Our 
opponents  have  tried  to  make  out  that 
there  was  a  bargain  made  before  the 
Committee  which  passed  the  Bill,  and 
that  we  made  promises  that  the  oapital 
should  be  raised  in  Lancashire  and 
Yorkshire.  No  such  idea  was  ever  in 
the  minds  of  the  promoters.  The  fact 
is,  that  those  interested  in  the  Ship 
Canal  are  very  many  more  than  those 
who  inhabit  the  counties  of  Lancashire 
and  Yorkshire.  We  believe  that  Ireland 
is  very  much  interested  in  the  success  of 
this  Canal ;  and  it  is  interested  ma- 
terially in  the  transit  of  articles  of  a 

Perishable  nature  by  means  of  this  Canal, 
hey  will  be  able  to  bring  their  pro- 
ductions rapdly  to  Manchester ;  and  the 
same  remark  ap^ies  to  every  part  of 
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England  wKich  will  ahow  their  appre- 
ciation of  tibas  scheme  br  taking  shares 
in  the  Oanal  if  this  BiU  is  passed.  I 
have  only  one  word  more  to  say  with 
regard  to  the  proposal  that  the  Bill 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee ;  and  I  will  say  at  once  Uiat  the 
reason  wliy  we  resist  tliat  proposal  is  not 
because  we  are  not  anxious  that  our 
opponents  should  have  fair  play,  but  we 
think  that  they  have  had  fair  play.  The 
Bill  does  not  refer  to  those  fiery  ques- 
tions we  have  had  in  regard  to  this 
Ship  Canal ;  but  the  only  reason  why 
we  approve  this  proposal  is,  that  there 
has  already  been  a  large  amount  of  money 
spent,  and  a  considerable  delay  in  com- 
mencing the  important  work  we  have  in 
hand.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  House 
is  aware  of  the  fact  that  no  less  than 
£250,000  has  been  spent  in  the  pre- 
liminary stages  of  prosecuting  the  Act 
of  1885,  and  that  no  leas  than  175  days, 
or  six  months,  were  spent  in  proceed- 
ings upstairs,  where,  I  am  sure,  our  op- 
ponents had  every  opportunity  of  stating 
all  the  arguments  they  could  brin^  to 
bear  against  the  scheme.  I  do  thmk, 
under  these  circumstances,  that  the  time 
has  now  arrived  when  full  effect  should 
be  given  to  the  Act  of  Parliament  passed 
last  Session.  If  our  opponents  have  a 
loetu  standi,  they  will  have  a  right  to  be 
heard  in  opposition  to  the  Bill ;  but  I 
cannot  consent  to  a  new  departure  being 
opened  to  them,  which  will  only  result  in 
materially  adding  to  the  cost  and  delay 
which  will  attend  the  carrying  out  of  this 
scheme. 

LoED  CLAUD  HAMILTON  (Liver- 
pool, West  Derby) :  I  rise  with  some 
regret  to  move  the  rejection  of  this  Bill. 
X  do  80  not  only  in  the  interest  of  those 
whom  I  represent,  but  also  in  flu^ort 
of  the  independence  of  Private  Bill  Com- 
mittees in  this  House,  and  also  in  sup- 
port of  their  decisions.  My  lion.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Houlds- 
wortli)  stated  that  the  Bill  was  intro- 
duced for  the  purpose  of  giving  effect  to 
the  Act  of  last  Session  ;  but,  as  far  as  I 
can  read  the  Bill,  it  was  introduced  not 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  effect  to 
the  Act  of  last  Session,  but  for  the  pur- 
pose of  upsetting  and  reversing  the  pro- 
visions which  that  Act  contains.  Now, 
my  constituents,  the  people  of  Liver- 
pool, have  opposed  this  sweme  since  its 
first  introducitcHi  on.  one  ground  onl^. 
Th^  are  not  a£nid  of  oompetition  in 
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trade.  They  do  not  think  that  if  the 
Canal  were  made  it  would  have  any  con- 
siderable effect  on  the  great  trade  of 
Liverpool ;  but  what  they  fear  is  that 
if  the  Oanal  were  made  it  would  so 
interfere  with,  the  navigation  of  the 
estuary  of  the  Mersey  as  to  destroy  the 
commerce  of  the  port,  snd  so  cause 
ruin  to  hundreds  and  thousands  who 
gain  a  livelihood  by  that  commerce.  I 
do  not,  on  this  occasion,  propose  to  go 
into  the  engineering  or  the  comraercial 
merits  of  the  undertaking.  They  were 
fully  dealt  with  by  the  Committee,  and 
it  would  not  be  right  or  proper  to  take 
up  the  time  of  the  House  in  dealing  with 
them  now.  What  I  wish  to  address 
myself  to  mainly  is,  the  point  of  agree- 
ment arrived  at  by  the  Committee  of  last 
year  at  the  instance  of  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill,  and  the  alteration  in  the  capital 
powers  now  contemplated  by  the  pro- 
visions of  the  present  Bill.  My  hon. 
Friend  says  that  the  Bill  of  1883  was 
introduced  into  the  House  of  Commons 
and  passed  by  this  House  without 
the  muses  relating  to  the  payment  of 
interest  out  of  capital  being  expunged. 
That  is  perfectly  true ;  but  when  the 
Preamble  was  passed  by  the  Committee 
upstairs,  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  with- 
drew their  opposition  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  it  to  "another  place."  The 
Bill  went  to  the  House  of  Lords  with 
the  clauses  which  it  contained  untouched, 
and  that  House  rejected  the  measure  on 
its  merits.  In  1884  a  fresh  Bill  was 
introduced  in  the  House  of  Xiords ;  and, 
as  those  who  were  in.  Parliament  at 
the  time  are  aware,  the  provisions  pro- 
viding for  the  payment  of  interest  out 
of  capital  were  struck  out  in  that  House, 
and  the  BiU  was  ultimately  lost  before  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
In  1885  the  Bill  was  introduced  again  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  it  contained  a 
clause  asking  for  permission  to  pay 
interest  out  of  capital.  That  clause  was 
struck  out  before  the  Bill  went  into 
Committee,  and  the  Bill,  after  it  received 
the  sanction  of  the  House  of  Lords,  came 
down  to  the  House  of  Commons  and  was 
discussed  here ;  but  no  question  was 
raised  on  the  subject  of  the  payment  of 
interest  out  of  capital.  During  the  whole 
consideration  of  the  Bill  that  question 
was  never  raised  by  the  promoters,  nor 
was  it,  directly  or  indirectly,  alluded  to  by 
them.  The  investigations  of  both  Com- 
mittees of  last  Sessi<ni  were  of  a  most 
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painstakiiig  character.  TheBUl  occupied 
a  large  amount  of  attention,  and  wliat 
mainly  Btruck  the  GommitteeB  of  both 
HoQsea  was  this — the  continued  asser- 
tions of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  that  if 
the  scheme  were  passed  hy  Parliament 
they  Tould  be  able  without  the  slightest 
difficulty  to  raise  in  Manchester  and  the 
district  the  amount  of  money  that  might 
be  required  for  carrying  out  the  under- 
taking. Indeed,  it  was  stated  that  Man- 
chester itself  would  not  only  raise  the 
capital  required  under  the  Bill,  but  a 
gnat  deal  more  if  necessary.  I  must, 
therefore,  take  exception  to  what  fell 
from  my  hon.  Friend  in  regard  to  that 
matter.  I  have  a  copy  of  the  speeches 
delivered  in  Committee,  and  uso  the 
evidenoe  of  ike  chief  witnessea  called  in 
support  of  the  Bill.  Now,  what  was  it 
that  Mr.  Pember,  the  counsel  for  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill,  said  ?    He  said — 

"  I  am  not  afraid  that  yon  will  get  any  doabt- 
fnl  answer  DO  the  matter.  The  men  who  epent 
£1,000,000  on  the  Tovn  Hall,  upon  a  splendid 
toy,  so  to  e^kj  merely  to  be  the  pride  and 
bout  ol  tbor  dty,  are  not  likely  to  hesitate 
aboat  finding  rix  times  or  nine  times  the  amount 
neceesary  for  the  construction  of  an  artery 
which  ia  to  carry  their  commercial  life-blood 
and  proTide  for  the  derelopment  of  their  trade." 

Then,  again,  he  said,  before  the  Lords' 
Committee — 

"  Do  you  suppose  that  we  shall  not  find  the 
money  F  Do  you  suppose  that  a  population 
which  haa  invested  £100,000,000  of  money  in 
one  industry  alone,  which  is  the  case  of  the 
cotton  trade,  would  not  find  £7,000,000  or 
£8,000,000  or  £9,000,000  or  £10,000,000  or 
£12.000,000  of  money  if  it  were  wanted,  which, 
after  all,  only  comes  to  10  per  cent  upon  the 
capital  to  preserve  an  indastry  which 
£100,000,000  repreaents  ?  Of  course  they 
would." 

He  said,  further — 

**Are  you  going  to  disbelieve  these  people, 
and  to  say  that  the  caste  which  they  represent, 
and  in  a  measure  who  are  worth  hunoreds  of 
millions  of  money,  invested  in  businesses  which 
they  see  stagnating  or  pining,  and  they  believe 
conscientiously  to  be  in  a  decline,  cannot  find  a 
tenth  or  a  twentieth  part  of  the  money  invested 
to  save  what  they  have  already  invested  ?  The 
notion  to  me  is  too  absurd  for  argument." 

Let  me  turn  now  to  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
Adamaon,  the  chief  promoter  of  the  Bill. 
Being  asked  if  the  promoters  would  be 
able  to  raise  the  capital,  he  said — 

"  I  shotdd  be  very  much  duwpointed  if  a 
large  exoeM  of  the  ea^tal  required  is  not 
raised." 

That  was  his  evidence  boEore  the  Oom- 
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mittee  of  the  House  of  Commons.  In 

the  Lords'  Committee  in  1883  I  find 
these  Questions  and  Answers  in  his  evi- 
dence— 

"  You  say  that  you  are  certain  that  you  will 
be  able  to  raise  the  capital  P  Answer — That  is 
my  impression. — Question — Thon  I  suppose,  as 
you  would  be  able  to  do  so,  you  would  not  see 
any  objection  to  being  compelled  to  do  so?— 
Answer— Not  to  raise  a  very  large  porMon  of  it 
I  am  quito  sore." 

When  the  Bill  was  before  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons  in  1884 
Mr.  Adamson  was  asked — 

"  Do  you  think  that  there  will  be  any  dif- 
ficulty, if  this  Bill  passes,  in  raising  the  neces- 
sary capital  to  commence  and  oompleto  these 
Canal  works  P  " 

His  reply  was — 

"  No  ;  I  think  with  Sir  William  Forwood, 
when  speaking  in  Liverpool  about  a  fortnight 
ago,  that  there  will  be  no  difficulty ;  and  my  own 
private  impresrions  are  that  if  the  capital  was 
£20,000,000,  and  Lancashire  saw  that  there  was 
a  prospect  of  a  reasonable  remuneration,  she 
would  find  the  money  for  this  groat  projeot." 

Then  he  was  further  asked — 

"  You  have  not  the  least  doubt  of  raising  the 
capital  if  the  Bill  is  passed  through  Parlia- 
ment P  " 

and  he  replied — 
"  Not  the  slightest  doubt." 

Evidence  to  a  similar  effect  to  that  of 
Mr.  Adamson  was  given  by  the  Mayor 
of  Manchester,  the  Town  Clerk,  and 
others.  Last  year  Mr.  Adamson  was 
asked — 

"Have  you  any  doubt  that  if  the  Oommittee 
BOO  fit  to  authorize  this  scheme  the  capital  will 
be  forthcoming  F  " 

His  reply  was— 

"  I  have  not  indeed,  or  I  would  not  have 

given  my  time  and  my  money  umoally  to  the 
support  of  this  scheme ;  and  I  think  wnen  the 
Committee  have  before  them  the  fact  that  the 
great  Corporations  of  Manchester,  of  Salford, 
and  of  Warrington,  and  all  the  other  boroughs 
that  are  interested  in  this  matter  are  aapportiag 
us,  there  can  be  no  question  of  flnaing  the 
money  from  7,000,000  of  people." 

There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  state- 
ment was  distinctly  made  that  the 
people  of  Manchester  were  so  largely 
interested  in  the  undertaking  that  the 
general  public  would  not  be  asked  to 
aubacrlbe  a  farthing.  That  statement 
materially  influoaoed  the  Committee 
both  in  the  Lords  and  Commons.  The 
feeling  was  that  it  would  not  be  right, 
when  Lanoaahire  or  so  lai^e  a  portion  of 
Lancashire  was  unanimous  in  asking  for 
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these  powers,  to  rejeet  the  Bill ;  and  it 
was,  taerefore,  decided  to  pass  the  mea- 
sure. At  the  same  time,  it  was  passed 
in  a  manner  which  is  worthy  of  Uie  at- 
tention of  the  House.  It  must  he  re- 
membered that  the  objections  to  the  Bill 
were  ur^d  in  three  sncoessiTe years ;  and 
the  Tarious  Committees  to  whicb  the 
Bill  was  submitted  were  so  much  struck 
with  the  force  of  those  objections 
that  in  passing  the  Bill  they  imposed 
on  the  promoters  very  stringent  pro- 
visions, such  as  I  do  not  recollect  to  have 
ever  seen  inserted  before  in  an  Act  of 
Parliament.  I  may  add  that  they  were 
simply  inserted  for  the  protection  of  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill.  I  rather  think 
that  it  was  at  tbe  invitation  of  the  pro- 
moters, in  the  first  instance,  that  a  pro- 
vision was  inserted  to  require  that 
£5,000,000  should  be  subscribed  within 
two  years  of  the  passing  of  the  Act  be- 
fore one  sod  of  earth  was  turned ;  and 
that  was  exclusive  of  the  sum  of 
£1,710,000  which  it  was  necessary  to 
raise  for  t^e  purohase  of  die  Bridge- 
water  Oanal,  which  sum  was  also  to  oe 
subscribed  within  the  pniod  of  two 
years.  The  original  deposit  of  £276,000, 
instead  of  being  released  on  the  passing 
of  the  Bill,  was  impounded,  and  it  was 
actually  to  be  impounded  for  three  years 
after  the  passing  of  the  Bill.  Eogiueering 
works  were  also  required  to  be  carried 
out,  not  at  tbe  instance  of  the  Port  of 
Liverpool,  but  of  other  Petitioners. 
These  stringent  provisions  were  all  ac- 
cepted without  demur  by  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill ;  they  accepted  them  gladly, 
and  raised  no  objection  to  tbem.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  the  Committee  thought 
they  were  {Spared  to  abide  by  them  ; 
and,  as  I  have  said  before,  not  one  word 
was  said  about  the  payment  of  interest 
out  of  capital.  On  the  contrary,  the  pro- 
motfics  assured  the  Committee  that  the 
oapital  proposed  to  be  raised  under  the 
powers  given  by  the  Bill  would  be  raised 
without  any  further  clause  to  provide 
for  payment  of  interest  out  of  capital. 
"What  took  place  when  the  Bill  passed? 
There  was  great  rejoicing  in  Manchester; 
there  was  a  magnificent  pageant  through 
the  streets  of  Manchester.  Champagne 
flowed,  and  there  was  a  good  deal  of 
tall  talk  indulged  in.  When  everyone 
had  been  raised  to  the  proper  pitoh  of 
excitement,  then  Mr.  Adamson  com- 
mesced  his  canvass  in  ordo:  to  raise 
the  capital.   The  response  was  some- 
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thing  magnificent.  Out  of  a  capi- 
tal of  £8,000,000  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  actually  sucoeeded  in  raising 
£750,000 — rather  less  than  one-eightE 
of  the  whole  sum.  Now,  what  was  the 
reason  of  that  7  Was  it  an  admissiim 
tiiat  Uuioheater  is  poor  and  impo- 
Teriabed?  Poor  impoTerished  Han- 
Chester !  I  am  sure  that  laverpool  looks 
upon  her  with  the  greatest  possible 
commiseration.  Here  is  a  work  which  we 
are  told  is  necessary  to  save  her  exist- 
ence ;  to  protect  her  trade  from  stagna- 
tion and  ruin — here  was  a  measure  in 
which  there  was  at  once  to  be  invested 
millions  of  the  oapital  of  Lancashire, 
and  which  the  people  of  Lancashire 
would  fireely  support  in  order  to  save 
the  money  they  bad  already  invested ; 
but  when  the  time  comes,  and  an  appeal 
is  made  to  impoverished  Manohei^r, 
they  only  raise  a  sum  of  £750,000.  But 
are  they  really  impoverished  ?  Does  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Manchestet 
(Hr.  Houldsworth)  Look  like  an  im- 
povOTished  man  ?  Vow  the  hon. -Mem- 
ber for  Manobester,  who  supports  the 
Bill  on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  look 
as  if  he  was  going  through  a  period  of 
privation  and  starvation  ?  No,  Sir ;  the 
reason  why  the  money  was  not  raised 
was  very  apparent  to  every  man  who 
has  been  behind  the  scenes  in  this  mat- 
ter ;  and  I  will  briefly  and  graphically 
describe  what  it  is.  A  short  time  ago 
a  respectable  artizan  of  Manchester 
called  upon  the  Secretary  of  the  Liverpool 
Dock  Board,  and  be  said  that  he  wotdd 
like  to  renew  a  Dock-bond  be  held,  and 
which  was  falling  due.  "Ah,"  said  the 
Secretary,  "  why  not  take  them  out  and 
invest  them  in  the  Manchester  Ship 
Canal  ?  "  With  a  knowing  wink,  the 
artizan  replied — "  No,  Sir;  X  shouts  for 
the  Oanal,  but  they  see's  none  of  my 
brass."  That,  Sir,  is  the  whole  question. 
My  hon.  Friend  ike  Member  for  Man- 
chester "shouts  for  the  Canal."  My 
right  hon.  Friend  who  represents  Black- 
burn (Sir  Robert  Peel),  who  appears  to  be 
so  itching  to  speak,  is  about  to  shout  for 
the  Canal ;  but  the  Canal  will  see  none,, 
or  very  little,  of  their  brass.  The  people 
of  Manchester  are  a  long-beaded,  a 
cute,  and  astute  people  ;  they  know  that 
thisundertakingis  unsound;  and,  know- 
ing that,  they  will  not  invest  their 
capital  in  it.  What  do  they  propose  to 
do  ?  They  appear  to  be  acting  upon  a 
maxim  whicb  has  now  become  aoBiw- 
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vlukt  OBlebrated — that  tba  people  who 
have  money  and  no  brains  were  made 
for  the  people  who  hare  brains  and  no 
money.  They  oome  now  to  Parliament 
for  power  to  pay  interest  out  of  capital, 
and  then  to  go  to  the  general  public  in 
order  to  induce  them,  under  specious 
promises  of  paying  interest  out  of  capital, 
to  invest  their  money  in  this  under- 
taking, to  which  the  people  of  Lancashire 
decline  to  subscribe.  Now,  I  main- 
tain that  the  principle  of  paying 
interest  out  of  capital  is  unsound  in 
itself ;  but  that  is  not  the  question 
which  I  wi^  to  raise  at  the  present 
moment.  What  I  want  to  point  out  is 
tiiat  this  is  a  breach  of  the  solemn  agree- 
meat  come  to  between  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  and  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  What  were  the  proposals 
in  regard  to  the  capital  to  be  raised 
under  these  different  Bills?  In  1883 
the  capital  was  to  be  £8,000,000,  and  in 
the  Bill  of  that  year  the  promoters  in- 
serted a  power  to  pay  interest  out  of 
capital ;  but  the  payment  of  interest  out 
of  capital  was  oyer  and  beyond  the 
share  capital  of  £8,000,000.  In  1884 
they  repented  that  provision ;  but  in 
1885,  in  addition  to  the  £6,000,000, 
power  was  asked  to  raise  additional 
capital,  which  would  add  £2  to  every 
share,  with  the  intention  of  devoting 
that  sum  to  the  payment  of  interest  out 
of  capital,  the  sum  itself  amounting  to 
aomething  like  £600,000-^at  was  be- 
yond the  £8,000,000  of  share  capital 
which  the  promoters  declared  to  be  ne- 
eeesary  for  the  construction  of  the  works, 
and  which  was  admitted  by  the  witnesses 
to  be  neoeesary.  What  does  the  present 
Bill  propose  to  do  ?  It  proposes  to  pay 
interest  out  of  the  existing  capital  of 
£8,000,000  to  the  extent  of  £762,000, 
and  to  reduce  the  borrowing  powers  by 
£188,000;  so  that  the  promoters  reduce 
the  capital  of  £8,000,000  by  £940,000, 
or,  roughly  speaking,  by  £1,000,000 
sterling.  Now,  how  can  they  oome  with 
aa  honest  face  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  ask  for  a  reduction  of  share 
capital,  when  only  last  year,  before  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords,  they 
stated  thai  the  total  ram  of  £8,000,000 
was  absolutely  necessary  for  the  due 
constmetioA  of  the  works?  I  think  I 
have  given  some  reasons  why  the  Bill, 
on  its  merits,  should  be  rejected  on  the 
second  reading  ;  but  if  the  House  in  its 
wisdom  tiiinke  fit  to  pass  the  1^1,  I 
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would  ask  that  we  be  allowed  to  be 

heard  before  the  Select  Committee. 
Had  the  promoters  proposed  before  the 
Committee  of  last  year  that  they  should 
have  the  power  of  pajing  interest  out 
of  capital,  we,  the  Petitioners,  would 
have  oeen  before  that  Committee,  and 
would  have  had  our  own  Iowa  ttandi. 
Since  that  time  the  promises  held  out  to 
the  Committee  have  been  ignored,  and 
the  House  has  been  cruelly  deceived. 
What  are  we  to  do  under  existing  cir- 
cumstances? Are  we,  the  Petitioners, 
with  such  enormous  interests  at  stake, 
to  be  deprived  of  the  advantage  of 
being  heard  by  counsel  before  the  Select 
Committee  ?  X  do  not  believe  for  a  mo- 
ment that  the  House  will  perpetrate 
such  an  in  justice,  or  impose  such  a 
manifest  hurdship  upon  us.  We  want 
to  hear  from  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees ;p6rsonally  what  bis  views  are  on 
this  subject.  We  have  already  seen  a 
Report,  which  comes  from  the  Board  of 
Trade,  on  the  general  proposal  of  the 
Bill,  and  I  wish  to  make  one  observation 
in  respect  to  that  most  remarkable  Paper. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  received  a 
deputation  representing  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill,  to  which  he  very  properly 
replied  that  he  could  give  no  opinion  as 
to  the  Bill,  but  that  he  would  do  what- 
ever was  right.  Subsequently  he  re- 
ceived a  deputation  from  me  Petitioners, 
and  he  received  them,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  always  does,  with  the  greatest 
courtesy.  Having  heard  the  statements 
of  the  deputation,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  he  would  give  due  weight  to 
what  had  been  urged,  but  that  he  could 
not  pledge  himself  to  a  particular  course. 
But  before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
heard  that  deputation  what  had  hap- 
pened ?  Why,  it  appears  that  that  irre- 
sponsible au^ority — that  Bismarck  of 
Whitehall — Sir  Thomas  Farrer,  had  sent 
a  document  to  the  newspapers  in  sup- 
port of  the  Bill.  [Mr.  Mundblla:  No.] 
Surely  it  cannot  be  denied  that  before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  his 
statement  to  the  deputation  on  Friday 
last  the  document  to  which  I  refer  was 
already  in  the  hands  of  the  P»eB !  I 
make  no  charge  against  the  right  hon. 
GhmHeman,  but  merely  against  Sir 
Thomas  Farrer,  who  has  adopted  a 
course  almost  withoTit  precedent  in  re- 
gard to  this  Bill.  I  hope  that  the  House 
of  Commons,  if  they  do  not  see  fit  to 
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reject  the  Bill,  will  see  that  the  Peti- 
tioners against  it  have  a  due  locm  standi, 
and  that  they  are  not  placed  in  a  worse 
position  than  they  would  hare  heen  if 
they  had  been  heard  upon  this  point 
before  a  Select  Oommittee  last  year. 
Our  Oommitteea  are  proverbial  for  the 
impartiality  with  which  they  act  in  a 
judicial  character;  and  I,  for  one,  would 
never  question  the  impartiality  and  in- 
tegrity of  the  Members  who  discharge 
the  onerous  duties  imposed  upon  them 
by  the  House;  but  I  say  that  when, 
after  three  years,  an  undrataking  was 
come  to,  after  a  protracted  and  pains- 
taking inquiry,  on  undertaking  was 
given  by  the  promoteiB  of  the  Bill,  it  is  a 
monstrous  thing  for  the  same  promoters, 
within  four  mouths  of  the  passage  of 
the  Bill,  to  come  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons with  a  new  measure  asking  us  to 
upset  the  decision  arrived  at,  and  to 
introduce  an  entirely  new  principle, 
foreign,  I  am  happy  to  say,  to  a  great 
extent,  to  the  Legislature  of  this  coun- 
try, in  an  attempt  to  raise  money  for  the 
prosecution  of  a  scheme  which  I  believe 
to  be  ridiculous,  and  one  which  will 
never  be  carried  out,  and  which  is  op- 
posed to  the  interests  of  a  large  and  im- 
portant body  of  the  community. 

SieHBNBY  metset-thompson 

(Lincolnshire,  Brigg) :  In  rising  to 
second  the  Uotion  of  my  noble  Friend, 
that  this  Bill  be  read  a  aeoond  time 
on  tiiis  day  six  months,  I  wish  to  say 
that  I  have  no  hostility  whatever  to  the 
Manchester  Ship  Oanal  itself  as  an 
undertaking.  My  opposition  is  confined 
entirely  to  the  payment  of  interest  out  of 
capital ;  and  I  shall  heartily  oppose  any 
Bill,  whether  it  is  a  Bailway  Bill,  a  Canal 
Bill,  or  a  Dock  Bill,  which  sanctions  the 
payment  of  interest  out  of  capital,  and  ' 
which  is  a  payment  of  no  interest  at  all, 
but  simply  a  return  to  the  investors  of  a 
portion  of  their  own  capital.  I  listened 
with  great  attention  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Houldaworth),  in  the 
hope  of  finding  out  whether  he  had  any 
oi^umraits  to  offer  in  favour  of  the  Bill ; 
but  I  fail  to  find  any  argummt  at  all. 
According  to  hia  account,  all  I  could 
gather  was  that  the  House  last  year  had 
sanotioned  a  Bill,  and  had  sanctioned  an 
appeal  to  the  public  to  raise  £8,000,000 
in  order  to  carry  out  the  undertaking, 
but  that  the  public  have  declined  to  6nd 
that  £8,000,000.  Naturally,  that  is  ex- 
tremely annoying  to  those  who  hoped  to 
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benefit  by  the  expenditure  of  that  snm 
of  money;  and,  therefore,  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill  now  com©  to  the  House  and 
ask  to  be  allowed  to  offer  new  induce- 
ments, new  baits,  and  new  supposed  ad- 
vantages to  the  public,  in  order  to  make 
them  find  the  money.  Now,  what  are 
the  inducements  which  the  House  is 
asked  to  sanction  ?  What  are  their 
character  ?  Are  they  such  as  would  in- 
duce any  sensible  man  to  put  his  money 
into  this  undertaking,  and  would  he  feel 
inclined  to  do  so  without  suoh  induce- 
ments f  Are  th^  induoemenf s  of  suoh 
a  charaeter  as  would  enable  a  man  of 
intelligence  to  look  upon  this  nndw- 
taking  as  a  good  investment  P  Would 
they  convert,  if  granted,  a  bad  invest- 
ment into  a  good  one  ?  What  can  any 
investor  gain  from  the  undertaking  ? 
It  confers  no  pecuniary  advantage  on 
the  investor.  There  is  no  glory  or 
honour  to  be  obtained  in  holding  shares 
in  the  Manchester  Ship  Canal  Company. 
If  any  man  wishes  to  put  £  LOO  into  this 
undertaking,  would  fae  be  a  richer  man 
if  this  Bill  is  passed  or  not?  It  is  a 
mere  question,  as  the  Americans  say,  of 
whether  there  is  money  in  it.  If  there  is 
money  tn  it,  I  grant  that  this  advantage 
must  make  the  investor  a  richer  man ; 
but  is  it  a  genuine  thing  ?  If  the  in- 
ducement held  out  to  him  will  not 
make  the  investor  richer,  then,  I  say,  it 
is  not  a  genuine  thing,  and  it  ought  to 
be  unhesitatingly  condemned  by  the 
House.  There  are  two  considerations 
involved  in  this  question.  The  first  is — 
ought  a  Company  to  be  allowed  to  return 
to  an  investor  his  own  capital  and  call  it 
interest  ?  The  second  is— ought  they  to 
be  allowed  to  increase  the  nominal 
amount  of  their  capital  by  the  payment 
of  a  further  amount  on  account  of  inte- 
rest ?  By  this  Bill  the  House  is  asked 
to  do  both  of  these  things.  We  are 
asked  to  allow  the  Company  to  spend 
£750,000  in  the  shape  of  interest  on 
capital  during  the  construction  of  works, 
aud  to  add  that  sum  to  the  capital  of  the 
Company.  If  they  are  to  add  £750,000 
to  the  capital  so  long  as  a  shareholder 
holds  his  shares,  it  is  a  matter  of  no 
moment  to  him  what  the  amount  of  the 
capital  is  nominally ;  but  when  he  sells 
his  shares  he  has  an  advantage  in 
having  marked  on  a  piece  of  paper  that 
a  share  for  which  he  has  only  paid  £90 
is  worth  £95.  But  the  ordinary  pnblio 
do  not  like  to  pay  a  premium  f<w  their 
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shares ;  and,  therefore,  if  only  £90  is  to 
be  spent  instead  of  £96,  why  should  we 
give  the  investor  a  piece  of  paper  on 
which  £9d  is  to  he  marked?  We  are 
asked  to  allow  this  Oompany  to  pay 
interest  out  of  capital  during  the  con- 
struotion  of  works,  bo  that  the  share- 
hoMer  who  is  induoed  to  pat  ids  money 
into  the  ooncam  should  receive  interest 
on  an  amount  of  each  share  which  it 
did  not  really  represent.  It  is  not  fair 
to  ^nt  that  before  the  public,  because  if 
it  IS  done  the  publio  woiUd  see  too 
plainly  what  the  real  issue  was.  They 
would  understand  that  they  were  pay- 
ing themselves  interest  on  an  amount  of 
capital  which  had  not  been  subscribed. 
The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Houldeworth) 
said  that  the  investors  in  Yorkshire 
could  not  afford  to  forego  their  interest 
for  so  long  a  time.  Well,  I  bave  heard 
that  very  often  before-^that  the  investor 
cannot  eitaud  out  of  his  money  for  such  a 
long  period  as  that  whicb  it  will  require 
to  complete  this  undertaking.  But  in 
what  way  is  he  to  receive  his  money 
under  tbe  system  proposed  in  this  Bill, 
and  what  advantage  does  he  derive  if 
he  hands  over  his  money  to  a  Oompany 
and  the  Company  pays  it  bade  to  him  ? 
If  this  House  were  to  order  that  for 
every  £100  made  up  annually  by  the 
investors  of  this  Oompany  there  should 
be  handed  in  at  the  same  time  a  signed 
and  sealed  packet  containing  four  sove- 
reigns,  and  that  the  Company  should 
retain  these  four  sovereigns  without 
breaking  the  packet  for  a  period  and 
then  pay  them  back  in  the  shape  of  in- 
terest, everyone  would  see  in  a  moment 
what  a  miserable  farce  it  is.  But  that 
is  not  proposed.  The  Oompany  are  not 
pn^KMing  to  do  that.  This  is  what  they 
desire  to  do — to  return  a  man  his  own 
money  in  another  form.  No  money  can 
be  returned  to  a  man  but  his  own.  The 
Company  are  earning  none ;  they  have 
no  other  funds ;  and  I  ask  the  House  is 
than  uiything  to  induce  an  investor,  if 
he  is  a  sensible  man,  to  put  bis  money 
into  an  undertaking  of  this  kind  ?  Is 
there  anything  in  the  privilege  promised 
htm  that  he  shall  be  paid  4  per  cent 
intereet  out  of  capital  r  Is  there  any- 
thing in  the  privilege  that  out  of  the 
money  he  has  solemnly  paid  in  January 
and  June  he  shall  receive  something 
back  in  June  and  January?  Yet  we 
are  told  that  this  privilege  of  paying 
monay  with  oie  hand  and  receiving 


money  with  the  other  is  so  valued  by 
investors  that  the  public  will  find 
£8,000,000  on  these  terms  for  the  con- 
struction of  this  Canal  if  they  are  allowed 
to  do  it,  but  that  they  will  subscribe 
none  if  this  privilege  is  not  permitted 
them.  I  ask  is  the  House  willing  that 
this  arrangement  should  be  allowed,  and 
that  this  temptation  should  be  held  out 
to  the  pubHo  to  subscribe  thmr  money  ? 
It  is  evident  that  the  publio  misunder- 
stand the  nature  of  the  operation.  Is  it 
right,  I  ask,  that  the  House  should 
allow  these  tempting  advant^es  to  be 
held  out  to  the  public  when  we  know 
perfectly  well  that  they  are  not  advan- 
tages at  all,  bnt  are  arrangements  which 
will  tend  to  the  disadvantage  of  tbe  in- 
vestors by  causing  a  certain  amount  of 
their  money  to  be  wasted — by  causing  a 
certain  amount  to  be  distributed  to  them 
half-yearly,  nothing  being  done  in  the 
meantime  to  earn  money  to  supply  its 
place?  Several  hon.  Members  have 
asked  me  why  I  have  interested  myself 
in  this  question.  I  will  tell  the  ^nse 
why  I  am  interested  in  it.  I  bave 
availed  myaelf  of  the  first  opportunity 
of  opposing  the  principle  of  paying  in- 
twest  out  of  cajatal  while  the  under- 
takings are  being  carried  out,  because 
when  I  first  had  a  seat  in  this  House,  in 
1880,  I  spent  a  great  many  days  in  a 
Committee  Room  listening  to  the  pro- 
ceedings in  connection  with  the  Hull 
and  Bamsley  Bailway  and  Dock  Bill. 
I  there  heard  it  stated  that  the  cost  of 
the  undertaking  was  so  great  as  com- 
pared with  any  possible  profits  that  it 
was  extremely  unlikely  that  any  in- 
vestor would  ever  receive  Id.  of  his 
money  in  the  shape  of  interest.  The 
conclusion  arrived  at  then  was  that  the 
capitfd  would  not  be  subscribed  for  the 
carrying  out  of  that  undertaking ;  but, 
to  my  great  surprise,  before  very  long  I 
found  that  the  money  had  been  sub- 
scribed two  or  three  times  over,  and  I 
found,  to  my  still  greater  surprise,  that 
several  of  my  own  friends,  whom  I  had 
always  considered  to  be  men  of  g^at 
intelligence  in  the  ordinary  affairs  of 
life,  had  been  foolish  enough  to  invest 
their  money  in  this  undertaking.  I 
made  inquiries  as  to  what  could  have 
been  the  inducement  to  these  people  to 
identify  themselves  with  this  scheme, 
and  I  found  Oiat  it  was  the  fact  that 
interest  at  the  rate  of  6  per  cent  had 
bean  promised  them  during  the  eon- 
Digitized  by  Google 


256        Mim«JMt«r  Ship  {OOHUONS} 


Canal  B*U. 


266 


■tntcticm  of  the  -wvrks.  I  fonnd  that 
th^  had  no  reiU  idea  in  their  minds 
that  this  5  per  cent  was,  as  a  Iniovn  fact, 

returned  to  them  out  of  their  own  money. 
It  was  advertised  that  the  dividends 
would  be  paid  by  the  contractor,  and 
the  investors  had  some  crazy  idea  that 
the  advertisemeuts  set  forth  the  real 
fact,  and  that  this  money  would  in  some 
way  be  advanced  by  the  oontractor. 
They  thought  he  must  be  gaining  some 
advantage  from  the  undertaking  which 
enabled  him  to  pay  this  interest.  But 
that  was  an  entirely  mistaken  idea.  The 
contraotor  was  paid  by  measarements — 
the  engineer  certified  as  to  the  amount 
of  work  done,  and  thecontraetorgotthe 
money  for  it ;  but  it  was  not  a  fact  that 
the  oontractor  reaped  any  advantage 
which  would  enable  him  to  pay  interest 
out  of  capital  to  the  investors.  If  these 
gentlemen  underatood  diat  really  the  5 
per  cent  was  their  own  money,  and  that 
the  capital  of  the  Company  was  paying 
compound  interest  in  consequence,  they 
would  have  thought  twioe  before  they 

£ut  their  names  to  such  an  undertaking, 
[any  of  my  own  constituents  took  shares 
in  this  Bailway.  The  amount  of  money 
invested  in  the  concern  by  investors 
from  the  district  I  refer  to  was  some- 
thing enormous.  Ido  notknow  whether 
it  was  mentioned  to  the  House  before ; 
but  some  hon.  Members  may  have  read 
the  interesting  pamphlet  published  by 
the  hoa,  (9«ntl6man  the  Member  for 
Bonth  Durham,  in  which  it  was  shown 
tiiat  in  188 1 ,  in  the  way  I  have  described, 
£20,000  was  withdrawn  from  the  money 
subscribed  for  the  oonstruetion  of  the 
Hull  and  Barnaley  Bailway.  Probably 
the  money  paid  in  this  way  would  repre- 
eeni  £100,000.  When  we  see  a  num- 
ber of  working  men,  who,  under  ordi- 
nary oiroumstauoes,  would  put  their 
money  into  the  Savings  Bank,  sub- 
scribing money  to  an  undertaking  of 
this  kind  and  losing  it  simply  on  account 
of  the  induoement  held  out  to  them  that 
they  would  receive  5  per  cent  interest 
during  the  course  of  the  construction — 
the  interest  received  in  the  Savings 
Bank  being  no  more  than  2^^  per  cent — 
and  when  we  hear  Gentlemen  speaking 
BO  glibly  about  the  great  amount  of  em- 
ployment to  be  ^ven  to  working  men 
by  this  Bill,  I  quite  understand  vtat  so 
long  as  you  look  upon  an  investor  as  a 
pwaon  walking  about  with  a  great  deal 
more  money  in  his  pocket  than  he  knows 

Sir  Btftrji  U^»^J%mp»m 


what  to  do  with,  you  may  regurd  his 
subsoribing^  mon^  under  the  ciroum- 
stanoes  I  have  pointed  out  with  great 

philosophy ;  but  when  you  see  your 
friends,  the  working  men  who  have 
painfully  aocumiUatei  money  by  dint  of 

great  self-denial,  putting  the  whole  of 
leir  savings  into  undertakings  of  this 
kind,  and  being  misled  into  these  trans- 
actions in  the  way  I  have  deebribed, 
you  cannot  look  upon  it  with  such  philo- 
sophy.  I,  for  one,  feel  very  indignant 
that  such  misleading  baits  should  be 
permitted  to  be  held  out  to  the  public. 
If  we  have  come  to  such  a  pass  in  Eng- 
land that  labou  oan  only  be  found  for 
working  men  at  the  eaorifice  of  the 
savings  of  other  working  men  by  put- 
ting viMn.  into  undertakings  of  this  kind, 
I  think  we  have  come  to  a  very  bad  paae 
indeed.  I  must  apologize  to  the  House 
for  having  detained  it  for  so  long  upon 
this  question  ;  but  I  hope  hon.  Members 
will  admit  that,  feeling  as  strongly  as  I 
do  upon  this  matter,  I  could  not  very 
well  have  avoided  rising  to  protest 
againnt  a  principle  that  I  think  has 
misled  investors  in  the  past,  and  which, 
if  this  Bill  is  passed,  will  inevitably  do 
the  same  in  the  future. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  tiie  words  "  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Lvrd  Ckatd  Hamil- 
ton.") 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Thb  FBESIDENT  07  THB  BOABD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Huhdelu)  (Sheffield, 
Brightside) :  I  think  it  right  that  I 
should,  at  as  early  a  period  as  possible, 
attempt  to  state  the  view  the  Govern- 
ment entertain  on  this  question.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Liverpool 
(Lord  Claud  Hamilton),  attheooncluston 
of  his  speech,  complained  of  the  Beport 
which  was  presented  to  this  House,  and 
which  he  attributed  to  Sir  Th<nnaa 
Farrer.  He  spoke  of  Sir  Thomas  Farrsr 
in  language  of  complaint  as  the  Bismarck 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.  [Lord  Claud 
Hauilton:  No  ;  of  Whitehall.  1  Well, 
as  the  Bismarck  of  Whitehall.  Let  me 
inform  the  noble  Lord  that  we  are  not 
accustomed  to  lay  any  blame  for  any  act 
done  by  any  Depfurtment  on  the  per- 
manent offl^als.  I  take  the  entire  re- 
sponsibility for  that  Beport  on  myselt 
It  is  quite  true  that  laat  Tuesday  that 
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Iteport  was  seot  to  the  FreBs.  A  rough 
revise  of  it,  with  my  correotiona,  vae  ob- 
tained before  bringing  it  under  the 
notice  of  tbe  Houae.  But  late  on 
Tuesday  night  the  noble  Lord  came  to 
nie,  and  asked  if  I  would  see  a  few 
Members  of  the  House  oo  the  question 
of  the  Manchester  iShip  Oaual  Bill.  It 
was  decided  upon  at  his  request,  and  on 
Wednesday  I  telegraphed  to  him  at  the 
House  that  I  would  meet  them  on 
Friday.  From  the  moment  I  made  that 
appointment  I  suspended  the  Beport, 
and  it  waa  not  until  after  I  had  met  the 
deputadon  which  the  noble  Lord  brought 
to  me  on  Friday  that  the  Beport  was 
considered  by  myself  and  the  officials  of 
the  Department,  and  resolved  on  and 
placed  in  the  hauds  of  the  Clerks  at  the 
'fable  at  the  latest  moment  it  was  pos- 
sible that  they  could  comply  with  the 
Forms  of  this  House.  There  was  nothing 
to  complain  of. 

LoBD  CLAUD  HAMILTON :  I  at 
once  withdraw  all  imputation  upon  Sir 
Thomas  Farrer. 

Mb.  MDNDELLA.  :  If  anyone  is  to 
blame  it  is  myself.  I  think,  however, 
I  did  everything  that  is  fair  and  cour- 
teous to  the  noble  Lord.  I  withheld  the 
Heport  to  the  last  moment.  I  may  say, 
further,  that  severni  of  the  gentlemen 
who  came  on  that  deputation  on  Friday 
had  been  with  me  a  fortnight  before, 
and  Had  expresaed  the  same  views  almost 
in  the  same  detail.  I  had  their  printed 
statement  before  me  before  I  decided  on 
the  Beport ;  so  that,  in  any  case,  there 
has  been  no  hasto  in  deciding  on  a  ques- 
tion so  important  as  that  before  us. 
Well,  now,  I  should  like  to  toll  the 
House  why  we  are  of  opinion  that  this 
Bill  ought  to  receive  the  assent  of  Par- 
liament. The  promoters  of  the  Bill 
.  appeared  before  thia  House  in  18B3,  and 
the  measure  passed  in  that  year — that 
J»  to  say,  it  passed  a  Committee  of  this 
House  with  this  clause  in,  and  it  was 
rejected  in  the  other  House.  Next  year 
it  was  bioaght  in  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  then  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
objected  to  the  clause,  and  in  deference 
to  him  it  waa  omitted.  He  opposed  it 
as  objectionable  in  principle,  and  sub- 
stituted the  clause  (Section  214)  which 
it  is  now  sought  to  repeal.  That  clause 
inserted  by  tbe  House  of  Lords  applies 
in  the  general  law  to  Bailways,  and  not 
to  Canals  at  all ;  and  it  is  a  hard  thing 
oa  the  ICaaoheBter  Ship  Canal  Company 

TOL:  OCKtni.    [thzkb  sbaiss.] 


to  force  this  clause  on  them.  I  may 
point  out  that  the  clause  of  the  Lords' 
ntauding  Orders  to  which  I  refer  read 
thus— 

"  A  olatise  ihall  be  iosetted  in  every  fUilwsy 
Bill  prohibiting  the  payment  of  any  interest 

out  of  capital," 

and  so  on.  This,  as  I  say,  was  inserted 
in  the  House  of  Lords  at  the  instance  of 
the  Earl  of  Kedesdale.  The  Manchester 
Ship  Canal  Company  now  ask  us  to 
relax  tbe  clause  inserted  in  the  measure, 
which  properly  only  belongs  to  Kailway 
Bills.  What  are  the  objections  to  this 
course  ?  I  have  heard  something  about 
engineering  and  the  navigation  of  the 
estuary  of  the  Mersey.  But  we  hare 
Bothing  to  do  with  those  things.  These 
questions  have  been  settled  once  for  all 
by  Committees  of  this  House.  The  noble 
Ivord  says — "  Send  it  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee ;  give  us  a  houa  tiandi  before  that 
Committee,  and  let  us  have  counsel  to 
plead  before  that  Committee."  But  I 
would  point  out  that  the  question  is  one 
for  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  and  this 
House.  I  do  not  see  what  the  London 
and  North- Western  Railway  Company, 
from  whose  office  these  statements  have 
emanated,  have  to  do  with  the  question 
at  all.  It  is  a  question  whether  the 
House  of  Commons  is  willing  to  relax 
the  clause  and  to  bring  the  undertaking 
under  another  Standing  Order,  which  is 
a  very  large  relaxation,  and  one  that  has 
been  recommended  to  be  applied  by  a 
Committee  of  this  House.  It  is  said — 
"  If  you  do  those  things  great  harm  is 
likely  to  result."  But  there  is  a  great, 
deal  of  difference  on  that  point.  I  think 
I  can  quote  an  eminent  authority  to 
show  that  great  harm  can  result  from 
the  Standing  Order.  This  Standing 
Order,  if  allowed  to  operate  upon  Bills 
of  this  kind,  will  have  the  effect  of  re- 
stricting enterprize  in  this  country.  It 
has  done  very  much  to  help  monopolies 
in  this  House,  Surely  the  Hallway  Com- 
panies in  this  country  have  sufficient 
control  over  the  waterways  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  and  they  should  not  have 
that  control  extended.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  has  just  sat  down  apeaks  with 
great  emotion  about  the  working  men 
whoee  savings  are  invested.  I  give  the 
hon.  Oentleman  all  credit  for  considera- 
tion in  tbe  interests  of  the  working  men  ; 
but  let  me  say  this — I  say  the  leaders  of 
the  working  men ;  I  eay  those  who  tnke 
a  leading  part  in  the  co-operative  movu- 
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ment  in  MancheBter  who  are  sabscribing 
largely  to  this  undertaking';  I  under- 
take to  saj  that  these  oo-operatiye 
working  men  are  a«  ehzewd  a  set  of  men 
as  any  in  this  House,   Thny  tnanage  co- 
operative miUs  as  well  as  many  of  their 
masters  could  do ;  and  no  doubt  if  they 
had  railways  to  manage  they  would  be 
able  to  manage  them  quite  aa  well  as 
many  people  in  the  country.   I  want  to 
know  why  the  House  should  enforce 
tills  harsh  measure  against  this  Canal 
Company?   Bailway  Companies  make 
their  Jinea  in  sections,  so  that  when 
one  sectioQ  of  railway  is  complete, 
without  respect  to  the  remainder  of 
the  line,  it  can  be  worked,  and  can 
commenoe  earning  income ;  whereas  in 
the  case  of  this  Company  every  farthing 
of  capital  roust  be  expended — the  whole 
undertaking  must  bo  comjJeted — before 
any  income  can  be  earned.    With  re- 
gard to  the  statement  that  the  rich  men 
of  Manchester  have  put  £8,000,000  into 
the  undertaking  in  consequence  of  their 
belief  in  the  scheme,  I  would  say  that 
this  is  not  a  time  when  men  are  pre- 
pared to  lock  up  their  capital  for  seven 
years  before  they  can  begin  to  earn  a 
farthing.    The  House  must  remember 
that  the  whole  Standing  Order  is  itself 
a  matter  of  doubtful  utility.   It  exists 
in  no  other  country  in  the  world.  In 
France,  it  ia  aeoeKaxy  that  the  pro- 
moters of  a  scheme  shall  pay  4  per  cent 
interest  out  of  capital,  and  add  it  to  the 
oost  of  the  undertaking,  because  it  is 
practically  part  of  the  cost.    I  want  to 
ask  what  is  the  effect  of  this  enterprize, 
80  far  as  it  has  gone  ?    It  is  impossible 
to  deny  that  coincident  with,  and  subse- 
quent to,  the  introduction  of  this  Bill, 
the  railway  rates  for  the  conveyance  of 
traffic  in  Manchester  and  Liverpool  and 
the  district  have  been  reduced  25  per 
cent  by  three  reductions,  and  now  it  ia 
said — "Oh, that  would  hare  been  done  if 
tho  scheme  had  never  been  broached." 
Wei!,  for  my  part,  I  think  it  is  very 
clear  that  it  was  the  broaching  of  this 
scheme  that  very  much  helped  the  Liver- 
pool Chamber  of  Oommeroe  in  their 
efforts  to  get  the  first  reduction,  and 
more  especially  in  getting  the  subse- 
quent reductions.    There  hare  been 
three  measures  brought  through  this 
House,  I  think  last  year  and  the  year 
before,  in  which  this  Standing  Order 
was  relaxed.    I  would  refer  the  House 
to  a  speech  made  by  the  late  Prime  Mi- 

J&.  Mundella  •  ■ 


nister  (the  Uarqueu  of  Salisbury)  as 

recently  as  July  7  last,  on  the  subject  of 
allowing  the  Ke^ent's  Canal  (City  and 
Docks*  Bailway)  Bill  to  pay  interest  out 
of  capital.    He  said— 

"  There  was  no  doubt  that  this  Rule  dis- 
couraged the  employment  of  capital,  and  that 
but  for  its  existoDce  work  would  go  on  which 
it  now  Btopped.  The  Standing  Order  must 
jiMtify  itseUT  It  vaa  Bupposra  to  protect 
foolUn  investors,  and  to  prevent  persons  from 
investing  in  any  enterpnze  whicHi  would  not 
yield  them  a  good  interest  on  their  money.  Tf 
be  were  asked  which  of  two  things  he  would 
choose,  whether  be  would  refuse  to  protect  in- 
vestors from  the  result  of  their  own  incautioo, 
and  set  np  an  obstado  to  the  oxpenditore  of 
capita),  in  oxderthat  men  might  be  able  to  in- 
vest their  money  without  inqairing  into  the 
real  character  of  the  enterprize  in  which  they 
placed  it,  or  whether,  on  tho  other  band,  he 
would  incur  the  ioctniTeQieQce  of  stopping  the 
expooditure  of  money  in  sapport  of  kbour  at 
a  time  oi  extreme  ajid  almost  onpreee^uted 
calamity  and  distress,  he  confessed  that  he 
would  feel  that  the  consciousnese  that  he  was 
austaining  a  Standing  Order  of  their  Lord- 
ebaps'  House  would  be  no  satisfaction  to  him 
when  he  reflected  that,  by  doing  so,  be  was  pre- 
ventiDg  many  an  honest  man  from  .getting  bis 
living.  He  would  go  a  step  further.  Ha  did 
not  believe  in  the  system  of  protecting  the 
foolioh  investor  at  all.  Id  his  opinion,  all  of 
their  Standing  Order  legislation  erred  griev- 
ously in  that  direction." — (3  Hansard,  [298] 
180G.) 

Again  he  said — 

'*  It  waa  the  busineso  of  investors  to  protect 
themselves,  and  to  examine  for  themaelves  tiie 
soundness  of  the  enterprizea  in  which  they  em- 
barked. If  they  failed  to  do  so,  they  were 
generally  in  a  condition  of  life  in  which  they 
might  fairly  be  expected  to  take  the  coose- 
qneoces.  It  waa  vAiolly  nnreasonable  to  pro- 
vide securities  for  investors  at  the  coat  of 
stopping  the  flow  of  that  capital  by  which  alone 
tho  life  and  prosperity  of  industry  could  be 
maintained.  It  was  a  general  error  in  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament  that 
they  had  bound  industry  up  too  tight  in  order 
that  improvident  and  careless  investors  should 
be  protected.  It  might  be  said  that,  whatever 
the  (leneral  Bule  might  he,  it  ought  not  to  be 
relaxed  in  any  case  when  the  Rule  itself  had 
not  yet  been  taken  up  for  the  purpose  of  altera- 
tion. He  believed  that  the  General  Rule  ought 
to  be  altered."— (7Wrf.  1801.) 

I  would  refer,  further,  to  an  answer 
given  by  the  noble  Marquess  the  other 
day  to  a  deputation  of  the  unemployed, 
which  waited  upon  him.    He  satd — 

*'  He  belia\-ed  that  if  the  attention  of  the 
working  classes  was  directed  to  efforts  towards 
inducing  Parliament  to  be  more  generous  in 
giving  facilities  for  tho  investment  of  capital, 
of  which  there  was  an  abundance  in  the  coun- 
try, for  the  porposo  of  starting  worica  of  pri- 
vate eaterprue  which  would  give  work  to  liu^e 
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namlwra  of  people,  that,  to  some  extect,  would 
meet  the  eztBtmg  difficulty.  He  had  done 
sotnethiag  last  year  to  offeot  this  ia  the  case  of 
the  Beg^'s  Canal  Socks  and  Raflway  Bill, 
and  the  Northfleei  Docks  BilL  But  In  this 
mattOT  they  had  had  strong  yested  interests  to 
contend  B^inst." 

The  noble  Harquess  seemed  to  think 
that  one  of  the  obstacles  to  eaterprize 
ia  this  country,  and  the  developmeat  of 
newenterprizes,  was  theStandingOrders, 
wbioh  were  altc^ether  too  much  on  the 
side  of  the  capitalist.  He  was  of  opi- 
nion that,  whenever  anything  had  to  be 
done  for  the  labonring  classes,  there  was 
a  stiff  battle  to  be  fought  with  the 
Tested  interests.  I  think  there  is  much 
to  be  said  on  this  side  of  the  question, 
and  the  GoTernment  believe  tbe  House 
will  do  well  to  relax  the  Standing  Order 
and  allow  the  Bill  to  pass.  With  regard 
to  the  suggestion  that  the  Bill  should  be 
sent  to  a  Select  Committee,  I  would 
really  ask  tbe  House  to  consider  whe- 
ther there  has  not  been  enough  money 
wasted  on  inquiries  before  the  Select 
Committee?  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
House  whether  it  is  fair  that  a  Com- 
pany, like  the  Canal  Company,  starting 
to  work  upon  what  ia  deemed  to  be  an 
enterprise  of  great  public  utility,  shall 
have  to  pit  itself  against  rich  Com- 
panies, like  the  London  and  North- 
Western  Kailway,  who  can  giro  their 
£500  or  500  guinea  briefs  to  gentlemen 
of  the  Long  Kobe  ?  Is  there,  I  ask,  to 
be  any  more  money  wasted  in  this  way  ? 
I  trust  the  House  will  agree  that  this 
Bill  shall  pass,  and  that  the  House  will 
not  lay  itself  open  to  the  oandemnation 
oi  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Fad- 
dington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill),  who, 
when  last  the  House  rejected  the  Bill, 
went  straight  to  Manchester,  and,  in  the 
presence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach), 
aaid — 

"  It  was  an  iQCompetent  Hoaao  of  CommoiiB 
that  rejected  the  Manchester  Ship  Canal,  and  it 
is  because  of  the  incompetence  of  the  Uooso  of 
Commons  that  we  demand  an  i^peal  to  the 
people.'* 

I  hope  the  House  will  pass  tlie  second 
reading  of  this  Bill. 

8iB  BOBERT  PEEL  (Blackburn) :  I 
am  sure,  after  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Geotleman  the  Freuident  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  it  is  hardly  necessary 
lor  me  to  pndong  this  discussion.  I  am 
anre  that  eracytrady  in  LaoMshire  inte- 


rested in  the  great  andertaking  that  we 
are  now  disoussing  will  feel  gratffhil  to 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Gtontleman  for  the  manner 
in  which  he  has  broached  the  question 
to-day.  It  is  quite  clear  that  one  of  the 
motivea  of  the  hon.  Gentleman'-the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Claud  Hamilton),  I 
think,  in  the  observations  he  has  ad- 
dressed to  the  House — was,  that  the  Bill 
should  be  now  read  a  second  time  and 
sent  to  a  Select  Committee.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  clearly 
pointed  out  that  we  have  had  enough 
Committees  on  this  question.  My  noble 
Friend  near  me  said  that  the  Committee 
sat  la^t  year  to  consider  it  in  the  most 
praiseworthy  manner.  Well,  I  would 
remind  him  that  there  were  not  two 
Committees,  but  six,  that  sat  upon  this 
Bill ;  and  if  the  Members  who  sat  upon 
the  Committee  which  considered  ^e  Bill 
are  not  here  to  speak  in  favour  of  the 
Motion  which  is  now  before  us  it  is  be- 
cause the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  was 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  was  half  killed  by  the  labour 
of  the  inquiry,  and  because  three  other 
Members  who  served  have  none  of  them 
been  re-eleoted  to  seats  in  this  House. 
The  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Mundella)  will,  I  hope,  satisfy  the 
House  that  this  Bill  ought  to  be  passed. 
The  hon.  Baronet  opposite  below  the 
Gangway  the  Member  for  the  Brigg 
Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Sir  Henry 
Meysey-Thompson)  says  he  puts  his 
name  down  as  an  opponent  of  the  Bill 
upon  the  highest  motives.  He  says  they 
ought  not  to  pay  interest  out  of  capital 
during  the  progress  of  the  works,  and 
he  endeavoura  to  persuade  tiie  House 
that  this  is  a  novel  principle.  My  noble 
Friend  who  sits  near  me  (Lord  Claud 
Hamilton)  went  further,  for  he  made 
this  statement.  He  said  that  the  pay- 
ment of  interest  out  of  capital  was 
foreign  to  the  legislation  of  this  country. 
I  should  like  to  point  out  to  the  House, 
however,  that  it  is  very  far  from  being 
foreign  to  the  legislation  of  this  country 
— as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  has  almost 
always  been  the  practice  that  interest 
should  be  paid  out  of  capital  during  the 
progress  of  the  works.  All  the  great 
works  in  this  country,  not  to  mention 
foreign  countries — as  has  been  done- 
have  been  contracted  and  carried  on  on 
the  principle  of  paying  interest  out  of 
capitfU  during  the  course  of  oonstrno- 
tion.   There  are  the  great  railways  of 
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the  country ;  and  we  hear  the  statement 
that  the  Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour 
Board,  whose  costly  works  in  Liverpool 
are  also  conneoted  with  the  new  under- 
taking, have  all  been  carried  out  under 
the  principle  of  the  payment  of  interest 
out  of  capital.  I  think  I  am  justified  in 
makin^these  statements wlten  I  am  told 
that  it  18  unsound  in  principle  to  allow 
the  payment  of  interest  out  of  capital. 
I  will  only  further  allude  to  those  works 
carried  on  by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works.  Every  work  carried  out  by  that 
Board  is  earned  out  under  the  principle 
held  by  those  who  support  this  Bill.  I 
may  say,  also,  that  all  the  railways  of 
India  pay  interest  on  their  shares  from 
the  day  of  the  commencement  of  their 
works.  I  will  not  detain  the  House 
longer,  because  I  hope,  after  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trado,  the 
House  will  be  prepared  to  accept 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  If 
we  do  agree  to  the  second  reading,  I 
entreat  the  House  not  to  yield  to  the 
suggestion  of  my  noble  F^end  (Lord 
Claud  Hamilton),  and  allow  the  Bill  to 
go  again  before  a  Select  Committee — 
before  a  Select  Committee  where  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)  so 
well  and  clearly  pointed  out  the  rich 
Companies — the  Bailway  Companies — 
with  their  500  guinea  fees,  will  be  able 
to  throw  every  obstacle  in  the  way  of  a 
work  which,  I  firmly  believe,  if  it  iscarried 
out,  as  I  expect  it  will  be,  will  prove  of 
immense  advantage  to  the  great  City  of 
Manchester. 

Mr.  brand  (Gloucester,  Stroud) :  I 
do  not  often  trouble  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  I  think  I  have  some  claim  to 
say  a  few  words  upon  this  particular 
question.  I  was  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
which  the  question  of  the  application  of 
Standing  Order  167  was  referred  in  1882, 
and  three  of  the  Members  of  that  small 
Committee  are  now  no  longer  Members 
of  the  House— Mr.  Baxter  was  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee,  Mr.  Salt  was  on 
the  Committee,  as  was  aleo  Mr.  Shaw. 
Now,  at  that  time  the  Board  of  Ti-ade 
were  of  the  opinion  that  intert'St  might  be 
paid  out  of  capital  during  the  construc- 
tion of  the  works;  and  I  believe  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  are  still  of  that  opinion ; 
certainly  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Mundella)  has  eipressed  himself  in  no 
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undecided  language  upon  that  point. 
The  question,  however,  was  not  so  clear 
to  the  Committee  as  it  was  to  the  Board 
of  Trade.  The  Committee  considered 
that  there  were  a  great  many  points  to 
be  urged  on'  botti  sides.  Roughly  speak- 
ing, there  are  two  contentions  in  the 
matter.  One  omitention  is,  that  it  is 
necessary  that  Parliament  should  pro- 
tect people  who  desire  to  make  invest- 
ments— protect  people  against  their  own 
acts;  that  it  is  desirable,  in  fact,  that 
Parliament  should  interfere  to  protect 
persons  from  the  consequences  of  their 
own  folly;  and  the  other  contention  is, 
that  the  public  are  well  able  to  take  care 
of  themselves ;  that  investors  must  de- 
pend upon  their  own  judgment;  and  that 
the  most  natural  course — and  the  course 
which  will  lead  to  the  best  development 
of  the  country — is  to  allow  speculation 
to  find  its  own  natural  level.  Well,  Sir, 
upon  these  contentions  the  Committee 
came  to  a  compromise,  recommending 
that  exceptions  should  be  made  in  par- 
ticular oases,  and  that  each  case  should 
be  decided  by  the  House  on  its  own 
merits.  I  promised  the  House  I  would 
not  detain  them  long ;  and,  therefore,  I 
will,  in  a  very  few  words,  give  the  House 
my  reasons  why  they  should,  at  least, 
accept  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill. 
We  have  heard  the  case  of  the  Man- 
chester Ship  Canal.  I  will  not  enter 
into  the  merits  of  the  question,  but 
simply  say  that  this  much  is  clear — that 
the  Manchester  Skip  Canal  Bill  is  not  a 
small  one;  the  undertaking  is  not  a  small 
one ;  but  is,  on  the  contrary,  a  very  large 
and  stupendous  undertaking.  It  baa 
been  discussed  all  over  the  country  ;  it 
has  been  thrashed  out  by  two  or  three 
Select  Committees  of  this  House  and  of 
'*  another  place ;  "  and  the  eonseqnenoe 
is  that  every  man  in  the  counbry — every 
individual  who  wishes  or  who  is  likely 
to  invest  his  money  in  the  concern — 
must  have  had  every  possible  oppor- 
tunity of  acquiring  some  knowledge  of 
its  probable  success  or  otherwise.  For 
these  reasons,  I  say  that  this  Bill  ought 
to  be  passed ;  but  I  will  give  a  third 
reason,  and  it  is  this — that  this  under- 
taking, if  it  is  successful,  will  prove  of 
great  advantage  to  Manchester  and  the 
surrounding  district.  Well,  now,  Sir, 
there  is  one  point  upon  which  I  disagree 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Mun- 
della). As  I  have  said,  this  Bill  ought 
to  be  nod  a  second  time ;  but  I  think 
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that  it  onght  then  io  be  referred  to  a 
Private  Bill  Oommittee.  My  reasoa  for 
this  is,  that  if  yea  give  this  Oompany 
t3u  right,  vhioh  the  TOrmer  Private  BiU 
Gommitteea  did  not  give  it,  to  pay  inte- 
rest out  of  capital,  you.  will  affect  the 
amount  of  capital  vfaich  the  Company 
ought  to  raise.  It  may  be  a  proper 
question  for  a  Private  Bill  Oommittee 
upstairs  to  consider  whether  a  Company 
having  obtained  leave  to  pay  interest 
during  the  construction  of  the  works 
ought  not  to  increase  its  own  capital.  It 
is  on  this  point  I  think  the  BiU,  after 
having  been  read  a  second  time,  should 
be  referred  to  a  Private  Bill  Committee. 
I  hope  the  House  will  read  the  Bill  a 
second  timo,  because  I  think  this  House 
ought  not  to  put  any  obstacles  in  the 
vay  of  the  promoters  of  iho  Oompany 
obtaining  the  capital  which  they  now 

Boot 

Mb.  aiBSON  (liverpool,  Walton) : 
Sir,  I  do  not  intend  to  trespass  very  long 
on  the  indulgence  of  the  House;  but  I 
do  desire  to  make  a  few  observations 
upon  this  matter,  which  vitally  affects 
the  interests  of  my  constituents.  I  am 
glad  that  upon  the  first  occasion  on 
which  I  rise  to  address  the  House  of 
Oommons  I  should  bo  required  to  speak 
upon  a  subject  which  is  entirely  free 
from  any  Party  complexion.  Now,  I  do 
not  think  that  hon.  Members  will  be 
likely,  in  the  decision  they  arrive  at,  to 
be  influenced  very  much  by  the  remark 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Blackburn  (Sir  Eobert  Peel)  that  if  this 
Bill  goes  to  a  Select  Oommittee  the 
labours  of  the  Oommittee  will  probably 
reanlt  in  injury  to  the  health  of  its  Mem- 
bers, or  in  injury  to  their  future  political 
success.  It  appears  to  me  thattne  mat- 
ter upon  which  the  House  is  called  upon 
to  arrive  at  a  decision  is  one  of  a  simple 
enough  character.  I  do  not  intend  to 
go  into  any  questions  of  a  technical 
nature,  nor  do  I  intend  to  consider  whe- 
ther or  not  it  is  right,  or  prudent,  or 
justi6able  to  pay  interest  at  all  during 
the  oonstruction  of  the  works  of  a  Com- 
pany' like  this.  But,  Sir,  the  modest 
proposition  I  have  to  submit  to  the 
House— a  proposition  which,  I  think, 
will  commend  itself  to  the  judgment  of 
hon.  Members — is  this — that  where  a 
Select  Committee  of  the  House,  after  two 
or  three  years*  contest,  have  given  a  Bill 
to  promoters  upon  certain  terms,  tiiis 
Houstt  ongbt  not  to  take  upon  itself  the 


very  serious  responsibility,  without  an 
examination  of  witnesses,  without  hear- 
ing counsel,  without  any  financial  in- 
vestigation, of  saying  that  those  terms 
should  be  varied,  and  that£l„000,000  of 
the  capital  which  the  Select  Oommittee 
thought  was  essential  to  the  completion 
of  the  enterprise  should  be  taken  away. 
That,  Sir,  I  submit,  is  a  matter  pre-emi- 
nently for  the  consideration  of  a  Select 
Oommittee ;  and  I  wish  to  correct  now, 
in  the  very  few  words  I  am  going  to 
make,  a  very  serious  mistake  into  which 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Man- 
chester (Mr.  Houldsworth)  has  fallen, 
and  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Mr.  Mundella)  appeared,  to  8ome  ex- 
tent, to  be  a  party.  I  may  inform  hon. 
Members,  though  possibly  it  may  al- 
ready be  within  their  recollection,  that 
the  capital  which  was  sanctioned  by  the 
Oommittee  of  last  year  for  the  construc- 
^on  of  these  works  was  £8,000,000  in 
share  capital,  and  £2,000,000  in  loan 
capital.  In  the  Bill  which  was  brought 
before  that  Committee  the  proposal 
made  with  regard  to  the  payment  of 
interest  was  nothing  like  the  proposal 
which  is  made  in  the  Bill  now  under 
consideration — it  wasja  proposal'to  pro- 
vide interest  in  a  wholly  different  way. 
By  the  Bill  introduced  in  1885  interest 
was  to  be  paid  by  adding  £2  to  each 
£10  share— the  capital  of  £8,000,000 
was  io  be  raised  in  shares  of  £10  each  ; 
and  that  £2,  which  was  called  added 
capital,  and  not  permanent  capital,  was, 
I  think,  to  last  for  seven  years  during 
the  period  of  construction.  It  was  to 
receive  no  iuterest  and  no  profit,  and  it 
itself  was  to  form  a  fund  to  pay  the 
interest,  and  the  moment  the  seven  years 
were  up  that  £2  disappeared.  You 
will  observe,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  hon. 
Members  will  observe,  that  that  interest 
fund,  so  provided  by  the  promoters 
in  their  plan  of  1885,  amounted  to 
£1,600,000.  That  was  in  addition  to 
the  £8,000,000  share  capital,  and  the 
£2,000,000  loan  capital.  By  the  BiU 
which  is  now  before  the  House,  and 
whirh  the  House  is  asked  to  adopt,  it  is 
proposed  that  the  £'2,  a  share  men- 
tioned in  the  BiU  of  1885,  and  which 
disappeared  in  the  Select  Oommittee, 
should  be  omitted.  The  consequence 
is  that  the  present  existing  capital 
of  this  Company  is  £8,000,000  share 
capital;  ana  £!t,000,000  loan  capital, 
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and   what  is  proposed  ta  be  done 
by  ibis  Bill  is  thmt  £752,000  is  to  be 
taken  way  from  tho  existing  ehere 
capital  for  the  purpose  of  founding  an 
interest  fund.   The  loan  capital  is  re- 
duced by    188,000;  and.  as  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Claud  Hamilton)  who  moved 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill  to-night  told 
the  House,  the  result  of  these  figures  is 
to  reduce  the  capital  of  ibis  concern, 
this  gigantic  concern,  which  it  is  so  im- 
jwrtflnt  should  succeed  in  the  fUtui-e,  and 
which,  if  carried  out,  may  grievously 
affect  the  great  Port  of  Liverpool — the 
effect  of  the  operation  proposed  to-night 
is  to  reduce  the  capital  uf  this  Com* 
pany  by  the  sum  of  £940,000,  nearly 
£1,000,000  sterling.    But  let  me  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  some  other 
charges  which  also  bring  the  sum  alarm- 
ingly under  the  estimate  put  upon  it  by 
the  Select  Committee.   Whoi  the  Bill 
was  before  tho  Select  Committee,  and 
yon  knowitran  the  gauntlet  for  three  sue- 
cesBive  years,  it  was  very  fully  discussed, 
and  I  am  glad  to  thiok  that  the  oounsel 
for  the  promoters  had  some  advant^e, 
and  that  the  heavy  briefs  were  not  alto- 
gether on  the  side  of  the  Kailway  Com- 
panies, for  I  observe,  with  a  certain 
amount  of  professional  interest  and  en- 
thusiasm, that  the  fees  in  the  case 
amounted  to  the  enormous   sum  of 
£tdO,000.    That  has  to  be  added;  and 
then,  if  ia  addition  you  have  to  float 
this  Company  on  the  London  Stock 
Exchange,  and  not  locally  in  Liver- 
ool,  you  will  hare  to  pay  the  London 
nancier  sometiiing  for  his  counte- 
nuioe  and  support.   Now  let  us  see 
what  is  propCMsed  to  be  done  by  the 
House  of  Commons  to-night.   I  have  to 
submit  to  the  better  judgment  of  the 
House,  and  I  think  it  is  not  an  un- 
reasonable tbiog  to  put  to  the  fair  play 
of  hon.  Membws,  that  where  a  Bill  has 
hoea  remitted  to  the  proper  tribunal — 
namely,  a  Select  Committee,  where  a 
Bill  has  been  dtaoussed  with  counsel  and 
witnesses  before  that  Committee,  it  is 
a  very  incoBvenient  thing  afterwards  for 
the  House,  without  hearing  witnesses, 
without  the  action  of  a  Select  Committee, 
to  vary  the  terms  at  which  the  Com- 
mittee arrived.    When  the  matter  was 
before  the  Select  Committee  last  year, 
we  all  knew  that  there  were  strong  argu- 
ments put  forward  that  it  would  be  diffi- 
cult to  work  this  Company  Bttccessfully 
as  a  Imancial  epeoalatiOD ;  and  it  was 
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suggested,  and  the  suggestion  had  great 
weight  with  the  Committee,  as  is  shown 
by  the  alterations  they  made  in  the  Bill — 
it  was  required  by  the  Conmiittee  that 
stringent  measures  to  prevent  any  in- 
jurious effect  to  the  Port  of  Liverpool 
should  be  adopted.  It  was  felt  to  be  a 
dangerous  thing  that,  in  order  to  create 
a  new  Port,  they  should  destroy  or  seri- 
ously injure  the  finest  Portia  the  King- 
dom, and,  accordingly, the  most  stringent 
financial  precautions  were  taken  by  the 
Committee.  These  precautions  required 
that  £5,000,000  of  the  capital  should  be 
subscribed  in  two  years ;  and  it  does 
occur  to  some  of  us  as  a  most  extraordi- 
nary thing  that  a  proposition  should  now 
be  made  that  that  precaution  should  be 
abandoned.  ["  Divide."]  I  thank  the 
House  very  much  for  their  kindness  in 
listening  to  my  remarks.  I  do  not  think 
I  have  trespassed  at  any  unreasonable 
length  upon  the  patience  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers, and  I  am  sure  I  am  not  going  to 
show  my  ingratitude  by  trespassing  on 
their  attention  any  longer. 

The  chairman  or  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Codetney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) : 
Although  we  bare  had  very  interesting 
and  valuable  speaking  in  the  course  of 
this  debate,  I  am  not  unwilling  that 
it  should  close  without  begging  the 
House  to  allow  me  to  offer  a  few  re- 
marks on  the  course  which  I  think  the 
House  would  be  well  advised  to  take, 
from  the  point  of  view  of  one  who 
is  neither  concerned  in  Manchester  or 
Liverpool,  but  who  is  simply  desirous, 
as  far  as  possible,  of  helping  the  House 
to  oome  to  a  decision  in  accordanoe  with 
its  w^-kttown  principles  of  action.  I 
am  one  of  thote  who  are  most  strongly 
in  favour  of  jealously  guarding  freedom 
in  regard  to  investments,  and  I  alto- 
gether dissent  from  the  opinion  that  we 
are  able  or  that  we  can  wisely  take  care 
of  the  investments  of  other  people ;  and, 
therefore,  I  should  go  further,  if  called 
upon  to  do  so,  than  Uie  Standing  Order. 
I  should  like  to  remind  the  House  that  the 
Standing  Order  is  much  more  restrictive 
than  some  hon.  Members  appear  to 
think.    The  Standing  Order,  which  re- 
fers to  Bailways  only  and  not  to  Canals, 
provides  against  the  payment  of  in- 
terest on  works,  except  such  interest,  if 
any,  as  the  Committee  to  which  £he  Bill 
was  referred,  might,  according  to  the 
ciroumstaaces  of  tiie  rase,  think  £t  to 
allow.   So  that  the  allowance  of  the 
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paymant  of  interest  oat  of  capital  is, 
according  to  oar  Standing  Order,  a  ques^ 
tioo  to  be  decided  by  the  Committee. 
Therefore,  I  am  wholly  averse-  to  the 
notion  that  this  Bill  should  be  rejeeted 
now.  There  appears  to  be  no  reason  why 
itshould  berejeeted,  and  I  cannot  assent 
tO'  the  position  taken  »p  by  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Oland  Hamilton) 
that  there  was  any  breadi  of  faitii  oa 
the  part  of  the  promotera  of  this  Bill  in 
coming  here  and  addng  to  hare  the 
adtton  of  last  year  set  aside.  The  pro- 
moters may  hare  gone  the  length  of 
saying  that  they  hoped  to  raise  the 
capital  without  these  powers ;  but  there 
is  no  reason,  baTieg  found  that  they 
could  not  raise  it  without,  why  they 
should  not  come  to  the  House  again, 
and  ask  lhat  tfast  provision  prohibiting 
resort  to  these  powers  should  be  stnwk 
out.  But  the  chief  point  which  occurs 
to  me  is  this — that  a  scheme  for  making 
this  Oanal  as  a  ceHain  financial  basis 
was  agreed  upon  by  the  House  last 
year,  having  passed  throngK  Oommittee, 
and  DOW  it  ie  proposed  that  that  finan- 
cial basts  should  be  materially  altered. 
The  question  is  whether  we  ought  to 
remit  the  qnestion.  of  the  alteration  of 
the  finaaeial  basis  to  a  Committee  in 
the  ordinary  way  — su*^  Committee 
restrioting  their  attenthm  entirely  to  the 
alteration.  Now,  as  it  happens,  tihis 
question  of  the  financial  basis  of  the 
Manchester  Ship  Canal  has  never  been 
considered  by  a  Committee  of  tbds 
House.  That  is  a  remarkable  fact — it 
has  never  been  considered  by  a  Oom- 
mittee  of  this  House.  The  first  Bill 
which  was  brought  into  this  House  was 
passed  on  the  P^amble,  aod  this  special 
clause  was  never  considered  by  the  Com- 
mittee to  which  the  Bill  was  referred. 
Last  year  it  came  down  from  tiie  o^or 
House  with  this  clansa  prohibiting  the 
payment  ot  interest  out  of  capital  in  it ; 
aad  the  promoters  of  the  Bill,  feeling 
ven  ee^or  to  save  their  Bill,  took  it  as 
it  need,  runnii^,  perhaps,  the  shaaceof 
coming  here  agma.  this  year.  Tfamrefore 
it  is  iSsA  the  &iaaeial  basis  of  this  case 
has  never  been  considered  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  at  fUL  The  ques" 
arises  nndev  the  ^oial  rarcum-' 
stanoeeof  the  Bill  oamiug  before  us  now 
with  an  altered  financial  basis.  I  con- 
fess I  think  that  the  House  will  be  well 
advised  if  it  agrees  to  refer  the  question 
to  ft  Committeei  carefally  rsatrioting  the 


Heferenoe  to  the  finanoinl  basis ;  end  if 
the  noi}le  Lord's  Motion  is  defeated  or 
withdrawn,  I  shall  be  prepared,  if  neoes- 
sary,  to  move  Hiis  proposition— 

"That  the  Mancheeter  Ship  Canal  Bill  be 
referred  to  a  Commitfee  to  be  nomioatcd  by  the 
Cemmittee  of'  Selection ;  ttaub  4U  Petitioners 
who  have  preeentod  PetiliopB  agtunst  the  Bill 
within  the  Ume  limited  by  the  Standing  Orders 
have  leave  to  be  heard  by  their  CounscT,  Ag^onts, 
and  Witnessm  before  the  Oommittee,  agninet  so 
nticb  of  - Hie  Preamble  and  daosea  of  tfa^jsaid 
Bill  88  relate  to  the  paymeot  of  inber^t  out  of 
capital ;  and  Counsel  heard  in  favour  (4  the  Bill 
against  such  Petitions." 

I  think  that  if  this  Sesolution  were 
agreed  to,  it  would  be  in  conformity 
with  the  spint  of  the  Steading  Ocder. 

81E  JOHN  R.  MOWBfiAY  (Osford 
Univernty) :  I  only  wish  to  offer  one 
observatioa  with  reference  to  the  re- 
majrkB  of  tiie  Chairman  of  Committees 
(Mr.  Courtney).  No  doubb  the  question 
whijoh  the  hon.  Qentleman  has  raised  is 
a  very  difficult  one.  It  is  said  thefinan* 
cial  basis  has  nevw  been  eoosideved  by 
a  Committee  of  this  House.  It  was  not 
considered  by  the  Committee  appelated 
in  1683)  because  the  af^teineats  with- 
drew. It  may  be  veil  tbfU  the  question 
should  boi  cottsidevod  by  a  Committee) 
but  I  hope  my  hon.  iFxiead  the  Ohaic* 
man  of  Oommittees  wiU  consider  whe- 
ther it  is  not  poesible  to  settle  the  -point 
without  the  very  long  discussion  which 
took  place  upon  the  proposel  to  eonstruct 
this  Ship  Caaal  being  re-opeoed.  The 
consideration  of  the  BiU  extended  over 
a  period  of  175  days,  and  my  boo.  Friend 
now  suggests  that  everyone  who  pre- 
sented Petitions  against  the  Bill  should 
be  allowed  to  be  heard  before  a  Select 
Committee.  [Mr,  CovnnfEir :  Only  on 
the  fiaanotal  question.]  X  do  aot  see 
how,  if  everyone  who  has  pwsented  a 
Petition  is  to  be  heard  again,  we  are 
to  prevmt  the  inconvenience  we  ex- 
perienced before.  I  know  aomeUiing 
more  about  the  difflonlt^  of  -coostruet- 
ing  Committees  tluui.  most  h^;  Mem* 
hers.  We  bad  extreme  diffleujty  in  ISSai, 
1S84,  aad  1885  in  the  oensitiruction  of 
the  GongAnittee  to  try  this  ease }  «nd  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Membev  £wr  Black- 
burn (Sir  Bobert  Peel)  did  not  exagge- 
rate the  cese  vhen  he  said  that  the 
unfortunate  illness  which  bad  befallen 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Membw  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  K.  For»*er)  is  in  a 
great  degree  at^ibutable  to  the  over- 
poveriog  labouss  o£  that  Committee 
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during  the  month  of  July  last.  Do  not 
let  us  at  present  make  any  special  order 
for  reference  of  this  Bill  to  a  Committee. 
It  is  very  well  known  that  no  work  is 
better  done  in  this  House  than  that  which 
is  done  on  unopposed  Bills  by  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  assisted  by  two  ex- 
perienced Members  of  the  House.  Unop- 
posed Billsaro,  under  the  present  system, 
most  carefully  watched  in  all  their  de- 
tails ;  and  I  think,  if  this  finanraal  ques- 
tion is  the  one  question  to  be  raised,  it 
could  very  properly  bo  left  to  the  judg- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Courtney) 
and  two  other  hon.  Members.  If  we 
refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select  C(Hnmittee, 
we  shall  find  that  an  appearance  is  put 
in  by  a  large  number  of  Petitioners, 
every  one  of  whom  would  demand  an- 
other long  inquiry. 

Mr.  L.  L.  COHEN  (Paddington, 
No  :  I  hope  the  House  will  allow  me 
to  say  a  few  words.  I  belong  neither 
to  one  district  nor  the  other  ;  but  it  ap- 
pears to  me  there  are  positive  and  evi- 
dent grounds  for  not  accepting  the 
proposition  of  the  hon .  Gentleman 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  (Mr. 
Oourtney).  All  that  Uie  House  desiras 
to  do  now  is  to  determine  the  narrow 
point  whether  interest  should  or  should 
not  be  pud  out  of  capital  during  the 
construotion  of  the  works ;  and  I  ven- 
ture to  submit  that  that  is  a  question 
which  the  House  is  quite  competent  to 
decide  for  itself,  and  that  we  require  no 
information  from  a  Committee  upon 
Buch  an  extremely  narrow  point.  There 
can  be  no  question  that  tiie  promoters 
of  the  opposition  to  this  Bill  would  be 
in  no  way  prejudiced  by  not  referring 
the  Bill  to  a  Committee.  They  have  no 
hew  standi  upon  this  particular  question. 
This  is  a  question  as  between  the  House 
and  the  promoters  of  the  BiU ;  and  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill  have  no  particular 
right  to  be  heard  upon  it.  3^ey  have 
a  right  to  be  heard  upon  questions  which 
affect  their  particular  interests,  auch  as 
an  interference  with  the  estuary  of  the 
Mersey ;  but  they  have  no  clum  what- 
ever to  be  heard  upon  this  matter.  With 
respect  to  the  general  question,  I  would 
point  out,  from  long  experience,  that  if 
you  do  not  allow  the  payment  of  interest 
out  of  capital,  you  will  cause  the  pro- 
moters to  resort  to  very  undesirable 
measures;  and  indirect  arrangements  for 
attaining  the  same  end  are  practicable 
under  the  present  law,  bat  are  very 

8r  John  R.  Mowlray 


costly.  There  are,  Mr.  Speaker,  othra 
and  more  important  reasons  why 
every  inducement  should  be  offerod  to 
the  promoters  of  this  Canal  to  proceed 
as  soon  as  possible  with  this  work  ;  and 
one  is  that  there  is,  at  the  present  time,  a 
great  deficiency  in  the  employment  of 
labour.  Every  month's  delay  in  the 
conmiencement  of  this  work  prevents 
the  employment  of  thousands  of  men  in 
the  constructioiL  of  this  Canal.  The 
opponents  of  this  measure  allege  too 
much  for  their  own  case ;  if,  as  they 
say,  the  undertaking  will  be  un- 
remuncrative,  we  ought  to  be  grateful 
to  those  who,  at  such  a  time  ae  the 
present,  undertake  a  difficult  and 
hasardons  enterprize,  which  will  oer- 
tatoly  materially  add  to  the  amount  of 
available  work.  But  I  am  much  more 
sanguine  of  the  ultimate  result ;  and, 
personally,  I  think  we  ought,  on  all 
grounds,  to  feel  very  much  indebted  to 
tho  promoters  of  this  undertaking,  and 
that  no  impediment  whatever  ought  to 
be  put  in  the  way  of  its  accomplish- 
ment. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  (liver- 
pool.  West  Derby) :  With  the  leave  o£ 
the  House,  I  will  make  a  suf^^estion 
which  I  hope  will  meet  the  views  of 
hon.  Members.  If  we  are  aUowad  a 
Committee,  as  proposed  by  Uie  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chairman  of  Committees 
(Mr.  Courtney),  I  would  agree,  on  be- 
half of  the  Petitioners,  to  exclude  from 
the  Beference  both  the  commercial  and 
the  engineering  question,  limiting  the 
Beferencetofinance.  I  would  also  under* 
take,  on  behalf  of  the  Mersey  Dock 
Board  and  the  Corporation  of  Liverpool, 
to  merge  their  oppositions  into  one  op- 
position, thus  leaving  only  two  opposi- 
tions— namely,  that  of  the  Corporation 
and  Dock  Board  merged,  and  that  of  the 
London  and  Noith-Westem  Railway 
Company. 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  thbEXOHB- 
QUEB  (Sir  Wnxuu  Harcoubt)  (Derby): 
I  hope  the  House  will  not  entertain  this 
proposal.  I  quite  agree  with  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Ghairman  of  Committees 
that  the  Standing  Orders  to  which  refer- 
ence has  been  made  have  no  application 
to  the  facts  of  this  case.  We  have  been 
asked  to  remit  this  question  to  the  Com- 
mittee. Now,  we  cannot  remit  the  (Ques- 
tion to  the  Committee ;  the  Committee 
is  extinct,  and  many  of  its  Members  may 
be  so  also,  as  £u  as  I  know.  You  cannot 
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remit  this  question  to  the  Oommittee  on 

the  Bill,  and  that  is  what  the  Standing 
Order  states.  You  may,  of  oourse, 
create  a  new  Oommittee;  but  it  wouM 
not  be  the  Oommittee  on  the  Bill  to  con- 
sider the  question  of  finance.  The 
simple  question  of  finance  is  whether 
you  are  to  authorize  interest  to  be  paid 
oat  of  capital ;  and  whether  you  are  to 
eonatitute  a  Oommittee  for  that  purpose 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  question  for  the 
House  to  determine.  As  a  general 
principle,  the  House  ought  to  declare 
its  own  opinion  ;  and  this  certainly  ap- 
pears to  be  simply  an  obstructive  pro- 
cedure to  send  the  question  to  a  Oom- 
mittee at  all.  Pei-haps  I  ought  not  to 
object  to  this  as  part  of  the  lawful  gains 
of  the  Profession  to  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  belong ;  and  I  can  understand 
the  advantage,  in  that  sense,  of  multi- 
plying these  Oommittees ;  but  a  Com- 
mittee, aa  I  understand  it,  is  appointed 
to  inquire  into  questions  of  disputed 
fact,  and  there  is  no  question  of  disputed 
faot  to  be  referred  to  a  Oommittee  at  all; 
and  therefore  I  hope  the  House  will  de- 
(»de  upon  the  Motion  itself,  and  not 
oonsent  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Com- 

Mb.'  SOLATER-BOOTH  (Hants, 
Basingstoke) :  I  hare  only  one  word  to 
say  in  regud  to  this  BiU,  and  it  has 
reference  to  the  obs^vations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
a&ressed  the  House.  He  seems  to  be 
unaware  that  all  Bills  go  to  a  Oommit- 
tee ;  and  the  only  question  we  have  to 
decide  now  is  what  this  Oommittee  shall 
be— whether  the  proposition  of  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  should 
be  adopted,  or  that  which  has  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Liverpool  (Lord  Claud 
Hamilton).  The  Bill  must,  under  any 
circumstances,  go  to  a  Oommittee ;  and 
the  only  objection  I  have  to  the  ordinary 
course  being  adopted  on  this  occasion  is 
that  we  have  no  security  that  a  very 
important  question  as  to  the  relaxation 
of  our  Bole  in  regard  to  the  payment  of 
interest  ont  of  caEotal  would  be  fairly 
fought  out  by  the  promoters  cf  the  Bill. 
If  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord  is  ac- 
cepted, then  all  parties  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  being  heard ;  but  we 
hare  no  security  that  the  case  would  be 
fairly  argued  unless  the  parties  in- 
tereated  on  botii  sides  are  heard  upon 
the  question.   It  seems  to  me  that  the 


House  ought  to  allow  the  matter  to  be 
decided  in  the  only  way  in  which  it 
can  properly  be  decided  ;  and  the  ques- 
tion is  whether  it  should  be  decided  in 
eamerd,  by  a  Oommittee  presided  over  by 
the  Chairman  of  "Ways  and  Means,  or 
be  fought  out  by  counsel  before  a  Select 
Oommittee. 

Mb.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  :  I  shall  not  interfere  between  the 
House  and  a  division  for  more  than  a 
few  minutes;  but  I  wish  to  call  the  a^ 
teution  of  the  House  to  some  remarks 
made  by  one  of  its  most  distinguished 
Members,  whose  absence  we  ul  very 
much  regret  to-day — I  mean  the  senior 
Member  for  Bradford  {Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster).  I  wish  to  quote  just  three 
lines  from  his  remarks  which  I  think  go 
directly  in  support  of  the  proposition 
which  has  been  made  by  the  Ohairtuan 
of  Ways  and  Means.  The  question  has 
been  raised  whether  the  Ship  Canal  Bill 
came  technically  within  the  Standing 
Orders  applicable  to  Railway  Bills. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forsters)  words  were  these — 

"  I  think  we  all  of  UB  ftwl  that  whatever  wets 
thegrouads  on  which  Parliament  bos  made  tlui 
concession  to  Railwsya,  certainly,  if  they  had 
foreseen  such  a  Canal  as  this,  thoy  would  have 
made  the  same  roatnctiona  for  that  Canal.  It 
is  clear  it  must  be  fought  out  on  its  merits,  as  a 
question  going  pari  pasau  with  nulways." 

These  were  the  remarks  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  one  of  the 
inquiries  before  a  Committee  of  this 
House ;  and  all  that  is  now  asked  by 
the  opponents  of  the  Bill  is  that  they 
may  be  put  in  the  same  position  this 
Session  as  they  would  have  been  had 
the  promoters  introduced  these  pro- 
visions into  the  Bill  of  last  Session.  If 
you  do  not  grant  the  Petitioners  that 
modicum  of  fair  play,  you  will  be  doing 
this— the  House  will  be  placing  a  pre- 
mium on  promoters  to  come  to  this 
House  one  year  with  clauses  in  a  mea- 
sure drawn  in  a  certain  way,  aod  then 
coming  again  next  year,  as  in  Uus  case, 
to  cancel  some  of  uose  clauses,  when 
their  opponents  cannot  be  heard  in 
reply.  This  matter,  as  was  well  pointed 
out  by  the  Chairman  of  Committees, 
involves  a  serious  inroad  on  the  capit^ 
authorized  by  the  Bill.  The  sum  to  be 
deducted  from  capital  is  £750,000,  with 
something  like  £80,000  in  the  shape  of 
commission  to  the  Messrs.  Kuthschilds. 
I  submit  to  the  House  that  it  is  only  fair 
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that  the  opponents  and  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  as  well  should  be  offered  an 
opportunity  of  having  this  matter  dis- 
cussed in  Committee  on  the  question  of 
the  Standing  Orders,  as  well  as  to  the 
financial  position  of  the  Company  itself. 

Mb.  sexton  (Sligo,  S.):  I  wish  to 
submit  a  question  of  Order  to  you,  Sir, 
before  the  diTision  is  taken.  I  hftTehere 
a  list  of  15  Members  vho  haye  a  per- 
sonal interest  in  this  question.  One  of 
them  isaDirectorof  the  London  andNorth 
Western  Bailvay  Company ;  six  are 
Directorsof theLuioashire  and  Yorkshire 
Bail  way  Company;  four  are  Directors 
of  the  Manchester,  Sheffield  and  Lanca- 
shire Railway  Oompany;  and  four  are 
Pirnctors  of  the  Midland  Kailway  Com- 
pany. Coneidering  the  nature  of  the 
Standing  Orders  of  the  House  as  to  the 
pecuniary  interest  of  Members  in  ques- 
tions which  may  be  brought  before  us, 
and  also  the  fact  that  this  is  a  proposal 
which  is  to  facilitate  the  construction  of 
a  Canal  which  may  affect  the  financial 
position  of  the  Companies  I  have  enu- 
merated, and  the  dividends  whioh  the 
shareholders  of  those  Companies  may 
receive,  I  wish  to  ask  you,  Sir,  if  these 
1 5  Members  are  entitled  to  vote  in  the 
division  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  That  is  entirely  a 
matter  for  the  oonsideratioD  of  the  indi- 
vidoal  Members  oonoerned,  having  re- 
gard to  the  directness  of  their  interest. 

Mk.  SKXTON  :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  if  any  Member  who  is  in  the  posi- 
tion I  have  named  takes  part  in  the 
division  I  shall  oall  attention  to  the 
matter  again. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  (Liver- 
pool, West  Derby) :  Sir,  I  now  beg  to 
move  the  Resolution  of  which  I  have 
given  Notice : — 

"Tbat  {be  Manchester  Ship  Caaal  Bill  be 
referred  to  a  Committw  to  be  nominated  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection. 

•*  That  all  Tetitums  agaicBt  the  udd  BiU  al- 
ready presented,  or  which  may  be  presooted  not 
later  than  three  clear  days  before  the  sitting  of 
the  Committee,  be  refeired  to  the  Committee ; 
and  tlut  such  of  the  FetiUoners  ae  pray  to  be 
heard  by  themselvee,  their  Counsel,  A^nte, 
and  Witiiessea,  be  heard  upon  their  Fctitioos, 
if  tiiey  tbinlE  fit,  and  CcwdmI  heard  in  favour 
of  tite  Bill  against  anch  Petitions." 

I  am  quite  willing  to  exclude  from  the 
Reference  to  theOommittee  ail  questions 

Mr.  Foncood 


relating  to  commercial  and  engineering 
matters;  and  that  being  so,  I  do  not  be^ 
lieve  that  the  ddiberations  of  the  Com- 
mittee would  last  more.than  two  or  three 
days.  The  Petitions,  in  point  of  fact, 
would  be  confined  to  two  or  three  which 
have  already  been  presented,  and  even 
in  regard  to  theoi  I  believe  that  two 
will  be  merged  into  one.  I  therefore 
hope  that,  in  accordance  with  the  custom 
generally  observed  in  this  House,  the 
House  will  not  refuse  to  refer  die  Bill  to 
the  Committee  which  I  propose. 

Ms.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk) :  I  beg  to  second  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Committee  tx) 
be  nominated  by  the  Committee  of  fi^bcticMi." 
—{Lord  Claud  SamiUm,) 

Sir  JAMES  FERQUSSON  (Man- 
chester, N.E.):  I  hope  the  House  will 
not  agree  to  this  proposal.  It  seems  to 
me  it  runs  altogether  counter  to  the 
spirit  of  the  decision  we  have  unani- 
mously arrived  at  in  favour  of  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  The  Standing 
Orders  require  that  the  Committee  on 
the  Bill  shall,  in  such  exceptional  cases, 
fix  the  rate  of  interest  to  bo  paid  during 
construction,  and  the  time  during  whioh 
it  shall  be  allowed.  I  may  be  under  a 
misoonception  on  this  point,  but  it  may 
be  that  these  matters  might  be  settled 
by  the  Committee  of  tbe  Whole  House ; 
but  if  a  Select  Committee  is  to  be  nomi- 
nated, certainly  all  questions  which  were 
debated  at  such  length  and  deemed  to  be 
finally  deoided  by  the  Cbmmittee  whioh 
sat  on  the  BUI  last  year  ought  to  be  ex- 
dudod.  I  do  not  wish  to  repeat  any- 
thing that  has  been  said  before  in  the 
course  of  this  debate;  but,  on  the  part 
of  the  promoters,  I  want  to  say  that  it  is 
not  the  case  that  any  more  capital  would 
he  required  if  a  provision  is  made  for 
payment  of  interest  out  of  capital  during 
the  construction  of  works.  I  must  point 
out  that  the  amount  of  capital  for  that 
purpose  has  already  been  provided  in 
the  Bill  which  has  been  submitted  to  the 
House ;  and  although  the  clause  for  the 
payment  of  interest  out  of  capital  watf 
struck  out,  the  amount  was  still  left  in ; 
and,  therefore,  with  all  necessary  deduc- 
tions, the  amount  of  £760,000  is  still 
available,  and  suffioient  to  provide 
interest  during  the  construction  of  the 
works.  That  is  a  matter  for  the  oon- 
sideratioD of  the  ttibunal  to  -wUsh  the 
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Bill  may  be  referred.  I  beg  to  move, 
as  an  Amenchneat  to  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Lord,  to  insert,  after  the  words 
"referred  to  a  Comniittea,"  the  words — 

"  Thai  it  bo  ui  Inalraoiioii  to  tlie  Ooumititee 
to  cflDadmraad  detenaiae  only  wbmi  rate  of  in- 
t«r«8t  shall  be  allowed  nniler  Claue  S  of  the 

Bill,  and  the  time  duriag  which  0uch  mterest 
than  be  paid,  according  to  sab-BeotioDS  1  and  2 
of  Standing  Order  167." 

The  coDditioDS  attaching  to  the  relaxa- 
tions which  may  be  given  in  certain 
cases  in  regard  to  Hailwaj  Bills  are 
in  most  respects  fixed ;  but  in  two  Bub- 
sectioDS  they  are  elastic;  and  they  relate 
to  questions  as  to  the  rate  of  interest  to 
be  paid,  and  the  arrangement  of  the  time 
during  which  the  interest  shall  be  paid. 
I  beg  to  submit  to  the  House  that  the 
Order  of  Beference  should  be  strictly 
limited  to  theee  two  subjects. 

Ur.  8F£AK£B  :  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
nmet  proposes  to  move  this  Amendment 
after  ^e  House  has  decided  to  refer  the 
Bill  to  a  Committee ;  but  the  QaesUon 
now  before  the  House  is  that  the  Bill  be 
referred  to  a  Committee  to  be  nominated 
by  the  Committee  of  Selection.  The 
Amendmeot  of  the  right  hou.  Baronet, 
therefore,  would  come  in  after  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord. 

Sib  JOHN  E.  MOWBRAY  (Oxford 
TTniversity) :  I  am  only  desirous  of  say- 
ing one  word,  and  that  is  on  behalf  of 
the  Committee  of  Selection.  We  hare 
no  wish  to  shrink  from  any  duty  that 
may  be  cast  upon  us  by  the  House;  but 
I  think  it  wiU  be  very  unwise  for  the 
House  to  pass  any  Besolution  of  this 
kind.  Leave  this  Bill,  like  any  other 
Bill,  to  take  the  ordinary  course.  If 
there  are  parties  affected  by  the  Bill, 
they  are  entitled,  by  the  Bules  of  tbe 
House,  to  become  Fetitioners ;  they  will 
present  their  Petition,  and  such  Petition 
will  be  heard  in  due  course.  In  the  first 
place,  it  would  have  to  be  {n^ved  that 
they  hare  a  locus  standi ;  and  if  it  should 
turn  out  that  tbe  Petitioners  have  no 
loeu*  aUndi,  then  the  Bill  will  become  an 
unopposed  Bill,  and  will  be  considered 
by  tne  Committee  presided  over  by  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.  In  that 
case  the  House  will  have  sanctioned,  by 
reading  the  Bill  a  second  time,  the  prin- 
ciple of  paying  interest  out  of  capital ; 
and  (he  one  question  to  be  decided  will 
be  the  amount  of  capital  on  which  in- 
terest ia  to  b«  paid,  and  the  rate  of 
the  interest  itself.  My  right  hon,  'EnmA 


the  Member  fbr  Hampshire  (Mr.  SolatsD* 
Booth)  says  tJiers  must  be  a  Committee, 
in  accordanoe  with  the  ordinary  Bules  of 

the  House.  No  doubt  there  will  be  a 
Comtnittee  ;  but  a  Committee  on  an  un- 
opposed Bill  consists  of  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means,  with  two  Members 
called  in  to  assiet  him ;  and  I  must  say 
that  most  of  these  Bills,  and  the  clauses 
which  they  contain,  are  more  carefully 
scrutinized  as  unopposed  Bills  than  they 
would  otherwise  be.  With  regard  to 
the  present  Bill,  I  am  quite  sure  that 
ray  hon.  Friend  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  is  fully  competent  to  deal 
with  it,  with  the  advice  of  the  Speaker's 
counsel  and  two  Members  of  the  House. 

The  8E0RETABY  to  thb  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  HiBBiBT)  (Oldham) :  As 
representing  a  ctmstitueney  vhioh  is 
greatly  interested  in  the  Bill,  I  should 
like  to  say  a  word  or  two  in  suppcort  of 
what  has  fallen  from  my  right  hon. 
Friend  opposite.  When  we  look  at  the 
Bill,  and  the  noble  Lord  from  whom  the 
opposition  comes,  and  who  proposes  to 
refer  the  matter  to  a  Select  Committee, 
we  know  that  the  proposition  proceeds 
from  thoee  who  are  decidedly  hostile  to 
the  measure.  I  can  only  regard  the  ob- 
ject whidii  hon.  Members  who  support 
this  Resolution  have  in  view,  and  I  can- 
not conceal  from  myself  that  it  has  bera 
sug^sted  with  a  view,  if  possible, 
smodiering  the  Bill  altogether.  On  that 
ground  I  trust  the  House  will  not  agree 
to  r^er  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee, 
as  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord.  I  do 
not  see  why  we  should  give  up  any 
powers  we  have  in  order  to  allow  it  to 
go  to  any  four  Q«ntlemen  to  be  nomi- 
nated by  the  Committee  of  Selection.  U 
it  is  not  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
it  will  go  naturally  before  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means  as  an  unopposed 
Bill,  and  no  one  will  have  any  further 
interest  in  opposing  the  Bill,  except  those 
who  hare  a  mir  and  proper  loeta  stand*. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  61;  Noes 
375 :  MajorilySU. 

AYES. 

Agg-Gardner.  J.  T.  Blundell,  Col.  H.  B.  H. 

Baden-PoweU,  Q.  8.  Bolton,  J.  C. 

Baily,  L.  R.  Brand,  hon.  H.  B. 

Beach,  W.  W.  B.  BrocklehutBt,  W.  C. 

Bentiock,  rt.  ha.  0-.  G.  Brown,  A.  H. 

Bathall,  Oosnnander  OMmally,  It. 

Birkbeck,  Sir  E.    .    .  Cony,  Sir  J.  F. 
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OottoD,  Oapt  E.  T.  r. 

Coortney,  L.  H. 
Cranborne,  VtBcoont 
Dillwjn,  L.  L. 
Duncan,  D. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  0. 
Fairbaim,  Sir  A. 
Finlayson,  J. 
Towler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Gent-DaviB,  R. 
Gibson,  J.  G. 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  E. 
Hamilton,  Col.  0.  E. 
Herbert,  hon.  8. 
HiU,  A.  8. 
Howard,  J. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 
Lowther,  hxm.  W. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Uarcb,  Earlc^ 
MUls,  hon.  0.  "W. 
Milvain,  T. 
Huntz.  P.  A. 
Nolan,  J. 


O'Brien,  P. 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
Pearce,  W. 
Pease,  Sir  J.  W. 
Percy,  Lord  A.  M. 
Plunket,  rt.hon.  D.  R. 
Powell,  P.  S. 
Ramsay,  J. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Roberts,  J.  (Flnt.  Bgs.) 
Russell,  E.  B. 
Sclater-Booth,  rt.hn.G. 
Stnrgia,  H.  P. 
Tennaat,  Bir  0. 
Thompson,  Sir  H.  M. 
Tipping,  W. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Trotter,  H.  J. 
Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 
Walrond.  Col.  W.  H. 
Watson,  J. 
Whitley,  E. 

TBLLBH8. 

Forwood,  A.  B. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 


KOES. 


Abraham,  W.  (Glam.) 
Abraham,  W.  (Lime- 

rick.  W.) 
Acland,  A.  H.  D. 
Acland,  C.  T.  D. 
Addison,  J.  E.  W. 
Agnew,  W. 
Ainalie,  W.  G. 
AUen,  H.  U. 
Allison,  R.  A. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Amhemt,  W.  A.  T. 
Amutage,  B. 
Aaher,  A. 

Aslimead-Bartlett,  E. 
Ashton,  T.  G. 
Atherley-Jones,  L. 
Baggallay,  E. 
Baker,  L.  J. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Bolfonr,  rt.  hon.  J.  B. 
Barbour.  W.  B. 
Bimslay,  J.  W. 
Barnes,  A. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bass,  Sir  A. 
Banmann,  A.  A. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beaumont,  H.  F. 
BeiUi,  G. 
Bickersteth,  R. 
Biddulpfa,  M. 
Blake,  J.  A. 
Blake,  T. 
Bolton,  T.  H. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
BradluQgh,  C. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon, 
P.  C. 

Bright,  right  hon.  J. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Broadhorst,  H. 
Brodiiok,  hon.  W.  St. 


BrookBdd,  CoL  A.  M. 
Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Brunner,  J.  T. 
Buchanan,  T.  R. 
Buckley,  A. 
Bnrdett-Coatts,  W.  L. 

Ash-B. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Burt,  T. 
Buxton,  E.  N. 
Byrne,  G.  M. 
Cameron,  C. 
Cameron,  J.  M. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  H. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Campbell,  E.  F.  F. 
Oa^^)bell- Bannerman, 

right  hon.  H. 
Carbutt,  E.  H. 
Caraw,  J.  L. 
Cavendid),  Lord  E. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Chance,  P.  A. 
Channing,  F.  A. 
Charrington,  8. 
Churchill,  rt.  hn.  Lord 

R.H.S. 
Clauoy,  J.  J. 
Clark,  br.  G.  B. 
Clarke,  E.  G. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Cobbold,  F.  T. 
Cohen,  L.  L. 
Coleridge,  hon.  B. 
Oommerell,  Adml.  Sir 

St 

Compton,  Lord  W.  G. 
Condon,  T.  J. 
Conway,  M. 
Conybeare,  C.  A.  V. 
Cook,  £■  R. 
Coots,  T. 
Oorbet,  W.  J. 


Corbett,  A.  a 
CoBsham,  H. 
Cowen,  J. 
Craven,  J. 
Crawford,  D. 
Crawford,  W. 
Cremer,  W.  R. 
Crilly,  1). 
Crompton,  C. 
Cross,  H.  8. 
Croseley,  Sir  S.  B. 
CroBsley,  E. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Onrson,  Viscount 
Davies,  D. 
Bavies.  R. 
Daviea,  W. 
Dawson,  R. 
Deasy,  J. 

De  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 
Denison.  E.  W. 
Dilke,  rt.hn,SirC.W. 
Dillon,  J. 

Dimsdale,  Baron  B. 
Dizon,  G. 
Douglas,  A.  Aken* 
Duckham,  T. 
Duff,  R.  W, 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
Dnnoombe,  A. 
Dyke,  rt.  hn.  Sir  W. 
H. 

Eaton,  H.  W. 
Egerton,  hn.  A.  J.  F. 
E^ton,  Admiral  hon. 

Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  B,  D. 
Ellis,  Sir  J.  W. 
Ellis,  J.  E. 
Eeslemont,  P. 
Everett,  R.  L. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  R. 
Feilden,  Lt..Gen.  R.  J. 
FeUowes,  W.  H, 
Ferguson,  R. 
Field,  Captain  E. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Finucane,  J. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fitz-Wygram.  Sir  F. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Fletcher,  B. 
Flynn,  J.  C. 
Folkestone,  Viacoont 
Forstor,  Sir  C. 
Foster,  Dr.  B. 
Fowler,  H.  H. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Fraser,  General  C.  C. 
Fry,  T. 
FnUer,  G.  P. 
GaskeU,  C.  G.  Milocfl- 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

J.S. 
Gibb,  T.  E. 
Giles,  A. 
Gilhooly,  .T. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  J. 
Goldsworthy,  Major- 

General  W.  T. 
Oower,  G.  U.  L. 


Grafton,  F.  W. 
Greenall,  G. 
Gregory,  G.  B. 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grove,  Sir  T.  F. 
Ounter.OoL  B. 
Gnxd<m,  B.  T. 
HaU,  0. 

Hamilton,  Lord  F.  8. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Haroourt,rt.hn.  Sir  W. 

G.  V.  V. 
HardcasUe,  E. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Barker,  W. 
Harrington,  E. 
Harris,  M. 

Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Havelock-  Allan,  Sir 

H.  M. 
Hayne,  C.  Seale- 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Heneage,  right hon.E. 
Henry,  M. 
Hervey,  Lord  F. 
Hibbert,  rt.  hon.  J.  T. 
Hickman,  A. 

Hill,  lord  A.  W. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Holden,  A. 
Holden,  I. 
Howell,  G. 
Hoyle,  r. 
Hunt,  F.  8. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
Hutton,  J.  F. 
lUingworth,  A. 
Ingram,  W.  J . 
Jacks,  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
James,  rt.  hon.  Sir  H. 
James,  hon.  W.  H. 
James,  G. 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
Jennin^,  L.  J. 
Johns,  J.  W. 
Johnson-FerguBta,  J. 
E. 

Johnston,  W. 
Joicey.  J. 
Jones,  P. 
Jones-Parry,  L. 
Jordan,  J. 
KeUy,  B. 

Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Kenny,  C.  S. 
Kenny,  U.  J. 
Kennck,  W. 
Kenyon,  hon.  G.  T. 
Kilcoursie,  right  lum. 

Viscount 
Kimber,  H. 
King,  H.  a 
Knatchbull-Hagesaen, 

hon.  H.  T. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lane,  W.  J. 
Lawrance,  J.  C. 
Lawaoa,  H.  L.  W. 
Leake,  R. 
Leatbam,  E,  A. 
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Leohmere,  SirE.  A.  H. 
LdoMter,.J. 
LeiffhtoD,  S. 
Le^bridge,  ffir  B. 
UeweUvn,  E.  H. 
Lloyd,  W. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Lyell,  L. 

Lymiogton,  Yisooant 
Maclones,  M. 
Hackiiitosh.  U.  F. 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
Hacnaghten,  E. 
M'Arthur,  A. 
H*Calmont,  Captain  J. 
M'Culloch,  J. 
M'Dooald,  P. 
M'Donald,  Dr.  K. 
M'Garel-Hogg,  Sir  J. 
M'KeDna,  Hir  J.  N. 
U'Lagan,  P. 
McLaren,  C.  B.  B. 
Haittand.  W.  F. 
Mappia,  F.  T. 
Marjonbanks,  rt.  hon. 
E. 

Maakdyne,  M.  H.  N. 

Story- 
Mather,  W. 
Mollor,  rt.  hon.  J.  W. 
Meazies,  R.  S. 
MoUoy,  B.  C. 
MoQt^u,  S. 
More,  R.  J. 
Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G.  0. 
Morgan,  O.  V. 
Mortoy,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Morlcy,  A. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Uowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  B. 
Mancaster,  Lord 
Mandella,  rt.  ha.  A.  J. 
Mewuk,  Vfaooout 
N«wnei,  G. 
Noel,E. 

Nolan,  Oolonel  J.  P. 
Norria,  E.  S. 
Norton,  R. 
O'Brifln,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien.  P.  J. 
O'Brien,  W. 
O'Connor,  A, 
O'Connor,  J.  (Kerry) 
O'Connor,  J.(TiK>rT.) 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
O'Hea,  P. 
O'Kelly,  J. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Paget,  T.  T. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Paolton,  jr.  U. 
Peaoook,  B. 
Peavt,  H.  F. 
Peel,  right  hn.  Sir  R. 
Pclly,  Sir  L. 
PickangiU,  E.  H. 
Piot«n,  3,  A. 
Plt^rfiur,  rt  lion. 

Potter,  T.B. 


PoweU,  W.  B.  H. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Power,  R. 

Price,  Captain  G.  B. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Priertly,  B. 
Pugh,  D. 
Puleston,  J.  H. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Qnilter,  W.  0. 
Bedmond,  J.  E. 
Reed,  Sir  E.  3. 
Reid,  H.  Q. 
Rendel.  S. 
Richard,  H. 
Bichardaon,  T. 
Ritchie,  C.  T. 
Roberta,  J.  B. 
Robertson,  E. 
Robertson,  H. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
Robinson,  T. 
Rogers,  J.  E.  T. 
Boacoe,  Sir  H.  E. 
Boss,  A.  H. 
Ruston,  J. 
Rylanda,  P. 
SaliB-Scbwabe,  Col.G. 
Samnelaon,  SirB. 
Saundera,  W. 
Seely,  C. 
Sellar,  A.  0. 
Seton-KaiT,  H. 
Sexton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheehy,  D. 
Sheil,  E. 
Shirley,  W.  8. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Sidebottom,  VT. 
Simon,  Serjeant  J. 
Sitwell,  Sir  0.  R. 
Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Spensley,  H. 
Stack,  J. 

Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  £. 
Stansfdd,  rt  hon.  J. 

Stovenaon,  F.  S. 
Stewart,  M. 
Stunock,  P. 
SulUvan,  D. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Tanner,  C.  K. 
Taylor,  F. 
Thomas,  A. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Trevelyan,  rt.hon.G.O, 
Tuite,  J. 

Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Valentine,  C.  J. 
Vanderbyl,  P. 
Veroey,  Captam  E.  H. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.  J. 
Wardle,  H. 
Warmisgton,  C.  M. 
"Wason,  E. 
Watt,  H. 
Wayman,  T. 
Weat,  Cdonol  W.  O. 
Westlake,  J. 
Weston,  J.  P. 
Whitbread,8. 


Wolmer,  ViaoooDt 
Woodall,  W. 
WoodhMid,  J. 
WOTtley,  O.  B.  Staart- 
Yeo,  A.  F. 

TSLLBBS. 

Ferguason,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Houldsworth,  W.  H. 


White,  J.  B. 
Wiggin,  H. 
WiB,  J.  S. 
Williams,  A. 
Williams,  J.  0. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Wilson.  I. 

Wilson,  J.  (Durham) 
Wtlaon,  J.{Kdinhgh.) 
Winterbotham,  A.  B. 

Wodehoose,  E.  R. 

Mb.  sexton  {Sligo,  «.):  I  beg  leave 
to  move,  Sir,  that  the  vote  of  the  right 
hon.  David  Flunket  in  this  divieioa  be 
disallowed.  He  was  the  only  one  of 
the  15  Gentlemeu  who,  after  the  Quea- 
tion  I  put  to  jDU,  Mr.  Speaker,  about 
them  and  jour  ezpresrion  of  opinion, 
entered  the  Division  Lobby. 

Mb.  tipping  (Stootport) :  "Will you 
allow  me  to  say,  Sir,  tbat  I  had  the 
honour  of  going  into  the  Division  Lobby, 
and  I  am  a  North- Western  Bailway 
Director. 

Ma.  SEXTON :  WiU  tiie  hon.  Mem. 
ber  give  me  his  name?  Then,  Sir,  I 
beg  to  move  that  the  votes  of  the  right 
hon.  David  Plunket  and  Mr.  Tipping  in 
this  division  be  disallowed.  Both  those 
Gentlemen  are  at  present  Directors  of 
the  London  and  North- Western  Bail- 
way  Company,  and  in  that  capacity  re- 
ceive a  Targe  pecuniary  compensation 
for  their  services.  That  fact  alone,  I 
submit,  constitutes  a  conclusive  reason 
why  neither  of  them  should  intervene 
iu  any  division  in  this  House  concern- 
ing the  pecunia^  interests  of  that 
Company.  The  London  and  North- 
western Railway  Company  are  pecu- 
niarily interested  in  the  matter,  for  if  the 
Canal  is  constructed  the  receipts  and  the 
dividends  of  that  Company  will  be 
affected ;  and  therefore  these  two  Gen- 
tlemen, in  addition  to  being  interested 
as  Directors,  are  interested  as  share- 
holders. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Votes  of  the  Eight  honour- 
able David  Plunket  and  Mr.  Tipping  be 
disallowed."— (ifr.  Sfxton.) 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  (Liver- 
pool,  West  Derby):  I  am  sorry  also, 
bir,  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Honldswortb,  Member  for  Manchester, 
and  a  Director  of  the  Manchester  Ship 
Canal,  told  in  the  division. 

Ma.  PLUNKET  (Dublio  University) : 
Of  course,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  submit  my- 
self most  humbly  to  the  decision  of  the 
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House,  and  I  «n  not  going  to  argue  the 

auestion  at  all.  I  mijj^t,  perham,  say 
lat  as  a  Director,  vhose  salary  is  fixed, 
this  Bill  can  make  no  difference  to  me  at 
all.  But,  being  a  Director — I  am  also 
a  shareholder — and,  as  far  as  the  hon. 
Member's  (Mr.  Sexton's)  oriticistn  is  a 
just  one,  of  course  it  would  apply  to 
me  on  this  occasion  ;  but  I  will  ooly  say 
this  much  to  the  House— that  if  I  am 
an  offender  on  this  occasion  I  am  a  very 
old  and  a  very  notorious  offender,  be- 
cause this  precise  point  was  raised 
against  me  three  years  ago  by  an  hon. 
Member  who  aits  close  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo — I  think  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Cork  (Mr.  J.  E.  Kenny).  I  sub- 
mitted myself  to  the  judgment  of  the 
House  on  that  occasion,  and  a  division 
was  taken ;  and  by  a  majority  of  256,  I 
Uiink,  against  86,  the  House,  on  that 
oecesion,  acquitted  me.  And  if  the 
hon.  Member  should  go  to  a  dirision 
now  I  humbly  trust  the  House  will 
acquit  me  again. 

Me.  tipping  (Stockport) :  I  looked 
upon  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber below  the  Gangway  (Mr.  Sexton)  as 
a  threat— if  he  will  allow  me  to  use  the 
word — as  a  form  of  "  BoycoWing,"  and 
I  thought  it  was  necessary  for  me  to  go 
into  the  Lobby  at  once,  and  t  should 
do  so  again  under  such  a  threat. 

ThbCHANCELLOEoftheEXOHE- 
QUER(8irW]LiJAMHAB00UBT)(Derby): 
I  will  aak  the  House  to  hear  what  me 
prac^oe  has  been  in  this  matter.  I  think 
it  will  be  well  to  follow  the  Rule  which 
certainly,  for  a  great  many  years,  has 
been  followed.  I  find  the  following  in 
Thomas  Erskino  May's  work  on 
Ptariiametitary  Praetice~~ 

"On  the  16th  of  June,  1846,  ohjection  was 
taken  to  the  vote  of  a  Member  who  had  voted 
with  the  Noes,  on  the  gxouDd  thtt  he  was  a 
Director  and  Bhareholder  in  the  Caledonian 
BaUway  Companj,  and  had  a  direct  pecuniary 
interest  in  the  rejection  of  the  (Glasgow,  Bum- 
friea,  and  Carlisle  Railway  Bil!.  Whereupon 
he  stated  that  the  sole  direct  interest  that  he 
had  in  the  Caledonian  Railway  was,  being  the 
holder  of  20  ahares,  to  qualify  turn  to  be  a  Di- 
rector in  that  undertaking ;  and  that  he  voted 
against  the  G-Iasgow,  Dumfries,  and  Carlisle 
Railway,  conceiving  it  to  he  in  direct  competi- 
tion with  the  Caledonian  Railway,  as  decided 
by  the  Legislature  in  the  laat  Seesion." 

Mr.  sexton  :  He  had  no  salary. 

Sra  WILLIAM  HARCOTJRT  :  Well, 
I  presume  he  bad.  At  all  events,  he 
was  a  shareholder  in  the  Oaledonian 
Company,  and  he  voted  against  the 


Glasgow,  Domfiies,  ood  Oarlisle  Bail- 
way  Bill.   The  report  goes  on  to  say— 

"  A  queetioQ  for  disallowing  his  vote,  on  the 
groand  of  dkeot  pecuniary  interest,  was  ne- 
gatived. Oa  the  leoond  reading  of  the  Bir. 
minghiun  and  Olouoester  Railway  Bill,  Idth 
May,  184fi,  objection  was  taken  to  one  of  the 
Tellers  for  the  Noes,  as  being  a  landholder, 
whose  property  would  he  injurod  by  the  pro- 
posed line.  A  Motion  for  disallowing  his  vote 
wau  withdrawn.  On  the  Ifith  ^oly,  1872,  ob- 
jection was  taken  to  two  ot  the  Tellers  in  a 
division  who  had  voted  against  the  Birmingham 
Sewerage  Bill," 

of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  the  Member  for  Blackburn 
(Sir  Robert  Feel)  will  have  a  lirely  re- 
collection 

"  on  the  ground  of  peconiary  interest,  but  was 
not  sustained.'* 

Then  there  is  the  note — 

' '  And  see  case  of  Iiondon  and  North-Western 
Railway  Bill  (Mr.  Flaaket)  8th  May,  1883." 

Well,  as  far  as  the  records  go,  these 
cases  seem  to  be  very  similar  to  the 
present  case,  and  I  think  it  has  not 
been  considered  by  the  House  that  this 
is  the  sort  of  pecuniary  interest  which 
is  covered  by  the  Rules.  As  these  pre- 
cedents seem  to  extend  over  40  years  I 
think  that  we  ought  to  follow  them.  If 
the  opponents  of  this  measure  ace  to 
be  put  under  this  ban,  its  8upporte» 
ought  to  be  under  the  same  ban.  1  think, 
under  these  circumstances,  a  truce  ought 
to  be  declared. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  81 ;  Koea 
291  :  Majority  210.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  22.) 

The  following  is  the  Entry  in  the 
Votes : — 

Objection  being  taken  to  the  Votes  of  the 
Right  honoonible  David  Flunket,  Member  ior 
the  University  of  DabUn,  and  Ur.  Tipping, 
Member  for  Stockport,  who  voted  with  the 
Ayes,  on  the  ground  that  they  are  Direuton  of 
the  London  and  North  Westwn  Railway  Com- 
pany, and  had  a  direct  pecuniary  interest  in  the 
question  before  the  House  : — 

Motion  made, and  Question  proposed,  "That 
the  Votes  of  the  Right  honourable  David  Flun- 
ket and  Mr.  Tipping  be  disallowed." 

Aadj  the  Bight  honourable  David  Fhinket 
and  Mr.  Tipping,  bung  heard  in  tbotr  plaoes, 
withdrew:— 

Question  put  :^The  House <MvmM;  Ayes 81, 
Noes  291. 

BiU  tmmi(t0d. 
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MIDLAND  RAILWAT  BILL  (iy  Order). 
SEOOND  READIKd.     [aDJOUBITED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  propoeed  to 
Question  [2nd  March],  "That  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time.'* 

And  vhich  Amendment  was, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That,"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**tiaa  House,  vhiUt  not  unwilling  to  consider 
iaTOurably  an  application  from  the  said  Com- 
pany, nader  proper  conditions,  for  power  to 
make  anaa^meDta  with  other  Companies  tend- 
ing to  eoonomise  the  cost  of  transport  to  the 
Company,  refuses  to  entertain  the  same  as  a 
mere  incident  in  a  Bill  for  miBcellaneoua  ob- 
jects, and  unaccompanied  by  the  offer  of  any 
compMisatiag  advaatagea  to  the  public,"— (^w* 
Bernhard  Samudion,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
oE  the  Question." 

Debate  rttumad. 

8m  BERNHARD  SAMUEL80N 
(Oxfordshire,  Banbury) :  I  am  now 
prepared  to  withdraw  my  Amendment 
to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and 
I  may,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to  state  the 
condition  under  which  I  am  prepared 
to  do  so,  for  I  am  not  quite  sure  that 
it  was  made  plain  when  the  question 
was  last  before  the  House.  The  Com- 
pany have  consented  to  introduce  a 
clause  into  their  Bill  by  which  it  will  be 
provided  that  in  every  case  of  amalga- 
mation or  other  arrangement  ^ith  any 
other  Company  the  terms  of  that 
amalgamation  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  shall  be  considered 
by  them,  or  by  some  tribunal  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  them,  whose  duty  it  shall  be 
to  see  that  the  terms  of  such  amalgama- 
tion or  arrangement  shall  be  not  only  just, 
but'adTaDtageouetothepublic.  TheMid- 
land  Company  are  prepared  to  consent 
that  that  provision  shall  be  submitted 
to  the  Select  Committee  which  will  have 
to  consider  the  Bill,  and  the  Committee 
mast  have  power,  of  course,  to  insert 
such  a  clause.  The  terms  are  satisfac- 
tory to  U8,  as  well  as,  I  hope,  to  the 
Board  of  Trade ;  and,  therefore,  so  far  as 
we  are  concerned,  the  Bill  may  now  be 
^owed  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

Me.  8TAVELEY  HILL  (Stafford- 
shire, Kingewinfcn^) :  I  will  take  the 
trouble,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  remind  the 
House  for  a  moment  how  this  matter 


stood  on  Thursday  last.  The  Sesolu- 
tion,  or  Instruction,  which  my  hon. 
Fiiend  has  mentioned  was  proposed 
upon  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Weet  Wolverhampton  (Mr. 
Hickman)  to  read  this  Bill  a  second 
time  on  that  day  six  months.  Now,  it 
is  most  undoubtedly  the  case  that  in 
1873  the  original  Midland  Bill  was  ob- 
tained from  this  House  upon  an  abso- 
lute promise  made  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee by  Mr.  AHport,  now  Sir 
James  Allport,  the  manager  of  the 
railway — a  promise  made  not  only  to 
the  Committee  of  the  House  o£  Com- 
mons, but  fdso  to  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords^l^at  there  should  be 
a  lowering  of  the  rates  from  the  Staf- 
fordshire district.  That  promise  was 
given  most  carefully  in  the  words  which 
were  read  by  my  hon.  Friend  Uie  Mem- 
ber for  West  Wolverhampton  on  Tues- 
day last.  But  as  soon  as  they  had  got 
their  Bill  that  promise  was  utterly 
ignored.  They  entered  into  an  agree- 
ment with  the  London  and  North  West- 
era  and  the  Great  Western  Bailways ; 
and,  instead  of  reducing  the  rates,  the 
rates  at  the  present  time  between  Stave- 
ley  and  Wolverhampton  and  Londoa, 
and  Wolverhampton  and  Staveley  and 
London,  are  suoh  as  give  a  very  large 
preferential  rate  in  faroor  of  the  two 
points  that  are  most  distant;  in  fact, 
with  regwd  to  coal,  the  rates  between 
Staveley  and  London  are  It.  Zd.  less  isi 
favour  of  Staffordshire  than  tbey  are  in 
the  case  of  Wolverhampton.  We  have, 
then,  a  promise  clearly  made  to  Fariia- 
ment — a  promise  under  which  the  Com- 
pany obtained  the  right  of  entering  into 
these  arrangements  and  joining  a  line 
from  Walsall  to  Wolverhampton  to  the 
main  line  ;  and  we  find  that  as  soon  as 
they  obtained  their  Bill  the  promise 
was  utterly  ignored.  •  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Wolverhampton  has  moved 
Uiat  tiiis  Midland  Bill  should  not  be 
read  a  seeond  time  until  that  promise  is 
Ailfilled.  A  Besolution  was  then  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Baronet — [Sir  Bern- 
HAAB  &LMUEI.SON :  I  beg  pardou ;  I 
moved  nothing.  I  Well,  at  all  events, 
there  is  a  Besolution  upon  the  Paper 
standing  in  tbe  name  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Oxfordshire.  That  proposi- 
tion was  put  forward  the  other  night ; 
but  those  of  us  who  were  sitting  at  the 
odiw  end  of  the  House  had  considerable 
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difficultj  ia  hearing  it.  It  was  supposed 
to  meet  the  difficmty  which  was  raised 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Uember  for 
West  Wolverhampton,  and  was  in  terms 
declaring  that  any  agreement  made 
under  this  Bill  ohould  be  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  Board  of  Tirade  or  a 
tribunal  to  be  named     them.  But  that 
was  not  the  difficulty  in  which  we  were 
placed.    What  we  said  was  this — "  You 
obtained  your  Bill  and  the  support  of 
the  district  around  Wolverhaoipton  and 
the  South  Staffordshire  mining  district. 
But  you  obtained  that  support  on  certaia 
terms,  for  the  people  came  here  and 
gave  evidence  iu  favour  of  your  Bill  on 
your  undertaking  to  reduce  the  rates, 
and  that  undertaking  you  have  not  yet 
carried  out."  Well,  a  clause  which  says 
that  any  future  agreement  made  be- 
tween the  Midland  and  the  London  and 
North  Western  and  the  Great  Western 
Bailway  Companies  shall  be  under  the 
surveillance  of  the  Board  of  Trade  does 
not  meet  this  difficulty ;  and  I  think  the 
House  will  be  of  opinion  that  I  was 
justified  in  moving  that  the  further  con- 
sii^ration  of  the  Bill  should  be  ad- 
journed until  we  saw  more  into  it.  But 
now  the  case  stands  on  a  different  foot- 
ing.   On  behalf  of  Staffordahire,  I  say 
that  the  Midland  Company  have  fre- 
quently broken  their  promises.  I  know 
we  were  led  to  believe  it  was  possible 
that  we  should  have  a  good  thing  for  the 
trade  of  Staffordshire  I'rom  the  action  of 
the  Midland.    We  rather  believed,  as 
they  say  in  America,  that  "  one  railway 
spoils  a  town,  two  bring  it  tu  par,  and 
uiree  make  it  boom."    We  thought  we 
should  have  tnde  reviving  under  the 
new  railway  arrangements  which  were 
to  be  brought  about.   But  what  I  am 
o<nning  to  is  this.   I  should  not  have 
given  way  upon  this  point— I  should 
have  taken  the  sense  of  the  House  upon 
it,  because  a  more  flagrant  breach  of 
faith  I  do  Dot  remember  in  the  annals 
of  Private  BUI  legislation  —  only  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)  will 
introduce  his  Kailway  Bates  Bill  at  no 
distant  day,  and  I  hope  that  that  will 
include  a  clause  to  prevent  any  pre- 
ferential  rates  from  being  given  to  one 
district  over  another,  and  to  give  to 
commercial  bodies  a  loeut  utantli  to  be 
heard  with  reference  to  those  rates.  If 
that  is  80—1  think  I  see  my  right  hon. 
iFrieud  shake  his  head — but  if  that  is 

Mr.  Stanley  Sm 


BO,  and  that  Bill  is  to  be  brought  ia 
speedily,  I  will  not  press  the  case  any 
further  now ;  but  it  will  remain  for  us  to 
say,  when  we  have  hoard  him  introduce 
his  Bill,  whether  we  will  move  that  the 
consideration  of  this  Bill  which  is  now 
before  us  shall  be  further  adjourned 
until  we  see  whet  the  general  Bill  for 
dealing  with  railway  rates  is  like,  or 
whether  we  will  at  once  withdraw  our 
opposition  and  allow  the  Bill  to  be  read 
a  second  time,  because  the  general  mea- 
sure is  one  likely  to  prove  satisfactory 
to  traders.  I  need  not  take  up  any 
more  of  the  time  of  the  House  now ; 
but  this  matter  is  one  of  the  most 
serious  and  vital  importance.  If  I  were 
to  go  on  with  my  case,  I  could  point  out 
how  one  very  large  firm  in  South  Staf- 
fordshire—a Joint  Stock  Company — is 
now  in  a  state  of  liquidation  through 
having  fallen  a  victim  to  the  present 
rates  upheld  by  the  three  Companies, 
Those  rates  cannot  be  cut  except  by  the 
Bill  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Mandella)  is  about  to 
bring  forward.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, and  hoping  that  good  results 
may  be  brought  about  by  the  Bill  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  to  bring  in, 
I  will  not  now  take  up  any  more  of  the 
time  of  the  House. 

The  president  op  the  BOAED 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mdndeixa)  (Sheffield, 
Brightside) :  My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  tho  Banbury  Division  of  Oxford* 
shire  (Sir  Bernhard  Samuelson)  has 
raised  a  question  of  some  importance. 
The  Midland  Bailway  Company,  after 
conferring  with  the  Board  of  Trade, 
havo  agreed  to  the  insertion  of  a  clause 
which  will  entirely  meet  the  objection 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  which  will  make  the 
rate  charged  a  perfectly  reasonable  rate, 
and  which  will  give  the  Board  of  Trade 
a  proper  control  over  any  arrangement 
that  may  be  made.  Now,  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Staveley 
Hili)  has  complained  of  some  breach  of 
faith  committed  by  the  Midland  Railway 
Company  so  far  back  as  1872.  But  thia 
Bill  does  not  deal  with  Staffordshire 
rates  at  all — it  has  no  relation  to  any 
question  affecting  that  district.  It 
would  be  vindictive  not  to  allow  it  to 
be  read  a  second  time  because  there  is  a 
grievance  which  ought  to  be  redressed, 
and  which  only  can  be  redressed  by  suoh 
a  measure  as  that  which  X  hope  to  intro- 
duce very  soon  on  the  subject  of  railway 

Digitized  by  Google 


289  Midland  {Maeoh 


9,  1866}  Rmlway.  290 


rates.  I  may  say  to  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  that  if  an  undue  preference  ib 
given  against  any  locality  or  Company, 
tlien  my  Bill  will  be  found  to  deal  with 
it  and  to  provide  a  remedy.  I  hope, 
tlierefore,  that  he  will  not  ineist  on 
opposing  the  present  Motion,  but  will 
allow  tiie  Midland  Bailway  Bill  to  be 
read  a  second  time  on  tlie  distinct  pledge 
that  a  new  clause  will  be  introduced  into 
it  when  it  is  before  the  Committee,  which 
will  provide  for  proper  arrangements 
being  made. 

Mb.  LLOYD  fWednesbury)  :  The 
matter  which  has  just  been  referred  to 
and  explained  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
does  not  in  any  way  affect  the  question 
which  I  wish  to  bring  before  the  House. 
The  queatiou  is  not  whether  these  pre- 
ferential rates  should  be  granted — that 
ia  not  the  question  of  which  we  are 
complaining.  The  question  really  is 
this— the  Midland  Company,  in  1872, 
came  to  this  House,  and  before  a  Select 
Committee  made  certain  statements  that 
they  would  give  certain  advantages  if  a 
certain  Bill  were  passed  by  the  House. 
The  Hoose  allowed  the  Bill  to  be  passed 
upon  the  distinct  pledges  made  on  behalf 
of  the  Company  that  mese  arrangements 
should  be  carried  out.  It  is  not  a  ques- 
tion of  preferential  rates  at  all ;  and, 
therefore,  the  Bill  which  has  been  men- 
tioned does  not  meot  the  case  at  all. 
This  House  is  always  willing  to  listen 
to,  and  to  sympathize  with,  the  toiling 
multitudes  of  London  and  other  places. 
But  I  would  like  to  ask,  Mr.  Speaker, 
whether  the  House  is  willing  to  pay  any 
heed  to  the  burdens  which  are  placed 
upon  the  toiling  multitudes  of  the  Mid- 
lauds  by  this  Bill,  and  in  consequence 
of  the  Midland  Eailway  Company  not 
Ailfilling  their  pledges  ?  It  is  now 
Snggeated  that  we  should  be  put  off 
again.  How?  By  a  Bill  which  has 
yet  to  be  brought  in.  What  it  may  be 
none  of  us  knows,  nor  do  we  know  that 
it  will  ever  pass.  The  Glovemment  may 
disappear  long  before  their  Bill  comes 
to  maturi^,  and  the  grievance  from 
which  we  are  suffering  will  not  be  dealt 
with  and  will  not  be  removed.  We  are 
anxious  that  that  grievance  should  be 
removed.  The  Midland  Eailway  Com- 
pany themselves  admit  the  grievance. 
If  you  read  the  Beport  oi  the  evidence 
given  by  Sir  James  AUport  you  will 
aee  that  he  admits  the  grievance  in 

TOL.  GCOni.   [thibd  sbbibs.] 


South  Staffordshire.  A  certain  number 
of  iroDmasters  come  together ;  they 
promote  a  Bill;  the  Midland  Bailway 
Company  take  up  that  Bill;  the  Bill  u 
brought  in  entirely  for  the  purpose  of 
bringiog  competition  into  South  Stafford- 
shire, so  that  we  may  hare  lower  rates 
than  those  which  exist,  and  which  are 
admitted  to  be  too  high.  Sir  James 
Allport  then  says — 

"We  will  reduoe  tbe  ntes  and  ftllow  the 
competition  to  come  in.   Your  zatM  ahftU  be 

reduced." 

He  goes  on— 

"  We  oannot  tell  how  the  charges  will 
remain,  or  what  the  cost  of  certain  items  will 
be.  It  is  impoaaible  for  lu  to  fix  any  absolute 
rates,  but  you  may  trust  us,  because  as  Staveley 
is  148  miles  off,  and  wo  only  charge  lOs.  6^.  per 
ton,  while  Wolverhampton  is  only  134  mues 
off,  and  the^preesnt  rate  Ui«re  it  16«.,  yon  may 
rely  upon  it  Uiat  we  shall  put  the  Wdver- 
ham^on  down  to  the  level  of  the  Stavdsy 

When  asked  whether  Staveley  had  any 

competition  he  said — 

*'  "So,  It  is  all  in  our  system.  We  do  it 
without  competitioQ,  so  you  may  surely  trust 
us  to  fulfil  our  pledge." 

Will  the  Honse  believe  it  that  up  to  the 
present  time,  though  all  this  occurred 
14  years  ago,  no  change  has  been  made? 
It  was  in  1879  that  the  line  was  com- 
pleted. The  ircmmasters  called  upon 
the  Midland  Company  to  redeem  their 
promise,  and  wrote  to  them;  but  then 
they  forgot  all  those  beautifitl  pledges 
they  had  given,  and  I  hope  the  promises 
we  hear  to-day  will  not  be  broken  in 
the  same  kind  of  way.  Forgetting  all 
the  promises  they  had  made,  they  said — 
"  Oh,  we  have  made  a  compact  with 
the  London  and  North- Western  Com- 
pany, and  we  cannot  do  it."  In  the 
evidence  he  gave,  Sir  James  Allport 
admitted  that  the  rates  in  Staffordshire 
were  exceptionally  high ;  but  three  years 
afterwards  he  said — 

*'  We  cannot  do  what  yon  van^  because  we 
have  made  a  compact." 

How  is  it  that  the  House  allows  these 
compacts  to  be  entered  into?  How  is 
it  that  trade  is  allowed  to  be  crippled  by 
them  ?  Why  is  it  that  the  toiling  miners 
in  Staffordshire  and  the  traders  are 
permitted  to  be  checked  by  these  annul- 
ling compacts  ?  What  I  should  like  to 
know  is,  why  do  we  not  make  the  Com- 
panies keep  their  promises  ?  We  ought, 
I  think,  to  insist  upon  this  pledge  being 
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ItilfiUdd^  and  allov  aw  to  4ay  that  there 
it  no  roaaoa  why  it  should  sot  be  kept. 
Dnrinf^  tho  laat  dobat^  one  hon.  Mem- 
ber admitted  that  the  Midland,  vhwe 
there  tob  vater  competition,  reduoed 
the  rates.   If  they  voluntarily,  of  them- 
aelveB,  reduce  the  rates  where  it  suits 
them,  snrely  we  may  oak  ihem  to  fuI61 
their  own  pledge,  whit^  caoDot  be  very 
oiwrous,-  and  eaonot  be  very  painful  to 
thffln.    It  hw  been  admitted  that  they 
have  Teduoed  ibe  rates  where  the  water 
ci^mpetition  comes  against  them ;  and, 
therefore,  Siiv  I  should  recy  muob  regret 
it  if  the  Hoiue  is  willing  to  give  way  on 
thia  question,  and  allow  these  Companies 
to  1^  on  in  the  old  way,  with  their  un- 
eattafied  piedeea  still  remaining  unful- 
filled.  I  ahoiud  hope  the  House  would 
not  again  trust  to  promisee  when  giving 
new  and  additional  ppvere  to  the  Mid- 
land Gompany;  I  tlmrefore  hope  thai 
some  oheok  wiU  be  adopted  to  prevent 
the  oontinuanoe  of  the.  {Hresent  higu  rates. 
The  oaee  has  been  admitted  ever  sinoe 
1872.    The  Midland  Company  then 
admitted  that  the  rates  were  too  high, 
and  they  promised  to  teduoe  them. 
Wages  and  matenal  never  were  lower 
than  now,  and  therefore  there  is  no 
excuse  for  the  promise  not  being  kept. 
I  hope  the  House  will  say—"  "We  insist 
u^on  these  {hedges  being  fulfilled."  I 
wiU  not  trouble  the  House  further ;  but 
I  do  hope  that  some  other  hon.  Member 
will  talce  the  question  up,  and  will  not 
be  satisfied  to  allow  these  nuttters  to  go 
on  in  this  way<    We  hear  vexy  much  of 
the  olMme  of  Uie  labourers  to  considera- 
tion on  both  sides  of  tiie  House.  Why 
not  the  oLaims  of  the  ironworkers  ?  The 
agricultural  labourers  and  the  crofters 
are  to  be  considered;  surely  th.e  claims 
of  the  miners  and  the  ironworkers  ought 
equally  to  be  admitted.    Surely  it  is 
not  because  they  are  quiet  bodies,  who 
make  no  noise,  that  they  are  to  be 
neglected.    I  hope  hon.  Qentlemea  will 
not  any  longer  allow  theee  pledges  to  be 
unfuiaUed. 

Sib  BEBNHAED  SAMtlELSON: 
With  the  leave  of  the  House  I  witiidraw 
my  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  teithdraum. 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  "That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond  time." 

Sir  ABTHUB  BASS  (Stafford,  Bur- 
ton): I  hope  the  Houee  will  not  give 
way  in  consequenee  of  patiietic  i^vjwaU 


as  to  tmling  nuUtitades.  Settle  this 
Bill  oa  eommon-sense  and  praotic^  linea. 
Th«  is  a  very  nnall  and  ordinaiy 
one.  It  is  a  very  small  Onwiibus  BiU 
containing  no  sort  of  controvei-Bial 
matter,  dealing  mainly  with  the  creation 
of  three  miles  of  railway  and  a  few 
deviations  of  lines  and  roads.  It  does 
not  even  seek  to  raise  aoy  capitaL  The 
boa.  Member  for  Wednesbury  (Mr. 
Lloyd)  will  not  advance  the  cause  of  the 
toiling  multitudes  if  he  rejects  this 
measure,  which  has  nothing  to  do  with 
South  Stafibrdshire  rates.  The  Midland 
Company  do  not  at  all  acknowledge  the 
substantiality  of  the  aoousations  he 
makes.  The  Bill  to  which  he  refers 
was  not  a  Midland,  but  a  WfUsall  and 
Wolverhampton  Bill ;  and  the  evidence 
of  Mr.  AUport  was  given,  not  as  a  Mid- 
land XHxeotor.  but  on  behalf  of  that 
Company.  The  Midland  Company  tra- 
verse eniirely  the  assertions  of  the  hon. 
Geotleraan;  but  are  willing  to  meet 
those  assertions  in  the  only  place  where 
they  should  be  met— upstairs  before  a 
Select  Committee.  The  Midland  Com* 
pany  do  not  desire  to  throw  any  impedi- 
ments in  the  way  of  the  fullest  inquiry— 
they  are  quite  willing  that  the  question 
she^l  be  fought  out  before  a  Committee— 
bnt  that  object  would  not  be  gained  if 
the  House  were  to  consent  to  so  onusual 
a  step  8S  to  reject  thia  Bill  on  seoond 
reading. 

Me.  STAVELBY  HILL :  May  I  add 
just  one  word?  Mr.  .Allport,  whra. 
giving  the  evidence  which  has  hem 
referred  to  before  a  Select  Committee, 
was  asked — 

"  D«  yoa  oome  hero  to  expieH  the  vuws  ol 
the  Midland  Company  with  rwatd  to  tWs 

BiUP" 

His  answer  was — 

"  I  do." 

Main  Question  put,  and  agr^d  to. 
BiU  read  a  seoond  time,  and  towmitM. 

QVE8TT0N8. 

PABLIAMENTABY  ELEOTIOKS  (IBE- 
LAND)— THE  MID  -  ARMAGH  DIVI- 
SION —  DISTUBBANCE  AT  TAK- 
DEBAOEE. 

Mb.  ALEZANDEE  BLAINE 
Armagh,  S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretaxy 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther, at  the  last  Election  foi  the  Mid- 
Annagh  Division,  on  the  day  of  tb« 
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polling  at  Tanderagfeo,  Mr.  Thomas 
Clarke,  of  Ballymore,  agent  for  Ifr. 
DiokeoD,  vas  jostled,  hooted,  pvshed, 
and  neany  knooked  down,  and  pursued 
from  the  eotutiioase  by  a  shouting 
crowd,  and,  in  the  evening,  had  to  take 
shelter  in  Mr.  Thomas  Mathers'a  from 
the  rabble  ;  whether  Mr.  John  Magenis, 
of  MuUins  Hill,  was  knooked  down  at 
the  ooarthoiise  door  and  had  to  run  to  a 
house  for  safety ;  whether  Mr.  Thomas 
Kelly,  of  Ballykeel,  his  son,  and  Mr. 
Alexander  Adair,  were  surrounded  in 
the  street  by  a  mob  and  savagely  beaten 
with  sticks,  and  Mr.  Adams,  J.F., 
driving  home  after  voting,  was  hooted 
and  stoned,  and  John  Kavanagh  threat- 
ened that  if  he  did  not  vote  for  Sir  J.  F. 
Cony  they  would  take  his  life ;  whether 
a  bottle  was  thrown  into  the  passage 
leading  to  the  polling  station,  and  struck 
a  constable  on  duty ;  whether  the  police 
were  ordered  to  barrack  by  Major 
0*Biien,  J.P.,  when  following  a  mob 
pursuing  a  voter,  and,  on  another  occa- 
sion, having  carried  off  a  stick  from  a 
rioter,  the  police  were  ordered  to  restore 
the  bludgeon  by  Major  O'Brien,  J.P. ; 
and,  whether  the  Government  will  in- 
quire into  the  conduct  of  the  resident 
magistrates,  the  officers  of  police,  and 
others  accountable  at  that  election  for 
the  protection  of  voters  ? 

Tke  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Johjt 
Moblet)  (Newcastle-on-T;ne) :  There 
was  a  disturbance  in  Tanderagee  on  the 
occasion  of  the  late  Armagh  Election, 
caused  by  some  Orange  drumming 
parties  coming  into  the  town.  Some 
police  and  civiUans  were  assaulted,  and 
Btonea  were  thrown ;  but  my  information 
differs  in  several  respects  from  that  of 
the  bon.  Member.  Some  of  the  parties 
have  been  identified,  and  were,  I  be- 
lieve, brought  before  the  magistrate  to- 
day. There  was  an  extra  force  of  Oou- 
■tahulary  in  the  town.  There  was  no 
Beeident  Magistrate  present,  and  the 
police  appear  to  have  been  in  ohai^  of 
a  head  constable. 

ARMT— ORDNANCE-HEAVY  BEHVICE 
aUNS. 

Me.  brand  (Gloucester,  Stroud) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  the  Sheffield  and  Manchester 
firms  holding  contracts  to  deliver  steel 
ingots  for  the  heavy  Naval  and  Army 
service  guns,  are  completing  those  con* 
tracts  to  the  satiafoetion  of  the  War 
Department  ? 


Thh  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
CAMPBeLL-BANKBBifAV)  (Stirling,  8n.)  : 
Yes,  Sir;  the  firms  referred  to  in  the 
Question  are  supplying  steel  forgings 
for  guns  to  the  tatufaetion  of  the  War 
Department. 

ABMY--BIFLE  BANOBS^WOBUWOOD 

SOaiTBS. 

Mb  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  When  the  rifle  ranges  at  Worm- 
wood Scrubs  will  be  re-opened  for  prac- 
tice ;  and,  should  they  not  be  ready  when 
the  shooting  season  begins  on  the  1st 
April,  if  he  will  take  care  to  provide 
acceesible  range  sooommodation,  to 
enable  the  Metropolitan  Yohinteers  to 
go  through  the  annual  class  firing  re- 
quired by  the  War  Office  ? 

Thh  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
CahpbblL'Bakhsrhak)  (Stirling,  fto.): 
Every  effort  will  be  made  to  have  them 
ranges  ready  for  use  by  the  Ist  of  Ajffnit 
There  has  been  delay  in  consequenoe  of 
unfavourable  weather. 

THE  LONIX)N  CUSTOMS— SURVEYORS. 

CoLoiTEL  MAKINS  (Essex,  8.E.) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
If  the  number  of  surveyorehipa  in  the 
London  Customs,  as  fixe^  by  the  re-or- 
ganization of  1882,  has  been  reduced, 
and  is  to  be  further  reduced  by  com- 
pelling First  Class  Examining  Officers 
to  perform,  at  a  lower  salary,  the  work 
originally  allotted  to  Surveyors ;  and  if 
these  reductions  will  have  the  effect  of 
stopping  promotions  for  a  long  period, 
inflicting  severe  disappointment  and 
pecuniary  loes  on  the  Redundant  Clerks 
who  had  been  induced  by  the  prospects 
of  promotion  to  accept  the  altered  con- 
ditions of  service  incidental  to  the  dutiei 
in  tbe  Outdoor  Department ;  and,  tf  the 
Treasury  is  prepared,  in  view  of  the 
withdrawal  of  these  prospects  of  pro- 
motion, to  compensate  the  late  Redun- 
dant Clerks,  or,  as  an  alternative,  to 
allow  them  to  return  to  their  former 
employment  and  conditions  <A  service  on 
equitable  terms? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Hbkby  H,  Towleb)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  The  number  of  sur- 
veyorshipa  in  the  London  Customs 
which  it  was  considered  would  be  re- 
quired when  the  service  was  re-orga- 
nized  in  1862  ia  not  now  felt  to  ba 
reqniote  for  the  Publio  Service,  and  the 
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Some  of  the  duties  which  are  now  per* 
formed  br  surveyors  will  in  future  be 
performed  by  first  class  examining 
officers,  as  the  remuneration  which  these 
latter  officers  receive  is  considered  suffi- 
cient for  the  performance  of  those  duties. 
The  reduction  in  the  number  of  the  sur- 
Teyors  will  naturally  have  the  effect  of 
retarding  promotion  in  the  Department. 
I  cannot  admit  that  under  these  circum- 
stances the  officers  whose  promotion  is 
retarded  have  any  claim  to  compensation. 
The  services  of  the  officers  who,  in 
1 882,  joined  the  outdoor  departmrat  are 
not  required  in  their  former  offices.  If 
the  hoo.  Member  will  brin^  to  the  notice 
of  the  Treasury  any  particular  case  of 
hardship  from  the  alteration  of  1882, 
proper  inquiry  shall  be  made. 

PIBKS  AND  HAEBOURS  (IRELAND) - 
BAKTBT  PIER. 
Me.  QILHOOLT  (Cork,  W.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  state- 
ment of  accoimt  showing  amounts  of  re- 
ceipts and  expenditure  in  connection 
with  the  tolls  of  the  Bantry  Pier  since 
its  erection,  the  salary  paid  to  each 
offi.(»al,  and  the  name  of  each  official  to 
vfaom  such  salary  has  been  paid;  if 
there  is  a  fixed  tariff  for  each  vessel  dis- 
charging and  loading  cargoes  at  the 
pior,  and  what  the  tariff  is  per  ton ;  and, 
whether  a  portion  of  the  revenue  de- 
rived from  the  tolls  will  be  devoted  to 
the  clearing  away  of  the  mud  convenient 
to  the  pier,  in  order  that  vessels  may  be 
brought  to  it  without  difficulty  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowlee)  ("Wol- 
verhampton,  E.):  I  beg  to  inform  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  pier  at  Bantry 
was  completed  in  1872,  and  in  due 
course  handed  over  to  the  Ooimty  of 
Oork.  The  Grand  Jury  of  the  County 
alone  can  supply  the  particulars  ashed 
for.  I  have,  however,  received  copies 
of  the  tdegrama,  Bules,  and  Regula- 
tions of  jner  and  Schedule  of  the 
tolls,  which  are  entirely  at  the  hon. 
Member's  service. 

NAVT  —  COALINa  PORTS  FOR  H.M. 

SHIPS  OF  WAJR-RETURN  OF 
DEFENDED  AND  UNDEFENDED  PORTS. 

"ViBcouwT  LEWI8HAM  (Lewisham) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  If  the  Qovenunent  would 
be  able  to  grant  a  Return  of  British 

Mr.  Smy  S.  Fmler 


Forts  ordinarily  used  for  coaling  pur- 
poses by  Her  Majesty's  Ships,  distin- 
guishing the  defended  from  the  unde- 
fended Forts,  and,  as  far  as  can  be  done 
without  injury  to  the  public  service,  the 
amount  of  coal  stored  at  the  various 
Forts,  and  the  state  of  their  defences  P 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Osborme  Moeoan)  (Den- 
bighshire, E.):  A  Return  of  British 
ports  ordinarily  used  as  coaling  stations 
by  Her  Majesty's  ships  would  practi- 
cally embrace  all  the  more  important 
porta  of  the  Empire ;  and  I  do  not  see 
that  their  enumeration  could  serve  any 
useful  purpose.  To  distinguish  the  de- 
fended from  the  undefended  ports  would, 
in  the  interests  of  the  Fublio  Service,  be 
very  undesirable,  and  might  also  tuiii 
out  to  be  misleading,  as  a  port  might 
appear  in  the  Return  as  "undefended  " 
because  no  permanent  land  defences 
had  been  erected  there,  whereas  the  Ad- 
miral on  the  station  might  have  taken 
very  efficient  though  unobtrusive  steps 
to  protect  it  against  naval  attack.  If, 
however,  the  noble  Lord  will  refer  to 
Parliamentary  Fapers  4,186  and  4,226, 
on  the  defence  of  Colonial  Possessions, 
published  in  1884,  he  will  see  what  has 
been  done  in  the  direction  of  fortifying 
our  principal  coaling  stations.  I  am 
sorry  I  cannot  consent  to  grant  a  Return 
of  the  quantity  of  coal  stored  at  the 
various  ports  and  the  state  of  their  de- 
fences. The  quantity  of  ooal  varies,  and 
any  such  Return  could  only  be  approxi- 
mately accurate  and  to  some  extent  mis- 
leading ;  while  the  Return  itself  might, 
for  reasons  which  the  noble  Lord  will 
doubtless  understand,  prove  very  detri- 
mental to  the  Fublio  Service. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1B81- 
SUB-OOMMISSIONEBS— SITTINGS  IN 
CORK  CITY. 

Mb.  DEASY  (Mayo,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Irkand,  Whether  it  is  the  iutentiou 
of  the  Sub-Commissioners  in  the  oount^ 
of  Cork  to  sit  in  Cork  City  in  t^e  ordi- 
nary course  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Moblet)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne):  Yes,  Sir; 
it  is  their  intention. 

PUBLIC  LUNATIC  ASYLUMS,  IRELAND. 

Me.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  Boards 
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of  ViaitorB  of  Public  Xjunatio  Asyluma  in 
England  are  empowered  to  ^rant  to  the 
officials  and  servants  of  those  institutions 
who  have  served  twenty  years,  and  at- 
tained the  age  of  fifty,  pensions  amount- 
ing to  two-thirds  the  annual  value  of  the 
salary  and  emoluments  of  such  officials 
and  servants ;  whether  offioials  and  ser- 
vants of  similar  institutions  in  Ireland 
enjoy  considerably  smaller  salaries  and 
emoluments,  and  cannot,  under  similar 
circumstances,  be  awarded  pensions  ex- 
ceeding one-third  of  the  value  of  their 
adaries  and  emoluments  unless  the  Trea- 
Bury,  by  warrant  under  see.  4  of  22  Vic. 
c.  26,  declares  that  the  service  requires 
professional  or  peculiar  qualifications, 
and  that  a  numbec  of  years,  not  exceed- 
ing twenty,  for  the  purposes  of  eati- 
mating  pension,  be  added  to  the  period 
of  service  of  such  officials  and  servants ; 
whether  the  contribution  of  the  Treasury 
to  the  Irish  Public  Asylum  Service  is 
now  limited  to  the  annual  sum  of  four 
shillings  for  each  lunatic  ;  whether  all 
other  expenses  are  borne  by  the  Irish 
Counties;  and,  whether  it  is  intended  to 
use  the  powers  vested  in  the  Treasury 
by  sec.  4  of  22  Yic.  o.  26,  or  to  confer  on 
Boards  of  Qovernora  of  District  Lunatic 
Asylums  in  Ireland  the  discretionary 

f towers  as  to  pensions  posseseed  by  eimi- 
ar  Boards  in  England  ? 

The  chief  SEOEETAHY  (Mr.  John 
Morlbt)  (Newcastle- on -Tyne)  :  The 
liberality  of  the  scale  of  pensions  for 
officers  and  servants  in  lunatic  asylums 
in  England  is  rather  understated  in  the 
first  paragraph  of  my  hon.  Friend's 
Question.  I  oeUeve  that,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  these  fortunate  persons  are  treated 
in  respect  of  pension  pretty  much  on  the 
same  footing  as  Her  Majesty's  Judges, 
and  far  better  than  permanent  Under 
Secretaries  of  State.  In  Ireland  these 
officers  and  servants  are  pensioned  on 
the  lines  of  the  Civil  Service  Superan- 
nuation Act.  In  Scotland,  I  understand, 
they  have  no  pensions  at  all.  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  possible  to  induce 
Parliament  to  sanction  again  such  terms 
as  have  been  given  in  England.  My 
hon.  Friend  further  asks  that  all  appoint- 
ments in  lunatic  asylums  in  Ireland 
should  be  treated  exceptionally  under 
the  provisions  of  Clause  4  of  the  Super- 
annuation Act.  Looking,  however,  to 
the  analogy  of  the  Public  Service  gene- 
rally, I  fear  it  would  bediffleult  to  make 
a  case  that  would  BatisQr  the  Treasury 


of  the  sufficiency  of  the  claim.  I  should 
explain  that  the  Treasury  contribution 
to  puhlto  lunatic  asylums  both  in  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  is  at  the  rate  of  4$.  per 
head  per  week,  and  not  per  annum. 

IRELAND-THE  LEGISLATIVE  TJNIOST— 
ADDRESS  OF  THB  PRESBYTERIAN 
CHURCH. 
Sir  JAMES  COERY  (for  Mr.  John- 
ston) (Belfast,  S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  Address  presented,  on  Thurs- 
day the  4th  instant,  by  the  General  As- 
sembly of  the  Presbyterian  Church  of 
Ireland,  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  in 
which  it  is  said — 

"  We  are  firmly  poreoaded  that  the  mainte- 
nanCQ  of  the  lef^lattve  anion  between  Great 
BritWD  and  Ireland,  ia  its  full  iate^^ity,  ia 
essentaal  to  the  material  pn)sp«rity  and  the  in- 
ternal peace  of  the  country  ;  and  the  Preabyte  - 
riaoa  of  Ireland,  amounting  to  half  a  million  of 
the  population,  will,  therefore,  oppose  to  the 
utmost  of  their  power  every  measore  which 
would  tend  to  diatarb  it  F  " 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Moelet)  (Newcastle -on -Tyne)  :  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  confess  I  do  not  see  the  ob- 
ject of  laying  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
Addresses  |>re8ented  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant which  are  already  published  in 
the  daily  papers.  However,  if  the  honT 
Member  thinks  fit  to  move  for  this  par- 
ticular one  I  shall,  of  course,  have  it  laid 
upon  the  Table. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Did  th.e  Lord  Lieutenant  make  any  reply 
to  the  Address ;  and,  if  so,  will  that  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  MOBLEY:  I  really  can- 
not say. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Will  the  Return  include  the  reply  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY :  No  doubt,  if 
the  hon.  Member  will  moye  for  the  reply 
as  well  as  the  Address,  he  can  have  it. 

Sir  JAMES  COERY :  On  behalf  of 
my  hon.  Friend  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  I  will  move  that  the  Address  and 
reply  be  laid  on  the  Table. 

ARMS'  LICENCES  {IRBLAND)-CASB 

OF  JOHN  DUNSEATH. 
Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  it  is  a  fact  that  a 
man  named  John  Dunseath  was  prose- 
cuted by  the  Exoise  authorities,  at  the 
Stewartstown  Petty  Seaei(m8,  on  the  6th 
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Janusry  1886,  for  having  arms  withont 
a  licence ;  whether  the  facts  were  clearly 
proved  by  three  vitnesees  named  Jamee 
Jf'Keown,  Thomas  Oonlan,  and  Jane 
Hagovan,  no  contrary  evidence  being 
adduced,  and  that,  notwithstanding  the 
protest  of  Mr.  French,  the  unpaid 

mi^stinteBdiBmissed  the  ca^e ;  whether 
the  same  John  Dunseath  was  farther 
proseculed  by  the  Queen,  at  the  com- 
plaint of  Sergeant  Matthew  Price,  for 
having  arme  in  his  possession  at  Stew- 
artstown,  contrary  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Peace  Preservation  Act ;  whether 
the  said  John  Dunseath  was  proved,  by 
the  evidence  of  the  three  before-men- 
tioned witnesses,  to  have  had  and  pre- 
sented a  revolver  at  an  unarmed  crowd 
on  the  2nd  December  1885 ;  whether 
this  case  was  also  diemiesed  by  the  same 
unpaid  magietrates,  Mr.  French,  B.M. 
leaving  the  bench  after  recording  his 
dissent;  whether  the  chairman,  Mr.  C. 
Stanley,  J.P.  is  correctly  reported  as 
having  said — 

"  Tou  see,  the  prosentation  of  the  implement, 
wbatever  it  wtu,  hod  the  desired  effbot  of 
frigbtenlDg  the  people ; 

and,  whether  the  attention  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  has  been,  or  will 
be,  directed  to  the  conduct  of  these  un- 
paid magistrates  ? 

.  The  CHIEF  SEOEETAET  (Mr.  JoHK 
MoBL£T)  (Newcastle  -  on  •  Tyne)  ;  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  understand  that  John  Dun- 
seath was  prosecuted  on  the  two  charges 
mentioned  in  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion. The  evidonce  was  given  as  stated ; 
but  the  charge  was  dismissed  by  the 
majority  of  the  Bench,  Mr.  French,  E.M., 
dissenting.  It  is,  I  believe,  correct 
that  Mr.  Stanley,  during  the  course  of 
the  trial,  made  the  observatitm  attri- 
buted to  him.  His  exj^Ianation  is  that 
his  obaervation  was  a  jocular  one.  An 
appeal  has  been  taken  against  the  de- 
cision of  the  magistrates,  and  is  now 
pending. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  (8C0T- 
LAKD)-THE  CODE  FOR  1886. 

Mb.  MENZIES  (Perthshire,  E.)  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Scotch  Educa- 
tion Department,  Whether  he  is  willing 
to  postpone  the  operation  of  the  Scotch 
Code  for  1886,  to  a  later  date  than  the 
3Ist  of  December  1886,  so  as  to  allow 
BufBcient  time  for  preparation  in  the 
case  of  schools  where  a  new  school  year 
lias  lately  f 

Dr.  Tartfur 


Thh  SECBETAEY  foe  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Trevzltan)  (Hawick,  &c.) :  In 
consequence  of  the  representations  made 
upon  the  subject,  a  Minute  will  be  laid 
before  Parliament  postponing  the  ope- 
ration of  the  Code  for  1886  to  the  Slst 
of  March,  1887. 

BOUNTIES  ON  FOREIGN  GOODS. 
Mb.  EIMBEE  (Wandsworth)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  any  and  what  endeavours  are 
being  made,  or  recommended  by  the 
BoB^  of  Trade  to  the  Foreign  Office,  to 
induce  the  abolition  of  subsidies  or 
bounties  on  Foreign  goods  imported  into 
British  markets,  or  to  prevent  the  im- 
portation and  sale  of  subsidised  goods 
in  competition  with  British  goods  not  so 
subsidised  ? 

Thb  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Mtodella) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside) :  The  subject  of 
the  hon.  Member's  Question  is  one  of 
those  which  is  being  inquired  into  by 
the  Boyal  Commission  on  the  Depres- 
sion of  Trade,  and  the  Board  of  Trade 
will  take  into  consideration  any  recom- 
mendations they  may  make  respecting 
it.  Her  Majesty's  Government,  as  at 
present  advised,  while  disapproving  of 
any  interference  with  trade,  whether  by 
bounties  or  by  protective  duties,  are  not 
aware  that  they  have  any  means  of  in- 
ducing or  compelling  foreign  Govern- 
ments to  abandon  them.  They  have  no 
intention  of  entering  upon  a  war  of  tariSis 
against  bounties  which,  whatever  harm 
they  may  do  in  other  ways,  certainly 
have  the  e£fect  of  giving  English  con- 
sumers cheap  foreign  sugar  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  foreign  taxpayer. 

Mb.  EITCHIE  (Tower  Hamlets.  St. 
Geo^e's)  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  whether  he  was  aware  that  the 
Prime  MinistOT,  during  his  previous  Ad- 
ministration, replying  to  a  deputation 
which  waited  upon  him  in  reference  to 
this  subject,  said  he  could  not  view  with 
any  favour  a  cheapness  artificially 
brought  about  by  foreign  bounties  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  I  am  not  aware 
of  such  an  answer.  If  the  hon.  Member 
desires  me  to  reply  to  the  Question,  per- 
haps he  will  give  me  Notice  of  it. 

POST  OFFICE-THE  AMERICAN  MAILS. 

Ma.  GILES  (Southampton)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasui^,  When  the 
Committee  on  the  Amenoan  Mails  is 
likely  to  be  n-appoiated  f 
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The  SEOBETASY  to  tbx  TKEA- 
STJRT  (Mr.  Hekey  H.  Fotobb)  (Wol- 
Terhamptoii) :  No  steps  hare  yet  been 
taken  towarda  »>appoiBtinff  the  Oom- 
mittee  on  the  Amwican  Heils  qsestioD  ; 
but  the  matter  shall  reoeire  the  eon- 
eideration  of  the  GoTemment. 

POST  Of^ICE  (IRELAND)— TEMIGRAPH 
OFFICE  AT  BTJNDOEAN. 
Mb.  MAOAETNEY  (Antrim,  8.) 
aaked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Why  the  Foetal  Telegraph  station  at 
Bundorau  Junotion  was  recently  closed* 
fifst  for  the  delivery  of  telegrams  adud 
afterwards  for  their  receipt  for  transnuS" 
sion ;  and,  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  great  iaconTenience  caused  thereby, 
he  will  oauM  the  office  at  Bundovan 
Junction  to  be  re-opened  ? 

The  SECRETABY  to  thb  TRBA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  Heket  H.  TowtEE)  (Wol- 
TorhamptoD,  E.),  in  reply,  said,  the 
telegraph  buainesB  was  transacted  at 
BundoraQ  Junotion  Station,  on  behalf  of 
the  Post  Office,  by  the  Great  Northern 
Bailway  of  Ireland.  The  delivery  of 
messagee  was  discontinued  in  May,  1682, 
at  the  request  of  the  Railway  Company, 
because  they  were  unable  to  spare  their 
porters  or  obtain  messengers ;  and  the 
ooUeetion  of  messages  was  stepped  in 
December  last  also,  at  the  instanee  of 
the  Bailway  Company,,  because  they 
were  unable  to  make  satisfactory  ar- 
rangements for  signalling  telegrams. 
The  number  of  messages  dealt  with  at 
Bundoran  was  not  sufficient  to  justify 
the  openiog  of  a  telegraph  office  by  the 
Post  Office. 

METBOPOLIS-CLEKKENWELL  AMD 
COLDBATH  FIELDS  PBISONS. 

Mb.  HOWARD  SPENSLEY  (Fins- 
bury,  Central)  aaked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  in  re- 
ference to  his  letter  to  the  Vestry  Clerk 
of  ClOTkenwell,  on  the  subject  of  the 
demolition  of  the  two  prisons  of  Clerkeu- 
well  and  Goldbath  Fields,  Whether,  as 
the  matter  in  the  present  state  of  the 
laboar  market  is  pressing,  he  will  en- 
deavour to  make  a  statement  of  his 
decision  at  an  early  date  to  the  House, 
or  will  fix  a  day  to  receive  a  deputation 
from  that  Vestry  f 

The  under  SECBBTABY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Bboadhdbst)  (Birmiog- 
ham,  Bordesley^  (who  replied)  sua : 
My  hon.  Friend  ^ipears  to  thmk  that 


these  prisoEB  are  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  and  diat  he  has  only 
to  order  them  to  be  pulled  down.  This 
is  not  the  case.  His  first  duty  was  to  re- 
convey  titem  to  the  county  authorities. 
A  few  days  ago  he  received  their  final 
refusal.  It  is  now  his  business  to  sell 
them  on  the  best  terms  he  can  ;  and  the 
statute  prescribes  whal  shall  be  done 
with  the  proceeds.  Negotiations  for 
their  sale  are  now  proceeding.  Con- 
sidering the  many  interests  involved,  he 
cannot  precipitate  his  aoti<m ;  but  he  will 
tell  my  hon.  Friend  when  the  sale  is 
effected. 

INSPECTOBS  OF  IRISH  FI8HERIES- 
LOAKS. 

Me.  HARRIS  (Galway,  E.)  aaked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to'  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  is  aware  of  a  great 
number  of  applications  for  loans  hav- 
ing been  lately  sent  in  by  the  fisher- 
men of  the  Galway  Coast  to  the  inspec- 
tors of  Irish  fisheries,  and  that  no  de- 
cision thereon  has  been  communicated 
to  the  applicants;  and,  if  he  will  inquire 
as  to  the  cause  of  the  delay  in  granting 
such  loans  and  take  such  st^s  as  he 
may  consider  advisable  to  enable  these 
and  other  poor  fishermen  to  avail  of  the 
Irish  Reproductive  Loan  Fund  Act, 
which  was  passed  for  their  benefit? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  (Newcastle-dn-Tyne) :  I 
am  informed  that  although  some  delay 
has  taken  place  in  dealing  with  these 
applications  they  are  now  being  pro- 
ceeded with  as  rapidly  as  possible. 
Some  time  must  always  oe  occupied  in 
making  ■  the  necessary  inquiriea  and 
examining  the  records  of  previous  trans- 
actions with  the  same  applicants.  The 
loans  are  numerous  and  of^ small  amount. 

POOR  LA"W  (IRE  LAND) -THE  DONAaH- 
MORE  UKIOK. 

Mb.  O'MARA  (Queen's  Co.,  Ossory) 
asked  the  CSiief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  will  favourably  con- 
sider the  proposal  to  merge  the  Donagh- 
more  Union  in  the  at^joining  Unions  of 
Roscrea  and  Abbyleix,  with  a  view  to 
relieving  the  ratepayers  of  that  portion 
of  the  Queen'aCounty  of  unnecessary 
burden  ? 

T^  CHIEF  SEOJREIXASY  (Mr. 
John  Moblet)   (NewoaBtIe*o&-Tyne) : 
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The  Looal  GoTemment  Board  have 
sanctioned  this  proposal. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 
MURDER  OF  PATRICK  PINLAT. 

Caftadt  M'OALMONT  (Antrim,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Seoretury  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether,  in  the 
oase  of  the  murder  of  the  process  server, 
Patrick  Finlay,  in  WoMford,  county 
Galw&y,  it  was  a  fact  that  hie  widow, 
while  returning  through  the  town  after 
having  seen  the  murdered  body  of  her 
husband,  was  received  with  laughter, 
jeering,  and  hooting;,  and  if  the  foul 
crime  caused  general  satisfaction,  and 
also  if  the  body  had  been  refused  burial 
in  consecrated  ground,  and  a  coffin  could 
not  be  obtained  within  a  distance  of 
twelve  miles,  and  who  had  carried  out 
his  burial ;  whether  also  the  authorities 
had  considered  it  necessary  to  place  a 
guard  over  Mrs.  Finlay's  house,  and  if 
they  considered  her  life  in  danger,  and 
would  render  protection  to  her  and  any 
other  boycotted  persons  in  Woodford  and 
its  neighbourhood ;  and,  whether  also,  by 
the  murder  of  her  husband,  Mrs.  Finlay 
has  been  deprived  of  her  sole  means  of 
existence? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
John  Moblet)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  As 
this  Question  appears  without  Notice  I 
have  not  been  able  to  ascertain  the  facts 
with  respect  to  all  the  points  mentioned 
in  it.  From  a  police  report  whioh  reached 
me  this  morning,  however,  I  learned  that 
a  coffin  had  to  be  procured  from  a  dis- 
tance and  brought  under  police  escort; 
that  as  no  one  could  be  got  to  bury  the 
deceased  it  had  to  be  done  by  thd  police ; 
and  that  the  state  of  public  feeling  in 
Woodford  is  extremely  bad. 

INLAND  NAVIGATION  AND  DRAIN- 
AGE (IRBIAND^-THE  BARROW 
DRAINAGE. 

Mb.  LALOR  (Queen's  Co.,  Leix) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,'  If  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  (Government  to 
have  printed  and  circulated  the  Beport 
of  the  Barrow  Dr^aga  Commission ; 
and,  if  80,  how  soon  it  may  be  expected  ? 

Tm  chief  SBCHETARY  (Mr. 
Jomx  Moblet)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
Yes ;  the  Report  is  in  print,  and  was 
presented  to  Parliament  on  the  19th  of 
UBt  month. 

Mr.  John  MorUp 


STEAMSHIPS  BETWEEN  VANCOUVER 
AND  JAPAN— THE  INTER-DEPART- 
MENTAL  COMHITTEE. 

Mb.  PULBSTON  (Devonport)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Co- 
lonies, If  he  will  state  the  names  of  the 
gentlemen  on  the  Inter-departmental 
Committee  to  whom  the  question  of  the 
advisability  of  subsidising  a  line  of 
steamships  between  Vanconver  aud 
Japan  has  been  referred  ? 

Thb  under  secretary  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Osboenb  Mobqan)  (Den- 
bighshire, E.) :  The  Inter- departmental 
Committee  to  whom  the  advisability  of 
subsidizing  a  line  of  steamships  between 
Vancouver  and  Japan  was  referred  by 
the  late  Government  consisted  of  Ge- 
neral  Sir  Andrew  Clarke,  Inspector 
General  of  Fortifications,  representing 
the  War  Office;  Captain  Codrington, 
R.N.,  a  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  re- 
presenting that  Department;  Mr. Bar* 
rington,  representing  the  Treasury ; 
Mr.  Rea,  representing  the  Post  Office  ; 
and  Mr.  Bramston,  representing  the 
Colonial  Office.  When  the  late  Govern- 
ment  resigned  Office  the  Committee 
lapsed,  but  it  has  been  revived ;  and,  so 
far  as  I  am  aware,  no  alteration  in  the 
constitution  of  the  Committee  is  contem- 
plated. 

MOTIONS. 


MEETING  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Thb  CH  ANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QtJER(8irWiLLiAMHARC0UBT)CDerby): 
I  rise.  Sir,  to  make  the  usueu  Motion 
with  reference  to  Ash  Wednesday.  I 
beg  to  move  that  this  House  do  meet 
to-morrow  at  2  of  the  clock. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  will  meet  To-morrov 
at  Two  of  the  clock."— (Jfr.  ChanetUor 
of  th9  Exchsqu$r.) 

Sir  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Dorham,  Bar- 
nard Castle)  asked  his  right  hon.  Friend 
whether  there  was  really  any  necessity 
to  make  this  Motion  ?  To-morrow  the 
first  Order  of  the  Day  was  a  Bill  re- 
lating to  local  government,  whioh  would 
probably  not  take  long.  The  next  Bill 
on  the  Paper  was  one  in  which  the 
House,  and  especially  the  English  Mem- 
bers, took  a  good  deal  of  interest.  It 
related  to  Sunday  Closing.  In  order  to 
give  more  time  for  the  discussion  of  that 
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measure,  be  hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend 
would  withdraw  his  Motion,  and  allow 
the  House  to  meet  at  the  usual  hour. 

QaestioQ  put. 

The  House  didded  :—Ayes  156 ;  Noes 
82 :  Majority  74.— (Bit.  List,  No.  23.) 

CHURCfi  OF  ENGLAND  IN  WAI^S. 
BESOLUTIOIT. 

Mr.  DILL'WYN,  in  rising  to  move 
the  foUowiug  Besolution 

"  That,  aa  the  Church  of  England  in  Walea 
has  failed  to  falSl  its  professed  object  as  a  means 
of  promoting  the  rcliftions  interests  of  the 
Welsh  people,  and  ministers  to  only  a  small 
minority  of  the  population,  its  continuance  as 
an  Eatabliafaed  Church  in  the  Principality  is  an 
anomaly  and  an  injustice  which  ought  no  longer 
to  exist," 

raid,  that  the  Church  of  England  prided 
itself  on  being  the  Church  whose  ordi- 
nances and  discipline  commended  them- 
selves to  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
the  country.  It  might  be  that  the 
Church  of  England  commended  itself  to 
the  majority  of  the  people  of  that  coun- 
try ;  but,  at  any  rate,  no  Church  could 
justify  its  position  as  the  Established 
Church  of  a  country  unless  it  was  the 
Church  of  the  majority.  He  now  pro- 
posed to  bring  this  question  before  the 
House,  solely  on  the  ground  of  the  na- 
tionality of  Wales  and  of  the  Welsh 
Church.  So  far  as  the  English  people 
were  concerned,  he  did  not  intend  to 
say  anything  with  regard  to  their 
wishes.  As  a  Welshman,  represent- 
ing a  Welsh  coostitueocy,  he  well 
knew  that,  whatever  the  position  the 
Church  of  England  might  hold  in  Eng- 
land as  the  National  Church,  it  was  not 
the  National  Church  in  Wales  in  any 
shape  or  form  ;  and  if  the  Welsh  people 
had  their  way  it  would  be  swept  away 
without  any  delay.  The  principles  upon 
which  a  Church  should  be  maintained  as 
a  National  Established  Church  were  well 
laid  down  by  the  present  Prime  Minister 
on  a  former  occasion.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  after  stating  that  a  Church 
should  only  be  retained  as  onHstablished 
Church  when  it  was  the  Ohuroh  of  the 
majority  of  the  people  and  in  sympathy 
with  them,  wmt  on  to  say  that — 

"  An  estahliahmeat  that  neither  did  nor  was 
doiag  woi^  except  for  m  few,  and  those  few  a 
portion  of  the  oommanity  whose  claimii  to  pub< 
fie  aid  were  the  smallest  of  all,  an  eBtablishment 
severed  from  the  mass  ot  the  people  by  an  im- 
passable gaU  and  a  wall  of  brass— an  estabHsh- 
Bunt  vboae  good  offices  would  be  intercepted 


ty  a  long  unbroken  chain  of  shameful  recoUec^ 
tions — an  establishment  leaning  for  support 
upon  the  extrsueons  aid  of  a  Btate— a  Oh  arch 
which  had  become  distaateful  to  the  people — 
such  an  establishment  would  do  well  for  its  own 
sake  to  devote  itself,  as  soon  as  it  might,  to 
shaking  off  the  trammels  that  surrounded  it, 
and  oommeuoe  a  new  career  withoot  assistance 
from  without,  but  leeMng  its  itreu^  from 
within." 

He  accepted  that  as  the  definite 
ground  on  which  the  Welsh  Church 

should  be  disestablished,  and  he  would 
show  that  in  the  case  of  Wales  all  the 
conditions  laid  down  by  the  Prime 
Minister  were  entirely  fulfilled.  He 
should  show  that  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land in  Wales  had  not  fulfilled  its  duty, 
and  that  at  the  present  day  it  was 
severed  as  though  by  an  impassable 
gulf  and  a  wall  of  brass  from  the  Welsh 
people.  As  for  many  years  there  had 
been  no  Beligious  Census,  they  had  no 
means  of  knowing  exactly  the  number 
of  members  of  the  English  Church  in 
Wales.  Some  conception  of  the  num- 
bers Gould,  however,  be  gained  from  a 
debate  in  that  House  in  1870. .  The 
discussion  turned  upon  the  relative  num- 
bers of  reliffious  denominations  in 
Wales ;  and  the  Prime  Minister  stated, 
though  not  on  his  own  authority,  that 
the  members  of  the  Church  in  Wales 
were  as  one  in  four.  Even  one  in  four 
would  not,  he  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  thought, 
justify  the  position  of  the  Church  in 
Wales  ;  but  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  after- 
wards alleged,  and  he  believed,  much 
more  justly,  that  the  number  was  one 
in  seven,  and  his  own  information 
went  to  prove  that  the  proportion 
was  much  smaller  than  that.  A  letter 
appeared  the  other  day  in  a  North 
Welsh  paper  which  gave  the  attend- 
ance at  church,  based  on  a  careful 
analysis  of  the  proportions  between  the 
two  Churches,  as  one  in  eight.  That 
was  nearly  his  own  opinion.  But  they 
did  not  rest  thmr  conclusions  alto- 
gether on  the  estimates  of  others.  The 
Nonconformists  of  Wales  had  made  a 
VBTj  careful  calculation  as  to  the  num- 
bers of  the  different  religious  denomina- 
tions of  that  country,  from  which  it 
appeared  that  there  were  253,016  Con- 
gregationalists,  250,274  Calvioistio  Me- 
thodists, H4,3D7  Bai)tist8,  78,506  Wes- 
leyans,  17,767  Primitive  Methodists,  and 
8,000  of  different  small  sects,  making  a 
total  of  751,944.  Taking  the  number 
of  Nonconformist  ohildrui  at  228,871, 

Digitized  by  Google 


S07        Churvh  ofJSngtmd 

of  those  who  professed  no  rolij^oa  at 
100,000,  of  Boman  Catholics  at  50,000, 
there  would  be  apopulatiOD  of  l,12<'>,82d 
out  of  a  total  Welsh  population — ac- 
cordiog  to  the  Census  of  1881 — of 
1,343,227,  leaving  about  217,400,  or 
about  one<eighth  of  the  whole,  who 
were  professed  members  of  the  Ohuroh 
of  England.  The  case  against  the 
Church  oi  England  in  Wales  was  really 
underrated  by  these  figures,  inasmuch 
as  many  of  t&ose  who  were  dependent 
upon  the  tertitori^  and  wealthy  classes 
were  induced  to  curry  favour  with 
their  masters  by  professing  that  they 
were  members  of  the  Cburch  of  England, 
whereas,  in  fact,  they  were  Nonctui- 
formists  at  heart.  A  discount  must  also 
be  made  from  the  number  of  the  Church 
of  Eagland  members  in  Wales  on  ac- 
count of  the  English  foreigners  who  were 
resident  in  the  country.  Th&  over- 
whelming majori^  of  the  Welsh  popu- 
lation, therefore,  consisted  of  Noncon- 
formists. He  was  now  speaking  in  the 
presence  of  Welsh  Members.  He  hoped 
those  hon.  Members  would  speak  in  the 
debate.  If  they  did,  they  would  be  able 
to  say  whether  he  was  over-stating  or 
under-stating  the  case.  At  all  events, 
ke  had,  as  far  as  he  was  able,  only  sub- 
mitted facts  to  the  consideration  of  Uie 
House.  He  perceived  there  were  two 
Amendments  to  his  Beadution.  One  of 
those  stood  in  the  name  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cambridge 
(Mr.  Baikes),  who  opposed  the  Besolu- 
tion  with  a  direct  negative.  Then  there 
was  another  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northumberland  (Mr.  Albert  Grey),  who 
proposed  to  leave  out  the  words  after 
the  word  "population,"  and  to  insert 
the  words — 

"  Ttia  Honse  is  of  opinion  that  the  time  has 
arrived  for  introducing,  withoat  delay,  into  its 
ot^anization  such  reforms  as  will  enable  it  to 
adapt  itself  more  effectually  to  the  rciUgioos 
needa  and  wishes  of  the  Welsh  people." 

His  right  hon.  Friend  knew  little  of 
Wales.  If  he  knew  as  much  about  that 
country  as  he  (Mr  Billwyn)  did,  he 
would  be  aware  that  amon^  the  Welsh 
people  there  was  no  hostih^  between 
Nonoonformists  and  Churchmen  as  such. 
The  disindinationof  the  people  was  not 
towards  the  members  of  the  Church,  but 
to  aa  Establishment  at  all,  which  was 
repulsive  to  their  habits  and  thoughte. 
What  was  onoe  said  by  the  Prima  Mi- 
nister on  this  subjeot  wad  quite  true— 

Mr,  BiUwyn 
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namely,  that  a  wall  of  brass  had  been 
raised  between  the  Chnrdi  in  Wales  and 
the  general  body  of  the  inhabitants,  who 
could  never  forget  the  long  chapter  of 
persecution  which  had  characterized  the 
Church  in  its  relations  to  the  peo{de. 
For  200  years  the  Church  had  been  in 
possession  of  Wales,  and  during  that 
period,  in  spite  of  her  power  and  status^ 
she   had  undoubtedly  beteayed  her 
trust.   The  Ohuroh  first  came  into  exist- 
ence there  in  the  B«gn  ct  Queen  Etiza> 
beth,  but  so  disgraceful  was  the  apathy, 
drunkenness,  and  vice  of  the  elergy  tiiat 
the  people  took  refuge  in  NonoonformUy. 
Amongst  the  Ohuroh  cler^  in  tiiose 
times  was  a  man  named  Henry,  who 
denounced  the  scandalous  and  evil  lives 
of  the  olei^,  and  who  endeavoured,  as 
far  as  he  could,  to  introduce  reforms. 
But  what  was  his  reward  ?   He  was  put 
on  his  trial,  and  paid  the  penalty  of  his 
zeal  and  temerity  on  the  scaffold.  This 
was  oneinstance  of  the  persecution  which 
attended  efi'orts  of  reformers,  and  there 
were  numerous  cases  of  a  similar  nature. 
The  evidence  which  he  (Mr.  Billwyn) 
would  now  submit  to  the  House,  showing 
how  the  Church  in  Wales  had  failed 
completely  in  her  mission,  would  not  be 
drawn  from  Nonconformist  souroes,  but 
from  the  testimony  of  Churchmen  them- 
selves.  Those  instances  he  would  refer 
to  in  the  briefest  terms  possible.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  said  that  the  bitter 
and  unhappy  memories  of  the  Church's 
history  in  Wales  had  raised  a  wall  of 
brass  between  that  institution  and  the 
people  of  the  country.    The  Ohurch  had 
at  all  times  so  conducted  her  ministra- 
tions as  to  maintain  that  wall  of  brass.  In 
IGBl  a  magistrate  in  Oswestry,  address- 
ing Nonconformists,  reminded  them  that 
the  magistrates  had  acquired  power, 
which,  by  the  grace  of  God,  they  would 
keep,  and  not  allow  to  rust.    That  was 
not  the  tone  by  which  the  Church  would 
recommend  itself  to  poor  people.  Yet 
that  was  the  tone  which  was  adopted, 
and  which  finally  had  ended  in  tho- 
roughly alienating  the  Welsh  people 
Stom  the  Establishment.    During  the 
recent  elections,  and  for  some  time 
previously,  he  bad  gone  a  great  deal 
among  the  people  of  Wales,  and  he 
found  that  the  utmost  enthusiasm  and 
unanimity  of  opinion  prevailed  among 
Welshmen  on  tlus  vitel  question.  He 
did  not  think  tliat  any  attempt  would 
be  made  to  oontrorert  the  ftiots  he  bad 
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stated.  One  objection  which  had  been 
raised  was  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  separate  the  Welsh  and  the  English 
peop)^  because  they  were  praotioally 
one  people,  and  that  it  would  be  im- 
poiaiDle  to  abolish  the  Church  without, 
at  the  same  time,  oausing  a  separatiou 
between  tiie  two  peoples.  That  objec- 
tion had  been  raised  in  former  years, 
and  had  been  fuUy  answered  by  Mr. 
Justice  Williams,  an  able  lawyer,  who 
gave  it  as  his  opinion  that  the  abolition 
of  the  Church  ia  Wales  was  quite 
feasible,  and  that  there  would  be  no 
more  difficulty  in  abolishiag  the  Church 
in  Wales  tlum  there  would  be  in  abo- 
lishing it  in  Norfolk,  Lancashire,  or 
any  other  county  of  England.  Those 
who  contended  that  Wales  end  England 
were  practically  one  country  did  not 
really  understand  the  charaoterof  Welsh- 
men.  In  his  opinion  the  Welsh  were 
^uite  difierent  nom  the  Ekiglish  people 
in  thon^t,  oharaeter,  and  feeling,  as 
well  as  u  religion  and  language.  Ko 
one  could  doubt  tiiiat  theie  were  wide 
differences,  and  the  differences  of  lan- 
guage, BO  far  from  diminishing  of  late 
years,  was,  he  believed,  rather  on  the 
increase  than  on  the  decrease.  It  must 
bo  remembered,  too,  that  this  country 
had  acknowledged  that  there  was  a 
difference  between  the  two  countries. 
Within  his  memory  he  could  remember 
that  the  Welsh  had  a  different  system 
of  judicature  from  that  of  England  ; 
their  Turnpike  Laws  were  different, 
and  their  Sunday  Closing  L^w  was  dif- 
ferent iirom  that  which  existed  in  Eng- 
land. He  thought,  therefore,  that  it 
oould  not  be  denied  that  Wales  was 
praetically,  both  in  fact  and  by  law,  a 
aeparate  nationality.  In  this  matter  of 
reugion  they  appealed  to  the  joatioe  and 
the  sense  of  fair  play  inherent  in  the 
Enslish  i>eopU.  It  was  not  a  question 
of  uberation,  or  of  policy  between  one 
religion  and  another ;  it  was  a  claim  on 
the  part  of  a  weak  and  small  country 
against  a  powerful  ruling  country.  He 
need  harmy  point' out  that  Welshmen 
were  loyal  and  law-abiding.  They  had 
not  given  the  authorities  in  this  country 
any  trouble;  on  the  contrary,  on  all 
reforms  and  improvements  favoured  by 
England,  Ireland,  Biiotland,  and  Wales, 
W^hmen  bad  always  been  found  ready 
to  assist  in  oanying  those  amendments  ot 
the  law  into  force.  Neither  bad  Welsh- 
men giren  much  ttooble  on  acoonnt  ol 


any  griovanoes  from  which  they  might 
suffer.  They  had  been  content  to  cast 
in  their  lot  with  the  inhabitants  of  this 
country,  and  th^  were  still  quite  con- 
tent to  do  so ;  but  the  question  of  reli- 
gion would  not  be  allowed  to  stand 
where  it  was  in  Wales.  The  Welsh 
people  were  thoroughly  in  earnest  about 
this  subject ;  and  although  hitherto  they 
might  have  been  disinclined  to  force  it 
on  the  attention  of  Parliament  in  con- 
sequence of  other  pressing  business,  tbey 
were  now  determined  to  press  it,  if  they 
oould,  to  a  solution.  Welshmen  were 
deeply  religious  in  sentiment ;  but  they 
wished  to  nave  their  own  religion.  A 
few  days  ago  he  observed  the  sale  of 
an  advowson  in  Liverpool,  in  which  a 
living  was  sold,  after  a  sharp  competi- 
tion, between  High  and  Low  Church. 
That  system  of  handing  over  the  entire 

Eopulation  of  a  locality  to  the  highest 
idder  was  one  which  ttie  Welsh  people 
could  not  and  would  not  tcderate.  Some 
time  ago  a  Commissicm  was  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  subject  of  education 
in  Wales.  The  Beport  made  by  that 
Commission  was  that  the  Welsh  were 
a  deeply  religious  people,  and  that  they- 
had  covered  the  whole  country  with 
their  chapels,  which  they  supported  and 
maintained.  He  would  not  now  say 
any  more.  He  was  speaking  in  the 
resence  of  bis  oouotrymen,  who,  he 
oped,  would  speak  and  vote  on  thisques- 
tion,  and  he  would  conclude  by  moving 
the  Motion  which  stood  in  his  name — 

"That,  aa  the  Church  of  England  iu  Wales 
has  fiuled  to  fulfil  its  professed  object,  as  a 
means  of  promo^g  the  religious  interests  of 
the  Welsh  people,  and  mimsters  to  only  a  small 
minority  of  the  population,  ite  cootiQoance  as 
an  Established  Church  in  the  Principalitr  is  an 
anomaly  and  an  iojnstice  which  ought  no 
longer  to  ^st" 

He  would  ask  Members  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  and  he  ventured  to  ask 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
if  that  was  a  right  state  of  things? 
They  all,  he  knew,  wished  to  do  as  they 
would  be  done  by  ;  and,  that  being  so, 
he  would  ask  Members  of  the  Church 
of  England,  if  such  a  state  of  things 
existed  in  England  as  existed  in  Wales, 
would  they  allow  it  to  continue  for  a 
single  moment?  He  would  move  the 
Resolution  standing  in  his  name  on  the 

1^'bICHABD  fMerthyr  TydvU),  in 
aeoonding  the  Resolution,  said :  I  must 
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own  that  I  approach  the  subject  which 
engages  our  attention  this  evening  with 
some  reluctance,  because  I  know  how 
difficult  it  is  to  discuss  questions  of  this 
nature  without  giving  some  pain  to  good 
men  whom  one  honours  and  esteems, 
and  with  whom  we  may  be  in  sympathy 
on  many  points  of  higher  importance 
than  those  which  pertain  to  the  externals 
of  religion.  I  wish  especially  to  avoid 
casting  any  opprobrious  imputation  upon 
the  present  members  of  the  Church  of 
England  in  Wales.  K  some  of  the 
things  we  have  to  describe  in  connec- 
tion with  the  past  history  of  that  Church 
are  grievous  and  scandalous,  the  re- 
sponsibility does  not  rest  upon  them, 
but  upou  that  system  of  ecclesiastical 
rule  adopted  and  pursued  by  the  Eng- 
lish Government  towards  the  Welsh 
Church — a  system  which,  I  think,  pre- 
sents as  deplorable  an  illustration  as 
can  be  found  anywhere  of  the  evils 
which  flow  from  making  a  Christian 
Church  a  mere  creature  of  the  State, 
dependent  upon  its  caprices,  and  sub- 
servient to  its  unscrupulous  worldly 
designs.  like  my  hon.  Friend,  I  am 
not  going  to  argue  this  question  on 
the  abstract  principle  as  to  the  justice, 
wisdom,  or  expediency  oE  civil  estab- 
lishments of  religion.  My  hon.  Friend 
has  put  his  Motion  in  a  purely  practical 
form.  Our  contention  is,  that  tho 
Church  of  England  in  Wales  is  not, 
and  never  haa  been,  the  Church  of 
Wales  J  that  it  has  failed  to  win  the 
love  and  loyalty  of  the  people,  and  has 
never  discharged,  in  anything  approach- 
ing a  satisfactory  manner,  its  own  pro- 
fessed function  as  the  religious  instructor 
of  the  nation.  For  a  large  part  of  its 
history  it  has  partaken  very  much  the 
charaoter  of  an  alien  institution,  im- 
posed upon  the  country  from  without 
for  purely  political  purposes.  A  sig- 
iiificant  indication  of  this  is  afforded  by 
the  fact  that  to  this  day,  in  the  common 
parlance  of  tho  people,  it  ia  known,  not 
as  theBpiscopal  Church,  or  the  National 
Church,  still  less  as  the  Church  of 
Wales,  but  invariably  as  the  Church 
of  England — eglwyt  Loegr — a  designa- 
tion probably  importing  traditions  of 
repugnance  and  hostility  from  the  time 
when  England  was  the  enemy  of  Welsh 
freedom  and  independence,  and  the 
Church  of  England  was  the  Church  of 
the  invader  and  conqueror.  And,  iu- 
dtted,  for  generations  the  Oharch  was 


employed,  especially  under  Norman  rule, 
as  an  instrument  for  the  extinction 
of  the  Welsh  language  and  the  sup- 
pression of  AVelsh  nationality.  Fop 
this  purpose  English  Bishops  were  forced 
upon  the  British  Church — men  of  arro- 
gant temper  and  boundless  rapacity, 
whose  sole  inspiration  was  hatred  to- 
wards the  native  Welsh.  We  have  a 
very  curious  and  a  very  touching  illus- 
tration of  this  in  the  appeal,  still  extant, 
which  was  sent  by  the  Welsh  Princes 
to  Pope  Innocent,  in  the  Beign  of 
Henry  III. — 

"  The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  as  n  matter 
of  course,  b/soAa  us  English  bishops  ignoraat  of 
the  manners  and  language  of  our  land,  who 
cannot  preach  the  Word  of  God  to  the  people, 
nor  receive  their  confessions  but  through  in- 
terpreten.  And  these  Bi8ho|M  that  tbey  send 
OS  from  England,  as  they  neither  love  us  ntnr 
our  land,  but  rather  persecute  and  oppress  us 
with  au  innate  and  deep-rooted  ha^ed,  seek 
not  the  welfare  of  our  souls ;  their  ambition  is 
to  rule  over  us,  and  not  to  benefit  us,  and  on 
this  account  tbe^  do  not  but  very  rarely  fulfil 
Uie  duties  of  their  pastoral  office.  And,  what- 
ever they  can  lay  their  hands  upon,  or  get  from 
us,  whether  by  right  or  wrong,  they  carry  into 
England,  and  waste  and  consume  Uie  whole  o£ 
the  profits  obtained  from  iu,  in  abbeys  and 
lands  given  to  them  by  the  King  of  England." 

This  stupid  policy,  of  course,  failed,  as 
it  richly  deserved  to  fail.  The  hatred 
of  the  alien  episcopate  towards  their 
flocks  was  cordially  reciprocated.  Some 
of  them  could  maintain  their  position 
only  by  being  surrounded  with  a  body 
of  armed  retainers ;  and  whenever  the 
British  arms  prevailed  the  Norman 
ecclesiastics  had  to  scuttle  over  the 
Border,  while  the  people  showed  their 
detestation  and  scorn  for  them  by  burn- 
ing their  episcopal  palaces.  But  how 
did  it  fare  with  the  Welsh  Church  after 
the  Heformation  ?  Some  of  my  clerical 
countrymen  indulge  in  a  fond  historical 
dream  to  the  effect  that,  after  the  acces- 
sion of  the  Tudors,  there  was  a  golden 
age  for  their  Church,  when  it  was  ruled 
by  native  Bishops,  and  enjoyed  a  season 
of  great  spiritual  prosperity.  But  it  is 
only  a  dream,  with  Timich  the  reality 
does  not  correspond.  There  was,  no 
doubt,  a  certain  number  of  AVelsh 
Bishops  then  appointed— as  many  as  30 
in  157  years.  But  that  brought  little 
improvement  in  the  religious  condi- 
tion of  the  country — so  far  otherwise, 
that  I  venture  to  say  it  is  eoarcely^ 
possible  to  exaggerate  the  utter  —  one 
might  almost  say  the  contemptuous — 
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neglect  with  which  Wales  was  treated 
during  the  early  years  of  the  Heforma- 
tion.  To  begin  with,  what  surely  must 
be  regarded  as  the  first  duty  of  a  Pro- 
testant Ohuroh— that  of  supplying  the 
people  with  the  sacred  Scriptures  in 
their  own  langnaRe— how  does  the  ac- 
count stand  with  the  Welsh  Established 
GfauToh  in  this  respect  P  Dr.  Llewellyn, 
in  bis  account  of  the  Welsh  Torsions  of 
the  Bible,  tells  us  that — 

"  Pop  opwarda  of  70  yeara  from  the  settlement 
of  the  Eeformation  by  Qaeen  Elizabeth,  for 
near  100  years  from  Britain's  separation  from 
the  Chnrui  of  Borne,  there  were  no  Bibles  in 
Wales,  except  in  the  cathedrals  and  pariah 
churches." 

In  the  year  1563  an  Act  of  Parliament 
was  passed  ordering  the  translation  of 
ihe  Scriptures  into  Welsh,  the  Preamble 
of  which  redtes  that — 

"  Her  Uajes^'a  moat  loving  and  obedient 
sabjeots  of  Wales,  being  no  small  part  of  this 
Bealm,  are  nttorl^  destitute  of  Ood'a  Holy 
Word,  and  do  remain  in  the  like  or  rather  more 
darkness  and  ignorance  than  they  were  in  times 
of  Papistry." 

Well,  the  same  Act  ordered  the  Welsh 
Bishopsi  under  heavy  penalties,  to  trans- 
late the  Bible  into  the  Welsh  language 
within  three  years.  But  this  was  not 
done  until  25  years  later,  and  then  it 
was  done  not  by  the  Bishoim,  but  by  the , 
nmple  vicar  of  a  parish  in  Denbigh- 
shire, Dr.  William  Morgan,  whose  name 
and  memory  deserre  to  be  held  in  last- 
ing and  grateful  remembrance  by  the 
people  of  Wales.  In  the  absence  of 
the  Scriptures,  there  was  all  the  more 
need  of  an  earnest  personal  ministry 
among  the  clergy.  But  what  was  the 
case?  I  believe  for  100  years  there 
was  scarcely  any  preaching  or  teaching 
of  the  people  in  the  churches.  Strype,  in 
his  AnnaU  of  ths  R$formaUon  and  his 
Idfe  of  Arthhukop  Parker^  gives  us  some 
cnrious  and  ve^  melancholy  glimpses 
into  the  state  of  the  Welsh  Ohurcn  in 
the  Beign  of  Queen  Elizabeth.  He  says 
that  for  two  or  three  years  Llandaff  had 
no  Bishop  at  all,  and  the  great  dilapida- 
tions had  so  impoTerished  the  See  that 
nobody  liked  to  meddle  with  it.  Bangor 
was  out  of  order,  there  being  no  preach- 
ing used,  and  pensionary  ooncubinacy 
openly  continued ;  which  was,  allowance 
of  concubines  to  the  clergy  by  paying  a 
pension,  notwithstanding  the  hberty  of 
marriage  granted.  In  1687  Dr.  Hughes, 
Bishop  of  St.  Asaph,  was  charged  with 


misgOTeminghie  diooese;  and,  an  inquiij 
being  made,  it  was  found  that  he  him- 
self  held  16  rich  livings  m  emmm^iami 
that  most  of  the  great  livings  were  in 
poesession  of  persons  who  lived  out  of 
the  country,  and  only  three  preachers 
resided  on  their  linngs.  If  we  come 
down  to  the  Beign  of  ^mes  I.,  we  have 
the  testimony  of  a  most  admirable  man, 
himself  a  clergyman  of  the  Church, 
known  and  venerated  to  this  day  in 
Wales,  as  Vicar  Fritchard,  of  Llan- 
dovery. He  says  that  in  his  time  not  one 
in  a  hundred  of  his  countrymen  could 
read  the  Bible;  that  no  copy  of  the 
Scriptures  was  to  be  found  even  in  the 
mansions  of  many  of  the  gentry;  that 
the  country  was  sunk  in  ignorance  and 
immorality  of  every  description,  while 
"  the  clergy  were  asleep,  leaving  the 
people  to  sin  unwarned  andunrebuked." 
If  we  come  down  lower  still,  we  find 
that  in  the  year  1623  Dr.  Baily,  Bishop 
of  Bangor,  paid  a  visit  to  the  parishes, 
or  some  of  the  parishes,  in  his  diocese, 
in  Anglesea,  Carnarvonshire,  Merioneth- 
shire, and  Montgomeryshire.  His  re- 
port of  what  he  found  is  still  partially 
extant.  In  parish  after  parish  the  re- 
ports are  these — 

"  There  have  been  only  two  sermons  here  for 
the  last  12  months  "  No  sermon  here  for  fire 
years;"  "  Never  any  preaching  here "Only 
two  sermons  in  a  twdvemonth ;"  "  Ilie  oarato 
here  spends  his  time  in  tavenis,  is  a  public 
drunkard  and  brawler." 

We  come  down  a  few  years  later.  In 
1651  a  clergyman  of  the  name  of  Ed- 
wards translated  an  English  book  into 
the  Welsh  language.  In  his  preface  he 
deplores  the  ne^ect  into  which  the 
Welsh  language  had  fallen  among  the 
instructors  of  the  people,  and  dedares 
that  amone  the  Church  dergy  scarcely 
one  in  Ifi  knew  how  to  read  and  write 
in  Welsh.  Following  down  the  ohain 
of  evidence,  we  come  to  1677,  whw  an- 
other work  was  published,  it  is  supposed 
by  a  de^yman  of  the  name  of  Thomas, 
called  1%$  Wehhman*$  Frimi,  in  which 
he  says — 

"  It  pains  me  to  be  obliged  to  say  that  in  each 
of  the  Welsh  Bishoprics  40  or  60  churches  may 
be  found  without  anyone  in  them  on  Sundays, 
even  in  the  middle  <n  snmmer,  when  the  roads 
are  driest  and  tiie  weather  finest." 

And  this  he  asoribee  to  "  the  utter 
neglect  which  prevails  among  us  Welsh 
Churchmen."  I  have  come  down  nearly 
to  the  end  of  the  I7th  century.  Did 
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matters  mend  at  Uie  begmning  of  the 
18th century?  In  1721  the  Eer.  Eraa- 
mus  Sanders  published  his  Vim  of 
ih«  8ttUe  of  Raligion  in  ihs  Dioeut  of  St. 
Davi^t,  in  whi^  he  draws  a  most  de- 
plorable picture  of  the  state  of  things 
then.  He  describes  several  churches, 
which  he  specifies  by  name,  as  totally 
decayed — 

"  They  cmly  serre  for  tiie  solitary  halntations 
of  owls  and  jackdaws.  The  Christian  serrioe," 
he  goes  OD,  "  is  totally  disosed  in  some  places ; 
in  others  half-B«rrod,  there  hoiag  several 
churches  where  we  rarely,  if  at  all,  meet  with 
preaching  or  catechism,  or  the  administration 
of  the  Holy  Communion." 

Well,  about  the  middle  of  the  18th 
century  there  arose  in  the  Church  a 
most  admirable  man — the  I£ev.  Griffith 
Jones,  of  Llanddawror — who  was  the 
founder  of  the  celebrated  circulating 
schools.  In  one  of  his  wridngs  he 
speaks  of  the — 

■  "  Lazy  vicarg  and  rectors  who  hare  led  a 
careless  life  from  their  yoath,  and  have  set 
their  minds  on  keeping  company  and  going 
unsteadily  from  tavern  to  tavern/ 

and  who  are — 

"  as  igD(s«nt  of  thnr  mother  tongue  as  thej' 
are  of  Greek  and  Hebrew;  end,  therefore, 
witliont  sense  of  shame,  preach  in  English  in 
the  most  purely  Welsh  assemblies  thronghont 
the  oouat^." 

After  the  Bevolution  the  English  Go- 
Temment  reverted  to  the  old  policy  of 
attempting  to  extinguish  the  Welsh 
language  and  nationutty  by  appointing 
only  English  Bishops  to  Wush  Sees. 
For  150  years  not  a  single  Welshman 
was  raised  to  the  Episcopal  Bench  in 
his  own  country.  To  understand  the 
full  significance  of  this  fact,  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  during  the  whole  of 
that  time  the  overwhelming  majority  of 
the  people  were  Welsh-speaking,  and 
knew  no  other  language  but  Welsh. 
The  Prime  Minister,  in  a  speech  quoted 
the  other  night  by  the  noMe  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Faddingtoo,  estt- 
mated  the  number  of  people  in  Wales 
now  who  speak  hardly  anything  but 
their  own  tongue  at  800,000.  But,  for 
the  far  greater  part  of  the  period  to 
which  I  have  just  referred,  the  propor- 
tion of  the  people  of  Wales  who  spoke 
only  Welsh  must  have  been  much  larger 
than  it  is  now,  for  thai  there  was  far 
less  intercourse  with  England  than  there 
is  at  present,  and  there  were  very 
few  schools  in  which  the  English  lan- 
guage was  taught.   Now,  I  ask  the 

Mr»  Michard 


Members  of  the  Church  of  ^gland 
in  this  House  to  imagine — ^if,  indeed, 
BO  monstrous  a  supposition  is  conceiv- 
able— how  they  wonld  have  felt  if  ior 
150  years  all  the  Episcopal  Sees  in 
England  had  been  filled  with  French- 
men, or  Germans,  or  Italians,  abso- 
lutely ignorantof  the  English  language. 
What  were  the  fruits  of  this  extraoi^i- 
nary  system  in  Wales  ?  The  alien 
Bishops,  aa  a  rule,  lived  wholly  apart 
from  the  people,  and  even  from  the 
clergy.  Some  of  them  did  not  reside  in 
the  country,  and  one,  at  least,  during 
the  whole  term  of  his  episcopate,  never 
once  set  his  foot  in  his  diocese.  But 
while  neglecting  their  apiritnal  duties, 
th^  displayed  the  most  rapaaous  spirit 
as  regards  the  temporalities  of  tiie 
Ohnroh.  The  apostolic  iajunotion  that 
Bishops  should  not  be  greedy  of  filthy 
lucre  did  not  seem  to  have  attracted 
their  r^ard ;  but  there  was  another  pre- 
cept to  which  they  paid  the  most  reli- 
gious heed,  that — 

"  If  a  man  provide  not  for  his  own,  and  spe- 
cially for  those  of  his  own  hoote^  he  is  worse 

than  an  infidel." 

They  lavished  honours  and  emoluments 
with  the  most  shameful  prodigality  up<m 
their  own  relatives  and  friends,  to  the 
utter  neglect  o^  the  native  clergy ;  and 
thus  nearly  all  the  highest  offices  in  the 
Church  were  in  the  hands  of  men  who 
were  ignorant  of  the  language  of  the 
people  to  whom  they  were  to  minister  in 
holy  things.  The  daring  extent  to 
which  this  system  of  nepotism  was  car- 
ried was  almost  incredible.  So  late  as 
the  year  18^6,  Mr.  Benjamin  Hall,  after- 
wards Lord  Llanover,  stated  in  this 
House  that  in  the  diocese  of  St.  Asaph 
a  relation  of  the  then  late  Bishop  had  1 L 
sources  of  emolument,  producing  be- 
tween £6,000  and  £7,000  a<year,  and 
that  the  total  amount  enjoyed  by  the 
Bishop  and  the  relations  of  former 
Bishops  was  £23,679,  and  exceeded  the 
whole  amount  enjoyed  by  all  the  other 
residents  and  native  clergy  put  together. 
At  length  this  scandalous  system  at- 
tracted the  attention  of  this  House ;  and 
in  the  year  1835,  by  a  small  majority,  a 
clause  was  inserted  in  the  Pluralities 
and  Non-Besidence  Bill,  to  the  effect 
that  no  person  who  did  not  possess  a 
thorough  knowledge  of  the  Wesh  lan- 
guage should  be  appointed  to  -any 
Bishopric  or  living  in  Wales.  But  the 
House  of  Lords,  -whose  Amotion  it  is,  W9 
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koow,  to  impose  a  oheok  upon  tiie  rash 
and  baaty  legislaiioa  of  this  Honse, 
exereised  their  fuootioii  on  that  oeoan(«| 
and  erased  that  part  of  the  olanse  that 
related  to  the  Bishope,  as  they  did  not 
think  it  neceesazy  that  the  primary 
pastors  of  the  Ghurdi  should  have  any 
Jmowledgeoftiie  language  of  the  people 
over  whom  they  ruled.  And  so  this 
system  of  alien  Bishops  continued  until 
some  14  or  15  years  ago,  when  the  pre- 
sent Prime  Ministar,  infinitely  to  bis 
honour,  broke  in  upon  this  dismal  mono- 
poly of  incompetence  by  appointing,  for 
the  first  time  in  more  than  lAO  years,  a 
thoroughly  Welsh- speaking  clergyman 
to  the  diocese  of  St.  Asaph.  I  suppose 
that  the  other  part  of  the  clause  referred 
to  proved  inoperative,  for  I  find  that  in 
1838  another  Act  was  passed  against 
the  appointment  of  dergymen  to  Taoant 
benefices  in  Wales  without  a  previous 
competoit  knowledge  of  the  language 
of  the  parisliioDers.  But  this  led  to  a 
state  of  things  in  some  respects  w(»rse 
than  before.  Englishmen  were  still 
presented  to  Wekh  benefices,  who,  after 
a  few  months*  study  of  the  languid, 
tried  to  pceaoh  in  Wdah,  but  in  the 
attempt  oommittad  such  gross  and  ludi- 
crous blunders  as  taxed  to  the  utmost 
the  gravity  of  their  hearers,  and  turned 
religion  into  burlesque.  In  order  to 
help  them,  a  clerical  agMit  in  Wales  sent 
round  a  circular  to  this  efifeot — 

"  Sir, — We  have  been  requested  by  influential 
parties  to  publish,  Irom  time  to  time,  sets  of 
senoonfl  in  Welsh  for  the  assistance  of  the 
clergy  in  Wales  They  will  be  very- 
plain  and  practical,  and  translated  in  a  popular, 
preachable  style  by  an  able  translator,  and  one 
•ccottomed  to  instmct  the  poor.  Owing  (o  the 
eztn  expense  neosMarily  attendant  upon  txans- 
lations,  £c.,  12  sermons  wiU  be  charged  30*. 
and  single  sermons  3i.  each." 

Under  these  oircumstaDces,  it  is  no 
vonder  Uiat  everything  fell  into  neg- 
lect andj  disorder ;  that  the  churches 

fct  into  a  ruinous  condition ;  that  even 
onday  services  wwe  often  omitted  for 
weeks  and  months,  and,  when  per- 
formed, were  performed  in  a  manner 
that  provoked  ridicule,  and  then  some- 
thing which  1  refer  to  with  reluctance — 
the  clergy  themselves  fell  into  disre- 
putable courses.  I  do  not  like  to  dwell 
on  this.  They  were  my  own  country- 
men ;  they  were  placed  in  cirouxnstances 
that  exposed  them  to  temptations  for 
we  must  make  great  allowance ; 
none  of  their  eodesiastical  superiors  took 


the  slightest  interest  in  them,  or  exer- 
cised the  slightest  supervision  over  them 
— they  wereabandoned  to  themselves,  and 
no  wonder  that  they  fell  into  habits  I 
would  rather  not  characterize.  I  will 
only  read  an  extract  from  a  speedi  de- 
livered  by  Mr.  Q-.  B.  Hughes  at  the 
Ohnroh  Congress  in  1879,  m  whidh  he 
described  the  state  of  things  as  it  eristed 
witMn  living  memory — 

<*  The  Holy  Commanion  was  administered  at 
most  fonr  times  a  year— rarely  that.  The 
chorches  wrae  miserably  ont  of  repair,  ratnotu 
in  some  intances ;  always  damp,  motUdy,  and 
unwholesome ;  the  pews  fast  filing  into  decay, 
in  many  cases  incapable  of  occupation ;  but, 

alas!  seldom  put  to  the  test  The  services 

were  slovenly  and  irreverent,  the  congregation 
— what  wonder  P — miserably  small.  The  sing- 
ing was  often  conflned  to  a  painful  solo,  exe- 
cuted by  the  *  Amen  '  clerk.  In  one  parish  a 
woman  was  clerk.  Bare  at  the  Bishop's  visita- 
tion, the  ole^y  were  never  brought  together. 
The  archdeacons  never  visited,  and  ruridecanal 
meetings  were  unknown.  It  is  a  painful  and 
humiliating  picture  to  present  to  you.  I  have 
not,  I  think,  exaggerated  it.  No  wonder  to 
find  Dissent  in  nearly  every  parish  flourish  and 

abound  Wbattheolergy  were  I  hesitate 

to  say  ;  but  we  are  met  to  hear  and  speak  the 
truth.  If  a  clergyman  was  sober,  moral,  and 
reepectaUe,  it  was,  I  fear,  an  exceptionally 
fortunate  parish  that  daimed  him." 

Lord  Aberdare  followed  this  speaker, 
and  a  more  competent  witness  could  not 
be  found,  for  he  has  been  from  his  youth 
a  steadfast  and  zealous  friend  the 
Church  in  Wales,  and  has  done  much  to 
promote  its  reform.  He  bore  similar 
testimony,  and  said  the  account  just 
given  in  no  way  exaggerated  the  state 
of  things,  such  as  he  himself  remem- 
bered them  when  a  young  man.  The 
House  will  observe  that  all  the  testi- 
mony I  have  cited,  from  the  Reforma- 
tion to  our  own  time,  is  testimony  from 
members  of  the  Church  of  England.  I 
might  cite  the  testimony  of  Noncon- 
formists equdly  explicit ;  but  I  carefully 
avoid  doing  so,  confining  myself  to  testi- 
mony of  members  of  the  Establishment. 
Thus  I  have  illustrated  a  period  of  300 
years ;  add  during  the  whole  of  the  time 
X  maintain,  and  I  think  I  have  proved, 
that  the  Church  of  England  has  failed 
or  disregarded  its  professed  duty  as  the 
religious  instruetorof  the  Welsh  people. 
Yet,  in  spite  of  all  this,  there  is  probably 
at  this  moment  no  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom — I  think  I  might  say  no  part 
of  the  world— so  amply  supplied  with 
the  means  of  religious  worship  and  in- 
struction ae  the  Principality  of  Wales 
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And  I  think  I  may  renture  to  add  that 
the  inhabitants  of  Wales  are  as  intelli- 
gent, as  religious,  as  moral,  and  as 
orderly  a  people  as  can  be  found  in  any 
quarter  of  the  globe.  To  what  is  the 
country  indebted  for  its  Christian  civili- 
zation. ?  Beyond  all  doubt  mainly  to  the 
labours  of  the  Nonconformists.  Noncon- 
formity orinnated  inWales  in  the  Beisn 
of  Charles  I.  by  a  few  Puritan  dOTgy,  who 
were  dziren  oat  of  the  Ohuroh  for  the  ez- 
cessoftiteirzeal.  During  the  short  period 
of  the  Commonwealth  they  displayed 
great  activity.  But  when  the  Bestora- 
tion  came  persecution  was  renewed  with 
redoubled  severity.  Nowhere  was  the 
penal  legislation  of  the  Heign  of  Obarles 
II.  more  pitilessly  enforced  than  in 
Wales.  Mr.  Arthur  Johnnes,  the  author 
of  a  remarkable  work  On  the  Causet  of 
Diattnt  in  Wales,  though  a  zealous 
Churchman,  pays  this  generous  tribute 
to  the  seal  and  courage  of  their  minis- 
ters— 

"  Even  in  the  persecutiogf  times  of  the  Staarts 
the  Nonconformist  paston  still  continued  to 
traverBO  the  wild  lulls  of  the  Fiinci^ality, 
braving  all  danfiferB  for  the  sake  of  their  few 
and  scattered  followers.  Their  congregations 
Btill  met  in  fear  and  brembling,  generally  at 
midnight,  or  in  woods  and  caverns,  amid  the 
gloomiest  lecesses  of  the  moontauifl." 

And  whenever  there  was  a  lull  in  the 
tempest  they  did  more.  They  promoted 
education.  They  printed  and  dissemi- 
nated religious  books,  and  were  spe- 
cially active  in  the  printing  and  oiroiua- 
tion  uf  the  Bible.  During  the  half- 
century  following  1630  the  persecuted 
Nonconformists  published  nine  editions, 
consisting  of  about  30,000  copies  of  the 
whole  Bible,  and  '10,000  of  the  New 
Testament  alone.  About  the  middle  of 
the  last  century  the  Methodist  revival 
arose,  and  added  an  immense  impose  to 
the  activity  of  Nonconformity  in  w  ales ; 
and  their  efforts  to  provide  the  means  of 
religious  instruction,  which  had  been  so 

grievously  neglected  by  the  official 
hurch,  were  indefatigable.  The  Non- 
oonformists  were,  especially  in  the  early 
part  of  their  history,  for  the  most  part  a 
very  poor  people.  Yet,  have  they  not 
suooeeded  in  covering  the  whole  face  of 
the  country  with  the  means  of  religious 
instruction  f  To  show  the  rapidity  with 
which  this  was  done,  let  me  cite  the 
following  figures  of  the  number  of  Non- 
conformist places  of  worship  in  the 
Principality  at  five  different  periods. 
In  1742  there  were  105;  in  1775,  171 ;  in 
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1816,  993;  in  1861,  2.927;  in  1884,  4,200. 
But  not  only  have  Nonconformists  pro- 
vided the  religion  for  the  people ;  they 
have  provided  the  literature  for  the 
people  of  Wales.  An  interesting  and 
exhaustive  Paper  was  read  at  the 
Church  Congr^  at  Swansea  in  1879— 
the  production  of  a  clergyman,  the  £ev. 
David  Williams ;  and  he,  speaking  of  the 
periodioal  literature  of  Wales,  said  they 
numbered  12  weeklies,  two  quarterlies, 
and  1 8  monthlies ;  and  out  ox  that  num- 
ber the  Nonconformists  supported  the 
two  quarterlies,  16  monthhes,  and  10 
weekUee— 

"  The  native  Press  ia  almost  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  Dissenters,  the  proportion  in  pnblioa- 
tioQS  being  the  same  as  in  the  popalations  be- 
tween Churchmen  and  Nonconfonniats.  Out  of 
32  W^h  periodicals  the  Church  claims  tho 
significant  number  of  four.  This  number  is 
the  exponent  both  of  her  history  in  the  past  and 
her  strength  in  the  present." 

I  am  happy  to  add  that  within  the  last  25 
or  30  years  there  has  been  a  great  im- 
provement in  the  Church  in  Wales.  I 
readily  and  ungrudgingly  acknowledge 
that.  Dilapidated  churches  have  been  re- 
paired or  rebuilt,  and  new  ones  erected, 
and  the  serrioes  are  conducted  with  far 
more  earnestness  and  zeal ;  and  we  have 
seen  clergymen  devotioK  themselves  zeal- 
ously to  the  duties  of  their  high  calling, 
ready  to  go  forth  into  the  streets  and  by- 
ways and  compel  wanderers  to  come  in, 
and  not  unwilling  to  tempt  a  stray  lamb 
&om  the  Noncoiuormist  fold.  But  it  is 
too  late.  We  are  obliged  to  say  to  these 
good  people — "Others  have  laboured, 
and  ye  are  entering  into  their  labour." 
In  many  parts  of  w  ales  the  literal  truth 
is,  clergymen  had  nothing  to  do  but 
to  try  and  pervert  Nonconformists.  I 
turn  to  the  latest  official  statistics — those 
of  1851,  when  Wales  had  a  population 
of  1,180.944.  The  Established  Church 
had  provided  Church  accommodation  for 
801, H97,  or  30  per  cent;  the  Noncon- 
formists 699,232.  or  70  per  cent;  and, 
assuming  with  Mr.  Horace  Mann  thai 
the  Church  should  provide  48  per  cent, 
it  followed  that  the  Church  fell  short  of 
its  requirements  by  387,672,  while  the 
Nonconformists  exceeded  their  supply 
by  3,879.  The  sam«)  Betum  showed 
in  the  attendance  at  public  worship — 
Chnrohmen,  22  per  cent;  NcHioon- 
formists,  78  per  cent ;  and  the  differ- 
ence, I  believe,  is  now  greater  than  in 
1851.  A  umiku:  proportion  existed  in 
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T^fard  to  Sunday  Sohoob  and  general 
education.  I  appeal  to  the  oandour 
and  jusUce  of  h(m.  GenUemen  opposite 
whether  tliis  is  not  an  anomaly  that  can- 
not be  tolerated  ?  The  only  argument 
I  have  heard  against  the  proposal  of  my 
hon.  Friend  is  that,  except  for  oonvea- 
tional  purposes,  there  Is  really  no  Welah 
Church  —  that  it  is  only  a  part  of  the 
Church  of  England,  and,  therefore,  can- 
not be  dealt  with  alone.  Well,  I  am 
not  very  much  dismayed  by  this  diffi- 
culty. We  can  remember  the  time  when 
the  same  reason  was  urged  to  show  the 
impossibility  of  touching  the  Irish 
Church.  ^t>perly  speaking,  we  were 
told  there  was  no  Church  of  Ireland,  but 
only  the  United  Church  of  England  and 
Ireland— the  two  Churches  having  at 
the  time  of  the  Union  been  joined  to- 
other by  a  compact  so  solemn  and  bind- 
ing, tiiat  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  could 
not  give  her  oonsent  to  any  measure  for 
dissolving  that  compact  without  incur- 
ring the  danger  of  committing  perjury, 
and  brioging  her  Crown  into  jeopardy. 
And  as  for  providing  legislation  for  Ire- 
land distinct  from  England,  the  sugges- 
tion was  scouted  as  an  absurdity.  Ire- 
land was  as  much  a  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  as  Yorkshire  or  Lancashire, 
and  must  be  governed  by  the  same  laws. 
The  sense  of  justice,  however,  and  the 
urgent  necessity  of  the  case,  triumphed 
over  these  foregone  conclusions  as  re- 
spects Ireland,  as  they  will  triumph  as 
respects  Wales.  The  Welsh  are  an  emi- 
nently loyal  people.  Every  soldier  in 
Wales  might  be  taken  out  of  it,  and  the 
country  would  still  be  quiet  and  tran- 
quil. If  anything  oomd  disturb  the 
loyalty  of  Wales  and  engender  discon- 
tent it  would  be  to  be  told  that  their 
union  with  England  would  hold  them  in 
bondage  to  this  alien  system.  Therefore 
I  say — "  For  your  own  sakes  look  fairly 
and  candidly  at  this  matter."  I  appeal 
to  the  justice  and  generosity  of  English- 
men to  liberate  the  Welsh  people  from 
what  they  feel  to  be  an  anomaly  that 
ought  to  be  swept  away^  and  the^r  will 
gain  a  thousandfold  by  the  gratitude 
and  loyalty  of  my  countrymen. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That,  as  the  Church  of  England  in  Wales 
hu  foiled  to  fulfil  its  profeoed  object  aa  a 
meana  of  promotiiig  the  religious  inteieata  of 
the  Welah  people,  and  miuBtwe  to  only  a  small 
minoritv  <x  the  populatioD,  ita  conttnnance  aa 
an  Establiihed  Onoroh  in  the  Fiiooipolity  is  an 
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anomaly  and  an  injoatioewluoh  Ought  no  l<m«r 
to  exirt."— (Jfr.  Ditk^.'i 

Mb.  AI/BEBT  grey  (Northumber- 
land, Tyneside),  in  rising  to  move,  aa  an 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  all  the  words 
after  the  word  "population,"  in  line  4, 
and  to  insert  the  words — 

"  This  House  is  of  opinion  that  the  time  hat 
arrived  for  introducing,  without  delay,  into  its 
organization  such  reforms  as  will  enable  it  to 
adapt  itself  more  efficiently  to  the  religions 
needs  and  wishes  of  the  Welsh  people," 

said,  he  had  listened  with  interest  and 
also  with  some  surprise  to  the  speech 
made  in  support  of  the  Besolution  by 
the  Mover  and  the  discursive  historical 
lecture  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Merthyr  Tydvil.  Those  speeches 
had  been  directed  against  the  past  and 
the  present  form  of  tbe  Establishment ; 
but  not  one  word  had  been  directed 
against  the  principle  of  a  National 
tablishment  itself.  That  was  a  fact  of 
great  significance,  considering  that  this 
was  the  first  move  of  the  Liberation 
Society  in  this  Parliament.  He  under- 
stood the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  to 
say  that  what  the  Welah  people  objected 
to  especially  was  the  estabushment  of 
a  Churoh  of  England  in  Wales,  and  that 
they  would  not  object  to  the  establish- 
meut  of  a  Welsh  Church. 

Mb.  DILLWYN,  interposing,  eaid, 
the  hon.  Member  had  misunderstood 
him.  He  had  said  nothing  about  the 
establishment  of  a  Welsh  Church. 

Mb.  albert  OBEY  said^  the  hon. 
Member  had,confined  his  attack  to  the 
present  application  of  the  nationtU  prin- 
ciple in  Wales ;  and  this  being  so  he 
would  bo  wasting  the  time  of  the  House 
werd  he  to  attempt  to  defend  the  prin- 
ciple of  Establishment,  inasmuch  as  it 
had  not  been  attacked  by  either  of 
the  hon.  Members  who  had  spoken. 
If  he  should  succeed  in  proving  that 
the  evils  which  the  hon.  Members 
attacked  were  the  results  of  causes 
which  were  not  essential  to  Establish- 
ment, and  which  were  capable  of  being 
removed  without  recourse  to  the  drastic 
remedy  of  Disestablishment,  he  hoped 
that  the  hon.  Members  would  accept  nis 
Amendment,  if  they  could  do  so  with- 
out ruoning  the  risk  of  being  misunder- 
stood by  their  constituents.  He  admitted' 
the  substantial  accuracy  of  the  facts 
which  the  hon.  Members  had  adduced. 
He  admitted  that  among  the  bulk  of 
the  Welsh  people  the  Nfttional  Estab- 
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lishment  was  rdgarded  aa  an  alien 
Ohucch— as  a  C^nrch  of  conquest  which 
]uid  enpplanted  their  own  native  Church ; 
as  an  instrument  of  conquest  of  which 
UBo  had  been  made  to  try  and  win 
the  Welsh  pet^le  from  their  natlre 
tongue,  and  to  Anglicize  rather  than 
to  eraogelize  the  people.  It  could 
not  be  disputed— and  he  made  this 
statement  with  grreat  reluctance— that 
the  revennes  of  the  National  Establish- 
ment intended  for  the  religious  educa- 
tion of  the  whole  people  had  been 
appropriated  to  the  ezalusire  use  of  a 
small  minori^,  chiefly  drawn  from  the 
wealthier  classes.  The  Dean  of  Bangor, 
speaking  on  this  subject  before  the 
Church  Congress  at  Swansea  in  1879, 
said — 

"  The  Ohurch  in  'Wnlea  has  lost  6ve-Bixtlu  of 
the  WeliAi^Bpe&kiDg  people,  and  her  strength 
■mrviTss  amonff  the  Eoglish-Bpediag  npper  and 
middle  pIsmmT' 

It  was  monstrous  and  indefensible  that 
the  rerenues  intended  for  the  religious 
.  instruction  of  the  whole  people  should 
have  been  appropriated  to  the  exclusive 
use  of  a  small  and  wealthy-  minority. 
But  when  all  this  was  granted,  it  by  no 
means  necessarily  followed  that  a  case 
for  Disestablishment  had  been  made  out. 
It  followed  that  there  was  an  irresistible 
case  for  the  immediate  passing  of  such 
reforms  as  would  make  the  National 
Establishment  the  Welsh  Church  and 
not  the  Church  of  England  in  Wales. 
He  entreated  hon.  Members  opposite, 
inasmuch  as  it  was  impossible  for 
them  to  controvert  these  facts,  to 
give  a  little  generous  consideration  to 
proposals  of  reform  Uiat  might  be  made 
by  a  friend  of  the  Church,  beoanse  the 
existing  evils  were  so  scandalous  and 
indefensible,  that  unless  reforms  Were 
speedily  initiated  and  pushed  through 
we  House,  it  wouM  be  almost  impossi* 
ble  for  any  power  in  the  House,  either 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  or  the  Benches 
opposite,  to  avert  for  even  a  short  period 
the  Disestablishment  of  the  National 
Church  in  Wales.  He  therefore  ac- 
cepted the  first  part  of  the  Besolution  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Ifr. 
Dillwyn)  — 

"  That  the  Church  of  England  in  Walea  has 
failed  to  fulfil  its  professed  object  as  a  means  of 
promoting  the  religioaa  iat«veste  of  the  Welsh 
people,  and  mimstora  to  only  a  amall  minoritj 
of  the  population." 

Could  he  have  anticipated  tiie  speeofaea 
Mr.  Albert  Grty 


that  had  been  delivered  iiiat  evening, 
for  the  words  *' Ohurch  of  England  in 
Wales"  in  the  Besolution  he  would 
have  proposed  to  substitute  the  words 
"  National  Eetablishmeiit  Utt  Ute  support 
of  religion."   He  wotdd  have  done  this 
because  the  term  "  Church  of  England 
in  Wales"  was  rather  misleading.  It 
implied  a  sectarian  instttntion,  irrevo^ 
oaUy  pledged  to  immutable  forms,  pro- 
tected  and  privileged  by  the  State 
because  of  its  sectarian  character,  and 
governed  by  an  ecclesiastical  hierarchy 
independent  of  State  control.  Now, 
such  a  view  of  the  Church  was  not  war- 
ranted by  the  facts.  What  was  called  the 
Church  of  England  in  Wales  was  only  the 
National  Organisation  through  which, 
nnder  such  oonditions  as  Parliament 
might  impose,  religious  ministrations 
were  offered  gratuitously  to  everyone 
willing  to  accept  them.    He  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  Uiat  the 
application  of  the  whole  income  derived 
from  Ohurch  property  to  support  t^e 
religious  services  of  a  small  minori^ 
was  a  monstrous  injustice  and  scandaL 
What,  then,  it  might  be  asked,  was  the 
difference  between  that  faon.  Member 
and  himself?   While  the  hon.  Member 
thought  that  the  eoandal  was  one  whidt 
could  only  be  removed  by  Disestablish- 
ment, he  held  that  it  oould  be  removed 
by  a  policy  of  Church  reform.  The  hon. 
Member  advocated  the  displacement  of 
the  National  Establishment ;  he  was  in 
favour  of  its  development  by  such 
reforms  as  would  make  it  the  Church  of 
the  Welsh  people,  to  be  controlled  by 
them,  under  suoh  conditions  as  Far* 
liament  might  impose,  for  the  religions 
advanoement  of  uie  whole  community. 
From  what  souroe  were  the  large  re- 
venues of  the  National  Establishment 
in  Wales  derived  7  He  was  sorry  that 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Letceafeer 
(Mr.  Picton)  was  prevented  from  bring- 
ing in  his  laotion  for  a  Select  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  revenues  of  the 
Church,  uid  he  hoped  that  although 
that  Motion  was  blocked,  it  might  still 
be  brought  on.   These  revenues  repre- 
sented the  accumulated  gifts  of  private 
individuals.  of  "  No  I "]  Well, 

that  was  one  of  the  interesting  points 
which  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  would 
clear  up.  His  contcLtion  was  that  the 
revenues  represented  the  accumulated 
gifts  of  individualsranging  over  several 
oeatuties  whicdi  had  been  handed  over 
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to  the  State  for  the  support  of  the  na- 
tional reliffioB.  Thri  poution  of  the 
State  was  utat  of  tnistee,  and  two  main 
oonditionB  regulated  its  great  and  sacred 
trust.  The  first  was  that  these  revenuee 
dioald  be  administered  by  the  State  for 
the  Bpiritaal  education  of  the  people  at 
large;  and  the  second,  that  thej  should 
be  administered  in  suoh  a  way  as  to  in- 
sure tiie  ffreateet  posrable  result.  The 
State  had  from  time  to  time  changed 
the  conditions  regulating  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  funds  of  the  National 
Oburch,  and  there  was  nothing  to  pre- 
vent its  doing  so  again.  There  was 
every  reason  why  it  should  do  bo  when- 
ever such  charges  as  had  been  made 
that  evening  could  be  substantiated.  He 
might  be  told  that  that  was  an  Erastian 
propoaition  which  could  not  be  coun- 
tenanced by  true  Ohurohmen,  In  this 
oonneotion  he  might  draw  attention  to 
a  reeent  correspondence  between  the 
Bishop  of  St.  Asaph  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montgomery^ire  (Mr.  Rendel) 
upon  the  subject  of  the  Church  of 
Wales.  The  Bishop  in  tfaat  correspon- 
dence said  that  he  freely  admitted  that 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to 
enact  laws  to  promote  the  best  use  of 
ecclesiastical  endowments  for  the  glory 
of  God  and  the  spiritual  welfare  of  the 
people.  He  would  like  to  ask  what 
care  the  8tate  had  taken  in  the  past  to 
see  that  these  Church  revenues  should 
be  properly  administered  ?  The  House 
had  been  told  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  that  the  State  had  so  admi- 
nistered its  trust  as  to  divert  the  Church 
revenues  from  the  mass  of  tiie  people, 
and  appropriate  them  exclusively  to  one- 
sixth  the  people  at  large.  That  fact 
alone  showed  that  the  State  had  neg- 
lected and  betrayed  its  trust.  It  stood  up 
before  the  country  in  the  character  of  a 
negligent  and  faithless  trustee.  It  had 
taken  no  precaution  to  secure  that  the 
Church  funds  should  be  used  in  the  best 
way  to  promote  the  spiritual  well-being 
of  the  people  at  large.  This  was  the 
the  charge  which  was  brought  againet 
the  State ;  but  so  far  from  this  charge 
being  a  justiBcation  for  the  abandonment 
of  the  trust  committed  to  it,  it  was,  in 
his  (Mr.  Albert  Grey's)  opinion,  a  reason 
why  the  State  should  see  to  the  fulfil- 
ment of  the  trust  it  had  so  long  n^leoted. 
The  betrayal  of  a  trust  could  not  be  made 
a  reaaoB  for  its  abandonment.  What 
mm  the  ^weat  poritiou  of  the  Ohuroh 


in  Wales  and  in  inland  alsof  The 
people  for  whom  the  Church  exiatad  had 
no  voice  whatever  in  the  management 
of  the  afEaira  relating  to  their  own. 
parish  churches.  The  parson  and  the 
patron  alone  had  power.  The  patron 
of  a  living  might  put  any  man  he 
pleased  into  that  living,  and  the  people 
had  no  power  to  remonstrate ;  and  the 
clergyman,  whenonce  appointed,  had  the 
power  of  doing  whatever  he  liked.  They 
had  in  the  National  Church  an  aristo- 
cratic and  sacerdotal  form  of  government, 
the  result  of  which,  in  this  democratic 
age,  had  been  to  turn  the  people  away 
from  the  Church,  and  to  prompt  them 
to  seek  for  the  spiritual  oonsolation  they 
might  require,  not  in  the  churches  be- 
long! og  to  the  National  Establishment, 
but  in  Nonconformist  chapels.  How 
was  that  state  of  liiings  to  be  remedied? 
By  placing  the  lurches  in  the  hands  oi 
the  people  for  whom  they  existed.  The 
people  should  have  some  voice  in  the  ap- 
pointmentoftbeminister,  and  they  should 
also  have  some  control  over  the  minister 
when  he  was  appointed.  In  Wales  there 
certainly  could  be  no  question  that  the 
aristocratic  form  of  government  had 
absolutely  failed.  Let  them,  therefore, 
abandon  this  aristocratic  form  of  govern* 
ment,  and  go  in  for  a  church  democracy. 
It  might  be  said  that  that  would  be  a 
dangerous  policy,  and  that  license  and 
riot  might  ensue.  It  would  be  easy  to 
devise  safeguards  against  this  possi- 
bility. The  law  of  the  land  carefully 
defined  the  limits  within  which  the  ser- 
vices of  the  Church  should  be  conduotedt 
and  within  those  limits  there  were  many 
different  ways  of  conducting  the  services. 
His  complaint  was  that  at  present  the 
clergyman,  who  was  an  irreapossible  and 
powerful  autocrat,  could  alone  exennae 
any  choice  in  the  matter.  That  was  not 
right.  The  people,  for  whom  the  Church 
existed,  in  conjunction  with  the  clergy- 
man, should  be  allowed  to  settle  what 
services  allowed  by  law  should' be 
held  in  the  parish  church ;  whether 
the  national  service  should  be  in 
Welsh  or  English ;  at  what  hour  the 
English  service  should  be  held ;  at 
what  hour  the  Welsh  service  should 
be  held;  what  hymn  book  should  be 
used,  and  all  other  suoh  points  There 
were  two  ai^uments  which  might  be 
adduced  against  that  proposal.  One 
body  of  objectors  said  that  that  was  too 
great  a  power  to  iutrast  to  the  people ; 

M  %  Digitized  by  Google 


837        Church  o/Hnffland 

while  others  said  that  the  power  was 
not  sufficient,  The  first  body  of  ob- 
jeotors,  however,  must  remember  that, 
eren  if  the  people  in  the  parish  were 
given  the  power  now  enjoyed  by  the 
minister,  it  would  be  absolutely  impos- 
sible for  them  to  overstep  those  limits 
which  were  carefully  laid  down  by  Aot 
of  Parliament.  To  the  second  body  of 
objectors  he  would  say  that  if,  afterthe 
people  had  been  enfranchised,  after  they 
had  got  the  power  of  managing  their 
own  Ohuroh  affairs,  it  was  even  then 
impossible  for  them  to  get  services  con- 
genial to  their  own  tastes  and  feelings, 
it  would  be  in  their  power  to  bring 
pressure  upon  Parliament  to  relax  some- 
what the  Act  of  UDiformity.  He  did 
not,  however,  wish  to  pursue  that  sub- 
ject further.  He  only  wished  to  point 
out  that  it  would  be  in  the  power  of 
future  Parliaments,  should  the  people 
desire  it,  to  relax  the  Act  of  Uniformity 
in  such  a  way  as  to  allow  of  greater 
flexibility  in  the  use  of  the  Book  of  Com- 
mon Prayer  and  the  enrichment  of  it  by 
additional  offices  He  wished  particu- 
larly to  draw  tihe  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  point  that,  whereas  the  hostility 
to  the  National  Establishment  in  Wales 
had  been  owing  to  its  aristocratic  and 
feudal  and  Oonservative  goverument,  if 
it  was  the  desire  to  win  back  the  people 
to  the  Church,  they  must  be  prepared  to 
give  them,  under  such  conditions  as 
Parliament  might  deem  it  right  to  im- 
pose, a  share  in  the  control  and  manage- 
ment of  the  affairs  of  their  own  parish 
churches.  He  might  be  asked  what  hope 
there  wasthatsuch  reforms  as  these  would 
bring  back  the  Welsh  people  to  the  Na- 
tional Establishment.  The  boo.  Member 
for  Merthyr  Tydvil  (Mr.  Biohard)  had 
delivered  an  interesting  historical  ad- 
dress; but  he  was  going  to  quote  against 
the  hon.  Member  another  Member  of 
the  House,  whose  opinion  would  be  ac- 
cepted on  all  Church  matters  as  of  great 
authority — the  Prime  Minister,  whom, 
he  regretted  to  hear,  was  absent  through 
indisposition.  In  a  speech  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  delivered  in  1870  he 
said  that  it  appeared  from  history  that 
so  long  as  the  sympathies  of  the  nation 
were  cultivated  the  Church  had  been 
perfectly  acceptable  to  the  people  of 
Wales,  The  Prime  Minister  declared 
that  the  proposition  was  completely 
sustained  by  history  that  the  people  of 
Wales  had  been  the  Btaunchest  Church- 
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men  so  long  as  their  Church  was  ad- 
ministered in  a  spirit  of  sympathy  with 
the  national  feeling.  The  fact  was  that 
the  people  of  Wales  had  been  alienated 
simply  because  the  National  Establish- 
ment, since  the  Bevolution,  had  been 
working  in  opposition  to  the  pntjudicea 
of  Welshmen.  Was  there  any  reason, 
then,  to  suppose  that  if  they  gave  to  the 
people  of  Wales  the  management  of 
their  own  Church  they  would  not  he- 
come  the  same  staunch  Churchmen  as 
they  wero  in  the  days  of  yore?  In 
Switzerland  formerly  the  Church  was 
most  unpopular.  The  patron,  as  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  regarded  his  patronage 
as  a  means  of  making  hie  son  rich  or 
the  husband  of  his  daughter  rich. 
[Ironioal  ehetrs  from  tha  Opposition.^  He 
did  not  understand  the  cheers  of  hon. 
Gentlmen  opposite  ;  but  he  might  state 
that  this  interested  dispensation  of  pa- 
tronage in  Switzerland  alienated  the 
common  people  from  the  Establishment; 
the  clergy  were  out  of  sympathy  with 
them,  and  the  Church  was  hated  by  the 
majority  of  the  Swiss  nation.  But  now 
in  Switzerland  they  had  adopted  demo- 
cratic reforms  in  the  Church ;  the  people 
had  a  voice  in  the  appointment  of  the 
ministers,  and  a  control  over  the  services 
of  the  parish  churches.  The  result  was 
that  the  ministers  were  in  close  sympathy 
with  the  people,  and  Dissent  had  almost 
disappeared.  He  hoped  he  had  made 
his  position  clear.  It  was  his  hope  that 
reforms  of  a  popular  and  democratic 
character  would  be  adopted  in  time  by 
that  Houee,  which  would  transfer  to  the 
people  a  large  share  of  the  power  which 
was  now  monopolized  by  the  pa^n  and 
parson.  That  polioy  was,  he  believed, 
infinitely  more  in  accordance  with  the 
rising  Liberalism  of  the  present  day 
than  the  destructive  policy  of  Disestab- 
lishment. He  stood  at  an  advantage  as 
compared  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea.  In  his  Amendment  he  pro- 
posed a  policy  liberal  and  democratic. 
What  was  the  policy  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Swansea?  He  had  listened  in 
vain  for  any  intimation  of  what  the  hon. 
Gentleman  intended  to  do ;  and  had  the 
hon. Member  for  MerthyrTydvil  supplied 
the  deficiency?  Not  at  all.  Was  the 
hon.  Member  going  to  disestablish  with- 
out disendowing  ?  If  he  was,  it  would 
be  an  infamous  act  of  robbery,  because 
it  would  be  depriving  the  people  of 
Wales  of  a  great  national  iuhentance, 
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and  be  giring  money  belonging  to  the 
nation  to  a  sect.  He  was  confident  that 
neither  the  people  of  "Wales  nor  that 
House  would  ever  consent  to  this, 
"Well,  then,  was  the  hon.  Member 
going  to  disendow  as  well  as  dises- 
tablish the  National  Church  in  Wales  ? 
If  80,  how  was  he  going  to  appropriate 
the  endowments  ?  Was  he,  as  proposed 
by  Mr.  Justice  Williams,  going  to  divert 
them  to  secular  purposes?  The  people 
of  this  country  wotud  never  consent  to 
the  secularization  of  revenues  and 
deseoration  of  fabrics  devoted  to  the 
Taligious  education  of  the  people.  Well, 
then,  if  the  hon.  Qentleman  was  not 
ready  with  a  policy,  why  not  accept 
the  policy  which  he  had  suggested? 
\A  lai^hj]  Hon.  Members  mightlaugh; 
but  he  would  aay  he  compared  favour- 
ably with  the  Mover  of  the  Motion  in 
that  he  had  a  dear  and  intelligible 
policy,  while  his  hon.  Friend  had  come 
without  a  scheme  or  a  policy  to  ask  the 
House  to  pass  an  abstract  Beaolution. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  give  his 
Amendment  a  favourable  consideration, 
and  that  hon.  Cbntlemen  opposite  would 
recognize  the  importance  of  reforming 
the  Church  without  delay.  He  had 
heard  ugly  rumours  in  the  Lobby 
that  if  by  the  favour  of  the  House 
liis  Amendment  should  be  carried, 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would  then 
vote  against  the  amended  Sesolution. 
If  they  did  they  would  render  them- 
selves liable  to  the  accusation  that  they 
were  not  only  against  Bisestablish- 
ment,  but  against  all  reform.  There 
was  nothing  in  his  Amendment  that 
need  frighten  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
They  need  not  read  his  views  in  it.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  said  that  a 
wall  of  brass  divided  the  Church  of 
Wales  from  the  people.  Well,  if  they 
wanted  to  break  down  that  wall  of  brass 
let  them  introduce  the  principle  of  local 
self-government ;  let  them  nationalize 
the  Church ;  let  them  make  what  was 
called  the  Church  of  the  English  in 
Wales  the  Church  of  the  Welsh;  let 
them  make  it  not  only  the  Chnroh 
of  the  clergy  and  of  the  wealthy 
minority,  but  the  Church  of  the  people, 
governed  and  controlled  by  the  people 
in  each  parish,  as  the  people  acting 
through  tneir  representatives  might  de- 
cide, always  provided  such  control  did 
not  conflict  with  the  regulations  laid 
down  by  Parliament,   tt  was  a  Liberal 
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and  Democratic  Amendment,  and  as 
such  he,  with  confidence,  submitted  it 
to  the  consideration  of  that  Democratic 
Asssembly.  The  hon.  Qentleman  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  Amendment 
which  stood  in  his  name. 

Mb.  MAO  INNE8  (Northumberland, 
Hexham)secondedthe  Amendment,  and, 
in  doing  so,  said,  that  everybody  knew 
how  unsatisfactory  had  been  the  poution 
of  the  Church  in  Wales  for  ages  past. 
The  hon.  Member  who  introduced  this 
Motion  had  proved  abtudantly  what 
little  sympathy  there  was  at  present  be- 
tween the  vast  majority  of  the  people  of 
Wales  and  th.e  Church  as  it  now  existed 
in  that  country.  But  as  the  House  had 
listened  to  the  two  interesting- speeches  of 
the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Resolu- 
tion, and  heard  of  the  vice,  drunken- 
ness, and  immorality  in  connection  with 
the  clergy  of  the  Principality  in  years 
gone  by,  as  well  as  the  gross  system  of 
nepotism  that  prevailed,  surely  it  must 
have  occurred  to  many  hon.  Members 
that  if  the  case  had  been  stated  mutatit 
mutandit,  the  same  thing  would  have  ap- 
plied to  other  parts  of  the  country  besides 
Wales.  And,  therefore,  perhaps  the 
House  would  liaten  to  a  few  obser- 
vations from  him,  although  he  oonld 
not  claim  to  be  the  BepresentatiTe 
of  a  Welsh  constituen<^.  Bis  hon. 
Friend  below  him  (Hr.  Albert  Grey) 
acknowledged  that  the  present  state  of 
things  in  Wales  involved  an  anomaly 
and  an  injustice  that  must  be  dealt 
with.  The  question  was,  how  the  Church 
should  be  dealt  with  ?  This  matter  was 
not  to  be  dealt  with  as  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  were  about  to  deal  with  it,  by 
meeting  the  Besolution  with  a  direct 
negative,  but  they  should  try  to  obtain  a 
measure  of  reform  that  would  meet  the 
necessities  of  the  case.  They  might  be 
told,  perhaps,  that  it  was  nowtoo  late — 
that  tne  time  was  past  for  reform.  Those 
were  fatal  words  to  write  over  the  door 
of  any  institution,  and  any  institution 
over  which  they  were  written  was  in- 
evitably doomed.  He  trusted,  however, 
that  it  was  not  too  late  to  nform  the 
Church  in  Wales.  His  reason  for  se- 
conding the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend  was  because  he  thought  that  on 
this,  the  first  occasion  which  any  matter 
of  Church  discipline  had  come  before  a 
new  House  of  Commons,  it  was  well  that 
those  hon.  Members  who  felt  strongly 
on  matters  of  reform  should  see  one 
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more  eflFort  made  to  introduce  a  scheme 
of  reform — so  bold,  generous,  and  far- 
reaching — that  they  might  try  whe- 
ther in  this  matter  it  might  not  be 
possible  once  more  to  do  good  by 
amending  and  reforming  rather  than  by 
destroying  any  institution  in  the  country. 
It  was  for  that  reason  he  begged  to 
Becond  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Northumberland. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  word 
"  popalation,"  in  line  4,  and  insert  the  words, 
*'uuB  House  ia  of  opiaion  that  the  Ume  has 
arrived  for  introdudag,  without  delay,  into 
its  organisation  such  rnonns  aa  will  enable  it 
to  adapt  itself  more  efficiently  to  the  relieious 
needs  and  wiahee  of  the  Welan  penile," — {Mr. 
Alhirt  Or»y,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 

Sroposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
taestion." 

Me.  EAIKE8  (Cambridge  University) 
said,  he  was  sure  that  hon.  Members  on 
that  side  of  the  House  would  join  with 
him  in  the  expression  of  satisfaction  at 
seeing  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwyn)  sufficiently  restored  to 
health  to  take  part  in  this  debate.  He 
hoped  to  imitate  tbe  candour  with  which 
the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  tbe  Motion 
Lad  handled  their  ailments.  Aa  to  the 
Amendment  which  suggested  Church 
reform  as  a  universal  panacea,  it  was 
really  more  embarrassing  to  him  than 
the  Motion,  for  be  did  not  entirely  dis- 
agree with  the  ;prinoipIe  underlying  it. 
Bat  the  proposition  was  not  reedly  ger- 
mane to  tiie  su^eot  now  under  dissus- 
sion,  and  was  only  oaloulated  to  lead  the 
House  away  from  the  real  question 
raised  by  the  Motion.  He  quite  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  proposed 
the  Amendment,  that  the  second  part  of 
the  Motion  was  exceedingly  vague.  The 
assertion  that — 

"  The  continuance  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land in  Wales  aa  an  Eatabliohed  Chnrch  in  the 
Principality  is  an  anonialj  and  injustioe  which 
oaght  no  longer  to  exiat," 

appeared  to  be  characterized  by  inten- 
tional vagueness.  Some  years  ago  the 
late  Mr.  Watkin  Williams  brought  for- 
ward a  MoUon  which  in  its  first  part  was 
Tery  like  the  present  Motion ;  but  in  the 
second  part  it  declared  that  Disendow- 
ment  ought  to  follow,  and  that  the 
funds  ought  to  be  devoted  to  secular 
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purposes.  But  the  present  Motion  was 
80  vague  that  it  wodd  be  open  to  some 
of  its  supporters  to  say  that  they  were 
not  in  favour  of  Disendowment;  while 
others  said  that,  though  in  favour  of 
Disendowment,  they  were  not  in  favour 
of  applying  the  funds  to  secular  pur- 
poses ;  and  a  third  set  of  its  supporters 
might  assert  that  they  were  in  favour  of 
Disendowment  and  of  the  funds  being 
applied  to  secular  purposes.  There  was 
some  ground  for  complaint  that  the 
Motion  had  been  brought  forward  at  all. 
He  thought  tbat,  by  common  consent, 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  were  not  to 
raise  Church  questions  in  the  present 
Parliament.  p'Oh,oh!"]  He  did  not 
refer  to  individual  Members ;  but  there 
was  conveyed  to  the  minds  of  the  Oppo- 
sition the  impression  that,  following  the 
lead  of  the  Prime  Minister,  the  Liberal 
Party  had  taken  up  the  attitude  of  post- 
poning for  the  next  few  Sessions  of 
Parliament  the  consideration  of  Church 
questions.  ["No,  no  !  "]  At  all  events, 
a  great  many  Members  of  the  present 
Parliament  owed  their  election  to  an 
attitude  of  that  description.  He  feared 
he  must  describe  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  as  being  of 
too  general  a  character.  Nor  did  he 
think  the  bon.  Gentleman  went  into  the 
question  with  tiiat  closenese  of  argument 
which  the  House  would  have  expected 
from  him.  He  (Mr.  Baikes)  objected  to 
his  phrase,  "  Ohuroh  of  England  in 
Wales."  That  phrase  in  this  connec- 
tion he  thought  misleading,  and  repre- 
sented an  opinion  for  which  there  was 
no  foundation.  It  represented  that  the 
Church  of  England  was  regarded  in 
Wales  as  an  alien  and  intrusive  insti- 
tution. [*'  Hear,  hear !  "]  There  might 
be  Welsh  men  who  thought  so ;  but  he 
had  lived  in  Wales  for  35  years,  and 
bad  heard  many  arguments  against  the 
Church,  but  never  this  one.  He  also 
objected  to  the  reference  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  to  the  fact  that  he 
was  a  Welsh  Member,  and  that  the 
Welsh  Members  generally  were  of  cer- 
tain opinions  on  this  subject,  as  if  upon 
this  question  a  Welsh  Member  stood  in 
any  different  position  from  that  of  an 
English  Member.  Betrograde  as  our 
policy  might  be  in  the  future,  we  had 
not  yet  gone  back  so  far  as  to  regard 
Wales  as  a  Principality  and  entity'  sepa- 
rate from  England.  It  would  be  a  fatal 
day  for  Wales  if  such  a  thing  came  to 
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pass.  Th&  hon.  Member  pointed  to  the 
iaot  that  Wales  once  had  its  own  Chief 
Justice,  though  this  office  was  now 
abolished ;  that  there  were  Turnpike 
Acts  vhich  applied  to  Wales  and  not  to 
England — but  that  was  due  to  particular 
local  circumstances  not  at  oil  affecting 
the  Welsh  counties  at  large  —  and 
that  a  Sunday  Closing  Bill  had  heen 

gassed  for  Wales.  But  this  last  fact 
id  not  show  that  Wales  was  to  be 
treated  as  a  separate  entity.  It  was 
merely  due  to  the  circumstance  that 
the  Welsh  people  were  willing  to  ac- 
cept it,  while  the  English  people  were 
not.  The  hon.  Member  had  referred  to 
some  remarks  made  by  the  present  Prime 
Minister  in  1869  on  the  Irish  Church 
Bill;  but  in  1870,  when  speaking  on 
Mr.  Watkin  Williams's  Motion  in  favour 
of  Church  Disestablishment  in  Wales, 
the  Prime  Minister  pointed  out  that  the 
whole  history  of  the  case  in  Wales  was 
entirely  different  from  that  in  Ireland. 
Whatever  view  might  be  taken  of  the 
anomaly  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Wales,  it  would  be,  said  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, the  greatest  exaggeration  to  re- 
present the  attitude  of  the  Dissenting 
bodies  iu  Wales  to  the  Established 
Church  as  similar  to  that  of  the  Eoman 
Catholic  Church  in  Ireland  to  the  Estab- 
lished Ohureh  in  Ireland.  He  need  not 
dwell  at  any  length  on  the  interesting 
historical  review  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Merthyr  Tydvil  had  given  them. 
The  hon.  Member  was  well  informed 
on  all  Welsh  questions,  having  paid 
special  attention  to  them,  and  he  always 
listen^  to  him  with  interest.  But  when 
the  hon.  Member  spoke  of  the  Church  in 
Wales  as  being  an  '*  alien  institution," 
and  the  "  Church  of  the  invader  and 
conqueror,"  the  hon.  Member  was  too 
good  an  antiquary  not  to  know  that  the 
Church  existed  in  Wales  long  before  the 
English  arrived  there,  or,  indeed,  in  any 
part  of  this  Island.  The  hon.  Member 
must  be  aware  that  the  ancient  British 
Church  existed  in  tho  mountainous  dis- 
tricts of  Wales  before  8t.  Augustine  came 
to  Canterbury,  St.  Patrick  to  Ireland,  or 
St.  Columba  to  Scotland.  To  represent 
the  Church  in  Wales  as  the  Church  of 
the  invader  and  the  conqueror,  appeared 
to  him  to  be  an  entire  misrepresentation, 
which,  while  no  doubt  unintentional, 
was  calculated  to  mislead  those  outside 
the  House  who  did  not  know  the  facts 
BO  well  as  the  hon.  Member.  Beforence 


had  also  been  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
to  Bnglish  Bishops  being  forced  on  the 
Welsh  under  Saxon  and  Norman  rule. 
He  should  like  to  know  any  instance  of 
a  Bishop  being  forced  on  the  Welsh  by 
Saxon  Sovereigns,  for,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  they  were  not  able  to  establish 
their  authority  over  the  Welsh,  who  had 
their  own  Archbishop.  But  even  if 
these  matters  were  as  the  hon.  Member 
represented  them,  ho  should  like  to  know 
what  practical  bearing  they  had  on  the 
question  before  the  House.  As  he  did 
not  wish  it  to  be  supposed  that  he  had 
allowed  anything  to  go  by  default,  he 
would  now  state  clearly  the  position  he 
took.  With  reference  to  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northumber- 
land (Mr.  Albert  Grey)»  he  shmUd  feel 
bound  to  vote  ultimate^  against  tlie 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  if  it 
should  become  the  snbfltantive  Motion, 
because  It  accepted  the  premisses  of  the 
first  part  of  the  original  Motion.  For 
his  part,  he  was  not  prepared  to  assent 
to  the  proposition  that  the  Church  in 
Wales  had  failed  to  perform  its  pro- 
fessed object  to  minister  to  the  religious 
interests  of  the  Welsh  people.  He  did 
not  know  wbatobjectitprofessedj  but  he 
could  show  that  the  Church  ha4  been 
far  more  suooessful  in  ministering  to  the 
religious  interests  of  tho  Welsh  people 
than  the  hon.  Member  would  have  them 
believe.  Nor  did  he  believe  that  the 
Church  ministered  but  to  a  small  mino- 
rity of  the  population.  He  admitted 
the  Church  was  in  a  minority ;  but  he 
denied  that  it  was  in  so  small  a  minority 
as  had  been  represented.  Therefore,  he 
objected  as  strongly  to  the  admissions  of 
principle  conoedm  by  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northumberland 
as  be  did  to  the  conolnsioas  of  the 
original  Motion.  There  was  one  con- 
tribution to  the  discussion  of  this  ques- 
tion which  should  not  be  unnoticed 
in  addition  to  the  speedies  they 
had  heard  that  night.  In  November 
last  an  interesting  contribution  to  con- 
temporary literature  on  this  subject  pro- 
ceeded from  the  pen  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Under  Se- 
cretary for  the  Colonies.  In  that  paper 
he  gave  no  uncertain  sound  In  advocating 
the  proposition  now  put  before  theHouse; 
and  it  was  remarkable,  having  regard  to 
the  confidence  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  in  the  views  of 
the  Welsh  population  towards  theEstab- 
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lished  Chunh,  that  he  had  not  recently 
seized  an  opportunity  of  heing  re- 
elected. One  or  two  subjects  alluded 
to  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  he  should  like  to  notice.  He 
stated  that  the  chapels  were  crammed 
to  suffocation,  and  that  the  churches 
were  empty.  On  referring  to  a  news- 
paper caUed  T  Ooleuad,  one  of  the  organs 
of  the  Welsh  Calvinistic  Methodists,  he 
found  various  facts  set  forth  with  refer- 
ence to  chapel  building.  He  oould  not 
go  into  all  the  figures,  but  he  would 
select  some  of  the  instances  given.  In 
the  parish  of  Trimsaran  he  found  that 
a  chapel  had  been  built  with  600  sitttDga 
at  a  cost  of  £1,200,  of  which  £t,100 
was  unpaid,  and  the  congregation  num- 
bered 40.  At  Blaenrhoodda,  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  Tydvil  (Mr. 
Bichard)  might  know  something  about, 
as  it  was  in  his  district,  a  chapel  to  seat 
550  had  been  built  at  a  coat  of  £1,740, 
and  the  debt  upon  it  was  £1,765.  The 
number  of  the  members  of  that  congre- 
gation wan  79.  He  oould  run  through  a 
long  list  of  similar  cases,  but  he  would 
merely  rely  upon  the  last,  which  was  at 
Fenmaenmawr,  where  he  found  that  a 
ohapel  had  been  built  containing  230 
seats  at  a  cost  of  £1,200,  of  which  £940 
remained  unpaid,  while  the  congrega- 
tion numbered  18.  Heoueht,  injustice, 
however,  to  remark  that  he  was  refer- 
ring only  to  communicant  members  of 
the  congregation ;  but  he  believed  that 
if  the  communicants  were  multiplied  by 
four,  it  would  give  a  fair  average  of  the 
attendants  at  the  services ;  and  18  multi- 
plied by  four  gave  72,  which  could  hardly 
crowd  to  suffocation  a  chapel  with  23U 
sittings,  unless  the  Welsh  were  a  very 
peculiar  people.  He  had  no  disposition 
to  throw  discredit  upon  the  very  laud- 
able and  honourable  exertions  of  the 
Welsh  people  to  provide  chapel  accom- 
modation for  themselves,  because  they 
deserved  the  highest  praise  for  the  earn- 
estness and  ze^  with  which  they  had 
endeavoured  to  supply  in  even  more 
than  sufficiency  their  religious  wants. 
He  wished,  however,  to  point  out  how 
unreliable  tiie  statistics  were  that  had 
been  put  forward  by  hon.  Members  op- 
posite, doubtless  with  perfect  good  faith 
in  their  accuracy.  He  wished  now  to 
come  to  the  large  and  broad  question  of 
the  poBsibilit}'  of  separating  the  Church 
in  Wales  from  the  Church  of  England. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  spoke  glibly 
enough  on  the  sahject ;  but  he  doubted 


whether  they  could  define  what  they  in- 
cluded in  the  expression  Wales.  Was 
it  a  geographical  Wales,  an  e^nological 
Wales,  an  ecolesiastioal  Wales,  or  the 
Wales  that  was  included  in  the  regis- 
tration districts  7  Of  the  four  dioceses 
into  which  Wales  was  divided  two — 
those  of  Llandaff  and  St.  Asaph — in- 
cluded portions  of  England.  Were  only 
those  parts  of  those  dioceses  that  were 
in  Wales  to  be  disestablished,  and  were 
those  portions  which  were  in  England 
to  remain  established  ?  With  regfwd  to 
the  statistics  put  forward  by  hon.  Mem- 
bera  opposite,  he  absolntely  declined  to 
accept  them  as  in  any  respect  final  or  re- 
liable, inasmuch  as  the  allies  of  those  hon. 
Members  had  frustrated  the  endeavours 
of  Parliament  to  obtain  an  accurate  reli- 
gious census  of  the  country.  In  such 
circumstances,  it  could  not  be  right  to 
accept  the  unofficial  religious  census 
which  they  had  put  forward,  and  which 
had  been  drawn  up  by  irresponsible 
persons.  These  statistics  were  notice- 
able for  the  disOTepanoiea  which  occurred 
in  those  put  forward  by  different  Non- 
conformist bodies.  He  wished  to  point 
out  the  original  manner  in  which  the 
number  of  Churchmen  in  this  instance 
was  ascertained  by  Dr.  Bees  and  other 
gentlemen.  They  found  that  there  were 
253,000 Oongreeationaltsts,  260,000  ChiU 
vinistic  Methodists,  144,000  Baptiats, 
78,000  Wesleyans,  17,000  Primitive 
Methodists,  and  so  on ;  but,  after  going 
through  the  list  in  this  manner,  Dr. 
Bees  found  that  he  had  got  about 
500,000  persons  left.  Instead,  however, 
of  making  the  Church  a  present  of  the 
residuum  ne  was  pleased  to  put  all  those 
persons  down  as  of  the  non-religious 
order.  Dr.  Bees,  having  bod  his  atten- 
tion called  to  this  curious  feature  of  his 
calculations,  was  also  apparently  in- 
formed that  there  were  some  Boman 
Catholics  in  Wales;  he  therefore  took 
off  30,000  for  Boman  Catholics.  Having 
done  this,  he  seems  to  have  thought 
that,  on  the  whole,  the  fairest  thing  to 
do  with  the  470,000  people  left  was  to 
give  220,000  to  the  Church,  and  260,000 
to  the  non-religious  order.  But  how, 
why,  when,  and  in  what  manner  he 
arrived  at  that  distinguishing  line  which 
separated  the  parties  in  such  nearly 
equal  proportions  could  not  be  gathered, 
because,  unhappily.  Dr.  Bees  was  no 
longer  alive,  and  his  statistics  oould  not 
be  explained  by  any  living  person,  ex- 
cept, peirhaps,  th«  hon.  l&ronet  oppo- 
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site  (Sir  Hussey  Yirian).  The  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea,  waen.  be  made 
Ilia  speech  in  1883,  estimated  the  num- 
ber of  Churchmen  on  eomewhat  the  same 
principle,  putting  the  number  down  aB 
142,000,  and  the  non-religious  150,000. 
That  evening,  however,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  estimated  the  number  of  Church- 
men at  217,000,  as  against  100,000 
non-religious  persons.  Taking  the  hon. 
Member's  figures,  therefore,  the  House 
would  eee  that  he  himself  had  made  out 
a  very  small  excess  on  behalf  of  the 
lai^^t  Nonconformist  denominations  as 
compared  with  the  number  be  was  willing 
to  allow  to  the  Ohuroh.  Even  on  the 
statistics  which  luul  been  submitted  to 
the  House  by  hon.  Members  opposite — 
taking  their  acouraoy  for  granted — he 
thought  a  fair  case  had  been  made  out  for 
assuming  that  the  Church  was  still  con- 
siderably the  most  numerous  denomina- 
tion in  Wales.  Dealing  next  with  the 
failure  of  the  Church  in  Wales,  he 
stated  that  Ue  had  been  at  pains,  in  view 
of  this  discnssion,  to  enter  into  commu- 
nication with  the  clergy  in  North  Wales 
as  to  certain  points.  A  certain  number 
of  questions  were  put  to  the  clergymen, 
and  he  found  from  the  replies  which 
bad  been  returned  to  bis  inquiries  that 
ia  164  parishes  in  the  diocese  of  Bt. 
Asaph  there  were  201  Church  schools 
at  tae  present  time  and  76  Board  or 
British  schools.  He  also  found — and 
this  was  perhaps  the  most  remarkable 
and  instructive  fact  which  could  be 
found  in  connection  with  the  attitude  of 
Welsh  people  towards  the  Chnrch — ^that 
since  the  Burials  Act  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Oentieman  the  Under  Se- 
cretary for  the  Colonies  had  been  passed, 
there  had  been  celebrated  under  the 
provisions  of  that  Act  by  Nonconformist 
ministers  in  these  164  parishes  666 
funerals;  while  there  had  been  11,384 
funerals  according  to  the  rites  of  the 
Established  Church.  Ho  should  say 
that  those  figures  admitted  of  being 
largely  supplemented,  because  of  the 
parishes  which  sent  in  returns  16  had 
failed  to  send  in  the  number  of  Church 
funerals.  Another  question'  which  had 
been  put  to  the  clergymen  was  with 
regard  to  the  attendance  of  Non- 
oraformists  on  special  occasions,  such  as 
harvest  festiTali,  public  thanksgivings, 
Christmas  Day  and  New  Tear  obser- 
vaoces.  He  had  found  that  without 
a  single  exception  Nonconformists  ire* 
quentod  the  ohurdun  in  large  num- 


bers, and,  judging  from  bis  own  ex- 
perience in  his  parish  church,  he  should 
say  that  the  church,  containing  from 
1 ,200  to  1 ,300  persons,  was  filledat  aNew- 
Tear's  Eve  service  with  a  great  majority 
of  Nonconformists.  Then,  again,  with 
respect  to  the  expenditure  of  the  Church 
in  the  last  1 0  years.  In  the  1 64 
parishes  already  mentioned  he  found 
that  £159,550  had  been  spent  on  church 
building  and  restoration;  £14,177  on 
mission  rooms ;  the  increase  in  endow- 
ments from  private  liberality  being 
£69,963.  In  272  parishes  in  North 
Wales  he  found  that  the  total  number 
of  Church  schools  was  321,  the  number 
of  Board  schools  205 ;  the  number  of 
funerals  under  the  Burials  Act  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  op- 
posite, 1,441;  tho  total  number  of 
funerals  according  to  the  rites  of  'the 
Established  Church,  20,598;  the  total 
sum  spent  in  lOyears  on  church  buildings 
and  restorations  was  £249,046  ;  on  mis- 
sion rooms,  £30,740;  and  the  increase 
in  endowments  from  private  liberality 
£124,349.  Having  received  these  sta- 
tistics, and  believing  them  as  he  did, 
he  would  be  wanting  in  his  duty  if  he 
allowed  the  statement  to  go  forth  un- 
challenged that  the  Church  had  failed 
in  its  object  of  furthering  the  religious 
interests  of  the  Principality,  or  that  it 
ministered  to  a  mere  minority  of  the 
population.  Church  progress  bad  been 
even  more  remarkable  in  some  respects 
in  the  populous  diooese  of  Uandafi^  the 
particulars  of  which  might  be  found  in 
the  official  Tear-Book  of  the  Church. 
The  statistics  relating  to  the  diooese  of 
St.  David's  were  in  nearly  the  same 
proportion  as  those  of  the  diocese 
of  Llandafif.  He  had  one  other  great 
fact,  which  he  humbly  ofTered  as  a  basis 
for  computing  by  a  positive  method  the 
number  of  Church  people  in  Wales.  He 
entirely  repudiated  the  system  adopted 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in  esti- 
mating everybody  they  could  for  their 
own  particular  denomination  and  leaving 
the  balance  to  the  Church.  In  nine 
parishes  of  the  diocese  of  Bangor,  not 
including  tho  seaside  towns,  there  were 
1,227  communicants  to  a  population  of 
9,028,  and  in  a  similar  district  of 
the  diocese  of  St.  Asaph  the  proportion 
in  entirely  rural  districts  was  the 
same  —  about  one-ninth  of  the  popu- 
lation beiiuf  communicants.  ^  In  the 
diocese  of  I&ndaff  the  proportion  was  a 
\  little  larger,  and  in  that  of  St-  Davids  it 
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wa«  about  the  aame.  From,  these  figures 
it  might  well  be  judged  that  the  number 
of  the  population  belonging  to  the 
Ohurch  were  something  like  one-third. 
But  he  did  not  stop  there.  In  Wales 
there  was  a  great  many  NonconformistB 
who  were  extremely  unwilling  that  the 
Church  should  be  disestablished.  In 
Swansea,  which  might  be  regarded  as 
the  Mecca  of  Disestablishment,  an  un- 
known Conservative  candidate  polled 
2,500  against  a  Member  so  long  known 
and  respected'  in  that  House.  The  re- 
turns of  tne  last  elections  in  Wales 
showed  that  the  Church,  which  they  were 
told  claimed  one-seventh  or  one-ninth  of 
the  population,  brought  up  to  the  poll 
67,593  voters,  as  against  98,593.  It 
was,  he  thought,  very  desirable  that  their 
side  of  the  case  should  be  given,  because 
it  showed  that  the  House  could  not  ac- 
cept implicitly  the  statement  on  which 
the  Motion  was  based.  He  asked  hon. 
Members  to  take  a  charitable  and  liberal 
and  impartial  view  of  this  matter,  and 
not  to  be  led  away  by  any  question  of 
sectarian  jealousy,  or  denominational 
vexation,  or  personal  feeling.  They 
should  look  at  the  question,  not  as 
Welshmen,  Comishmen,  or  Torkshire- 
men,  but  as  Englishmen,  and  look  at  it 
as  a  great  question  aflfecting  the  greatest 
glory  of  our  land  and  the  greatest  bless- 
ings of  our  people. 

Mb.  EENDEL  (Montgomerysbire) : 
Sir,  my  hon.  Friend's  Besolution  has 
come  on  so  unexpectedly  late  this  even- 
ing that  I  am  sure  that  none  of  its 
friends  will  risk  our  arriving  at  a  divi- 
sion upon  the  substance  of  it  by  pro- 
longing this  debate.  It  is,  indeed,  need- 
less that  we  should  attempt  to  set  out 
the  arguments  for  the  Disestablishment 
of  the  English  Ohurch  in  Wales,  partly 
because  that  has  been  already  ^one  to 
our  complete  satisfaction  by  my  hon. 
friends  who  have  moved  and  seconded 
this  Besolution,  and  partly^  because  we 
have  reason  to  believe  that  the  great 
mass  of  the  liberal  Party  already  recog- 
nises and  accepts  the  fact  that  the  Estab- 
lishment in  Wales  is  perhaps  the  most 
crying  iojustice  that  still  calls  for  remedy 
at  the  hands  of  Parliament.  But  it  is 
necessary  that  something  should  be  sfud 
by  the  Welsh  Eepresentatives  in  reply 
to  the  right  hoc.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Cambridge 
(Mr.  Haikes)  who  has  just  spokenin  op- 
position to  tha  Motion.  He  has  founded 
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his  main  objections  to  the  Motion — first, 
on  the  inadequacy  and  incorrectness  of  the 
statistics  of  my  hon.  Friend  ;  and,eecondly, 
on  the  supposed  impossibility  of  dealing 
separately  with  Wales  in  this  matter. 
Deeply  as  I  should  desire,  in  common 
with  ao  many  other  Members  from 
Wales,  to  entor  far  more  fully  into  the 
merits  of  the  case,  I  will  trespass  on  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  only  for  the 
purpose  of  meeting  to  the  best  of  mj 
power  the  arguments  of  the  right  hon, 
Gentleman.  Now,  Sir,  the  House  need 
not  fear  that  I  shall  trouble  them  with 
statistics ;  indeed,  I  somewhat  deprecate 
the  use  of  at  parte  statistics  at  all  in  this 
matter.  I  ask  what  end  is  really  at- 
tained, what  minds  that  are  open  are 
really  convinced  by  the  setting  forth  of 
such  figures  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  produced  ?  He  has,  perhaps,  amused 
his  Friends  with  them,  and  at  the  ex- 
pense of  some  needless  pain  to  other 
people.  But  who  supposes  that  a  great 
question  of  this  kiod  is  going  to  be  de- 
termined in  this  House  by  a  nice  ad- 
justment of  the  exact  ratio  of  Noncon- 
formists to  Churchmen  in  the  Princi- 
pality ?  Whether  it  is  four  to  one,  or 
six  to  one,  or  eight  to  one,  will  our  de- 
cision turn  on  the  exact  proportion  ? 
Surely  it  is  enough  to  say  mat  the 
Wel^  are  notoriously  a  Nonconformist 
people.  It  is  the  Prime  Minister  him- 
self, I  believe,  who  has  called  them  "  a 
nation  of  Nonconformists ;  "  and  since 
an  Established  Church  must  at  any  rate 
be  National,  how  can  an  Episcopalian 
Establishment  be  justified  in  Wales  any 
more  than  it  was  in  Scotland  or  in  Ire- 
land ?  The  Welsh  are  too  religious  to  be 
the  enemies  of  the  Church  of  England  ; 
but  they  are  opposed  to  its  establish- 
ment in  Wales  as  an  injustice  and  a 
spiritual  monopoly.  Their  quarrel  is  not 
with  the  Ohurch,  but  with  its  estab- 
lishment, and  th^  would  be  quite  right 
even  as  friends  of  the  Church  in  Wales 
to  be  the  enemies  of  its  establishment 
there,  for  nothing  is  plainer  than  that  it 
was  the  Establishment  that  destroyed 
the  Ohurch  in  Wales.  It  was  the  civil 
and  political  control  of  the  Church  by 
means  of  Establishment  which  alone 
caused  the  Church  to  be  used  as  an  in- 
strument of  state  for  denationalizing 
and  Anglicizing  Wales.  No  Church  and 
no  people  were  ever  more  cruelly  and 
more  wickedly  used  than  when,  by 
means  of  an  Establishment,  the  Church 
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and  the  people  of  Wales  were  refuted 
all  religious  ministrations  by  the  State 
except  at  the  saerifioe  of  their  native 
tongue.  In  tiie  reeolt,  as  we  knowj  the 
language  was  preserved,  but  the  Church 
as  a  National  Institution  was  destroyed. 
But,  Sir,  I  should  suppose  that  adequate 
evidence  was  furnished  to  this  House  of 
the  numerical  proportion  of  Noncon- 
formists to  Churchmen  in  Wales  by  the 
representation  of  Wales  in  this  House. 
Oat  of  30  constitueuoies  no  less  than  27 
are  in  favour  of  Disestablishment.  It  is 
said  that  Disestablishment  is  not  a  ques- 
tion tote  the  present  Parliament,  that  it 
was  not  an  issue  at  the  late  General 
Election ;  but  that  is  not  true  of  Wales 
at  least,  if  evMi  true  elsewhere.  My 
hon.  Frifflids  near  me  from  Wales  will 
all  agree  that  the  Disestablishment 
Queation  was  in  the  very  front  rank  at 
the  last  Election.  In  fact,  it  was 
(he  first,  if  not  tiie  solej  question  at 
many  places,  and  must  continue  to 
be  so  until  that  measure  is  conceded. 
Therighthon.  Member  adducesfiguresto 
show  that,  after  all,  the  Conservative  vote 
at  the  General  Election  compares  not  so 
very  unfavourably  with  the  Liberal  vote, 
and  is  a  truer  indication  of  the  relative 
strength  of  Church  and  Nonconformity 
than  Nonconformist  returns  of  chapel 
and  church  attendance.  But  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  put  the  Liberal 
vote  at  about  100,000  and  the  Con- 
servative  vote  at  nearly  70,000,  he 
failed  to  remind  the  House  that  four 
liberal  Members  were  returned  unop- 
posed by  some  of  the  very  largest  con- 
stituencies in  Wales.  He  llms  omitted 
no  less  than  S3, 000  votes  from  his  calcu- 
lation. The  right  hon.  G^tlemau,  how- 
ever, considers  that  it  is  impossible  to 
treat  Wales  as  a  separate  country ;  but 
the  House  has  been  already  reminded 
that  Wales  has  been,  in  more  than  one 
case,  treated  individually  and  as  a  dis- 
tinct country.  There  is  not  only  the 
Sunday  Closing  Act — there  is  also  the 
Intermediate  Education  Bill,  and  the 
much  more  important  case,  as  it  appears 
to  me,  of  the  County  Franchise  Act. 
Now,  Sir,  there  is  no  doubt  that  had 
Wales  been  treated  as  one  with  England 
for  the  purposes  of  the  franchise,  Walee 
would  have  been  far  from  entitled  to  re- 
tain the  whole  of  her  30  Members,  and 
the  ^me  Minister — whose  absence  on 
this  occasion  Wales  has  so  much  reason 
toregret-^woa  caref  o1,  in  introducing  the 
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measure,  to  lay  down  a  princij^e  undw 
which  Wales  was  to  be  entitled  to  treat- 
ment as  a  separate  oountty  for  the  pur- 
pose of  the  franchise.  He  said,  in 
introducing  the  measure  on  November 
6th,  1884— 

"  Further— and  to  this  I  attaoh  immense  Im- 
portanoe— it  most  be  et^nitable  and  Uhenl  as 
between  the  great  diviuens  of  the  country — 
and  in  speaking  of  these  great  divisions  I  have 
avoided  the  term  '  the  three  countries '  kaowa 
to  the  Oonstitation,  because  it  ia  not  unnatural 
to  substitute  the  number  four  for  the  number 
three,  and  weak  of  England,  Scotland,  Ireland, 
and  'Wa.\eB.—(ASamard,  [393]  1126.) 

If,  then,  Wales  was  entitled  to  be  re- 
garded as  a  separate  country  for  the 
purpose  of  representation  in  this  House, 
it  seems  clear  that  Wales  is  entitled  to 
separate  treatment  for  any  purpose  for 
which  Parliament  esusis.  I  submit  that 
the  representstive  and  Parliamentary 
rights  of  Wales  being  admitted  to  be 
rights  belon^g  to  her  as  a  separate 
country,  she  is  entitled  to  be  recognized 
here  as  a  semrate  country  in  all  matters 
over  which  Parliament  has  control.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  considers  that 
there  is  no  clear  line  of  boundary  be- 
tween En^fland  and  Wales,  and  no  plain 
and  sufficient  distinction  ;  but  it  might 
be  contended,  on  the  other  hand,  that 
Wales  is  separated  from  England  by  a 
clearer  and  stronger  barrier  than  Ire- 
land— that  is,  not  only  by  the  barrier  of 
race  but  of  language;  a  separation 
which,  for  the  purposes  of  religious 
ministration,  is  of  the  sharpest  and  most 
insuperable  natnre.  No  doubt  the 
friends  of  the  English  Establishment 
are  utterly  opposed  to  any  course  which 
may  lead  to  piecemeiU  or  Local  Option 
Disestablishment;  but  I  earnestly  ask 
the  House  to  consider  whether  the 
friends  of  the  Church  of  England  are 
justified  in  supposing  that  Disestablish- 
ment in  Wales  would  be  any  blow  to 
the  Church  of  England.  People  some- 
times forget  that  the  Church  of  England 
and  the  Establishment  are  not  in  the 
least  coincident  or  co-extensive.  The 
Church  of  England  extends  far  beyond 
the  Establishment — I  am  not  now  speak- 
ing of  the  Sister  Churches  such  as  those 
in  Ireland  and  in  Scotland  and  in  Ame- 
rica. I  am  speaking  of  the  Church  of 
England  as  a  single  Church.  For  ex- 
ample, the  whole  of  the  Colonial  Church 
is  one  with,  and  is  an  integral  part  of, 
the  Church  of  England.  So  much  is 
this  the  case,  that  for  a  great  many 
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years  it  was  thongbt  that  the  Oolonial 
Churcli  was  a  part  of  the  Establiahment. 
It  vas  ia  that  belief  that  the  Orovn  ap- 
pointed the  Colonial  Bishops.  I  believe 
the  Crown  still  appoints  in  the  Crown 
Colonies.  Not  until  Ijord  Kingsdown's 
judgment  in  1862  did  itapjiear  by  the 
decision  of  the  Privy  Oonnoil  that  Mi- 
nisters and  Farlibment  had  been  mis- 
taken all  along,  and  that  the  Colonial 
Churoh  was  not  a  part  of  the  Gstoblish- 
ment,  though  it  was  a  part  of  the  Church, 
of  England.  Well,  Sir,  has  the  Church 
or  the  Establishment  suffered  in  the 
smallest  degree  by  this  very  important 
decision  and  change  ?  So  little  is 
this  the  case,  that  I  believe  a  great 
many  persons  are  as  ignorant  as 
tbey  are  indifferent  on  the  question 
whether  this  great  and  growing  Co- 
lonial Church  is  or  is  not  Established. 
Tou  have  its  Bishops  consecrated  in  this 
country  by  our  Bishops,  and,  as  we  have 
lately  seen  in  two  instances,  the  Colonial 
(lurches  said  their  Bishops  to  us ;  so 
that  not  only  do  Holy  Orders  run  inter- 
changeably between  the  TTnestabliehed 
and  Established  portions  of  the  Churoh. 
of  England,  but  even  the  Home  and  Co- 
lonial Episcopate  are  interchangeable. 
How,  then,  would  Welsh  Disestablish- 
ment injure  the  English  Churoh ;  or  how 
should  it  be  alleged  that  there  is  any  in- 
superable difficulty  in  abolishing  Estab- 
ment,  so  far  as  the  Principality  of  Wales 
is  concerned?  Will  the  Church  in  Wales 
be  one  whit  worse  off  than  the  Church 
in  any  part  of  our.  Colonies?  Will  it 
not,  in  fact,  be  enormously  benefited,  as 
it  is  in  the  Colonies,  by  being  given  the 
mauagem«Lt  of  its  own  affairs  ?  In  no 
part  of  the  Empire  is  it  so  necessary  as 
m  Wales  that  the  Church  should  have 
the  management  of  its  own  affairs,  and 
be  enabled  to  adapt  itsdf  to  the  special 
condition  of  the  Prinoipality,  and,  above 
all,  to  the  bilingual  difficulty.  If,  how- 
ever, Wales  is  to  be  met  by  a  simple 
non  pMiumitt;  if  the  grievance  is  ad- 
mitted by  the  great  bulk  of  the  Liberal 
Party  and  its  Leaders,  yet  the  interests 
of  the  English  Establishment  are  to 
stand  in  the  way  of  justice ;  if  Wales, 
while  remembering  how  the  Episco- 

{lalian  Church  was  long  ago  disestab- 
iehed  in  Scotland,  and  was  recently  in 
Ireland,  is  to  be  told  that  she,  with  a 
nationality  certainly  not  less  pronounced 
than  the  sootoh  or  Irish,  is  nevertheless 
to  submit  to  a  gross  and  palpable  griev- 

Mr.Sendel 


uioe  affecting  her  dearest  and  nearest — 
that  is  her  religious — feelings  and  inte- 
rests ;  and  if  Wales  is  to  submit  to  this 
cruel  wrong  at  the  hands  of,  and  in  the 
interests  of,  England  alone— nay,  not  in 
the  interests  of  England  alone,  nor  even 
of  the  great  Church  of  England,  but  of 
those  of  an  Establishment  commanding 
the  asaent  of  not  half  of  tiie  English 
people — ^then  I  think  the  demand  of 
Wales  for  separate  treatment  vill  and 
must  grow  more  and  more  urgent.  Wales 
is  notoriously  law-abiding,  loyal.andeven 
loDg-suffering.  Wales  is  given  to  no 
violent  courses,  and  is  on  the  best  terms 
with  England ;  but  in  the  circumstances, 
and  without  meaning  thereby  to  convey 
the  slightest  appearance  of  threat — for 
the  Welsh  are  not  given  to  threats — ^I 
must  declare  that  you  are  inviting, 
if  not  forcing,  Wales  to  have  reoonrse 
to  those  Parliamentary  expedients  by 
which  the  will  of  a  compact  and  united 
body  of  Bepresentatives  may  secure 
satisfaction.  Wales  is  determined  to 
have  her  national  aspirations  recog- 
nized, and  is  resolute  that  matters  so  in- 
timately affecting  her  own  w^fore  should 
receive  the  attention  of  Farltam^t.  If 
'  Parliament  rejects  a  claim  enforced  by 
26  out  of  SO  constituencies,  and  Consti- 
tutionally urged  in  this  House ;  and  if 
the  only  ground  for  such  rejection  is  the 
refusal  to  recognize  any  separate  rights 
on  the  part  of  Wales,  then  you  are  in- 
viting Wales  to  put  separate  recognition 
and  separate  treatment  in  the  very  fore- 
front of  her  political  programme,  and  to 
send  up  to  this  House  men  whose  first, 
whose  perhaps  sole  duty  it  would  be  to 
direct  aiXl  their  political  action  to  this 
object.  No  one  wiU  regret  such  a  state 
of  things  more  than  many  of  the  best 
Liberals  that  Wales  has.  But  I  entreat 
the  House  to  believe  that  the  question 
of  Disestablishment  is  not  an  arti&iial 
or  superficial  one  in  Wales.  It  is  the 
one  question  —  the  burning  political 

?uestion— in  every  {»art  of  Wales ;  and 
trust  that  the  division  to  be  shortly 
reached  in  this  House  will  give  Wales 
ample  evidence  that  in  this  matter  of 
justice  she  has  the  sympathy  of  this 
Assembly. 

Me.  W.  ABEAHAM  (Glamorgan, 
Hhondda) :  I  may  be  allowed  to  say, 
with  the  Mover  of  this  Besolution,  that 
I  do  not  view  this  question  from  a  Li- 
berationist  point  of  view,  although  I  am 
able  to  attest  that  the  principle  of  corn- 
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plete  religione  eqnality  is  rapidly  gain- 
ing ground  eveiy  day.  But  I  view  it  as 
a  Welshman,  and  a  Welshman  that 
feels  that  the  Church  of  England  in 
Wales,  for  several  reasons,  has  entirely 
failed  to  meet  the  religious  require- 
ments of  the  people.  It  has  failed  as  an 
evangelizing  agency,  and  it  has  failed 
to  justify  its  nominal  position  as  a  Na- 
tional Church.  In  my  own  district,  in- 
cluding Pontypridd — Pontypridd  and 
the  two  Bhonddaa — I  find,  by  a  Betum 
made  to  this  House  in  November,  1882, 
that  in  that  year  the  Church  only  pro- 
vided for  the  whole  distriot,  with  its 
100,000  population,  12  places  of  wor- 
ship; while  the  other  denominations 
provided  no  less  than  87.  This  being 
so,  is  it  not  evident  that  the  Church  of 
England,  in  that  part  of  Wales,  has 
utterly  failed  to  meet  the  religious  re- 
quirements of  the  people  ?  On  the  other 
hand,  the  religious  wants  of  that  dis- 
trict, with  its  immensely  increased  popu- 
lation, have  been  met,  and  fully  met, 
by  the  Nonconformists.  Had  it  not 
been  so,  the  people,  by  thousands,  would 
have  been  lapsing  into  heathenism  ;  be- 
cause the  Church  would  never  have 
thought  of  doing  anything  for  them. 
But  uie  IHssenters  came  to  the  rescue ; 
for  as  soon  as  a  colliery  was  sunk  in  any 
remote  part  of  the  district— for  it  should 
be  known  that  it  is  a  colliery  district— a 
population  rapidly  sprang  into  existence. 
But  even  before  the  long  rows  of  col- 
liers* hoQses  were  built,  a  few  earnest 
men  met  in  the  carpenter's  shop,  the 
engine  shed,  or,  possibly,  an  old  bam 
on  the  side  of  a  hiU,  and  these  joined  in 
prayer.  As  the  population  increased 
and  became  stronger,  they  would  build 
a  simple  chapel,  which,  in  a  few  years, 
wonla  be  enlarged,  and  ultimately  attain 
the  cathedral  dimensions  that  charac- 
terizes a  number  of  tboae  edifices  in  that 
district.  And  in  this  manner,  simple  as 
it  was,  the  Nonconformists  met  the  re- 
ligious requirements  of  the  district  ^  and 
it  is  they — and  they  alone — that  we 
have  to  thank  for  saving  the  mass  of 
people  I  speak  of  firom  infidelity.  I 
vomd  give  the  House  some  statistics  to 
demonstrate  the  overwhelnung  majority 
of  Nonconformists  over  Churchmen  in 
the  Bhondda  Valley  and  Pontypridd 
dutrict.  The  following  figures  of  at- 
tendance at  all  the  places  of  worship  in 
the  Ystrad  and  Pontypridd  urban  dis- 
tricts, on  Sunday,  Mfureh  4,  1884,  were 


obtained  by  a  committee,  of  which  Mr. 
J.  Griffiths,  of  Perth,  was  the  secretary, 
and  of  which  I  myself  was  a  member. 
The  number  of  attendances  at  the  morn- 
ing services  was  at  church  1,464,  at 
chapel  19,238;  and  the  attendances  at 
the  evening  services  were  at  church 
2,485,  at  chapel  32,474.  The  total  at- 
tendances, morning  and  evening,  were 
at  church  3,949,  at  chapel  51,712,  which 
gives  a  proportion  of  Nonconformists  as 
against  Churchmen  of  1 3  to  1 .  If  the 
Church  of  England  in  Wales  has  failed 
to  do  its  du^,  it  is  not  because  it  has 
been  too  poor  to  pay  its  clergy.  This 
Church,  which  has  so  completely  fiuled 
in  Wales,  has  four  Bishops,  whose  sti- 
pends amount  to  £17,000 ;  it  has  Deans 
and  Canons  drawing  £19,530,  and  clergy 
receiving  £229,240.  These  figures  give 
a  total  of  £265,979.  Yet,  with  all  its 
wealth,  this  Church  has  lost  the  people. 
Certainly  it  cannot  say  now,  as  did  the 
Apostle  of  old —  "  Silver  and  gold.  I  have 
none ;  "  neither  can  it  point  to  the  fact 
that  by  it  the  poor  have  the  Gospel 
preached  to  them.  Indeed,  it  would  be 
hard  to  find  that  it  ever,  in  Wales,  made 
a  profitable  proclamation,  except  that 
which  was  to  tax  the  whole  country. 
One  further  point  on  which  I  wish  to 
say  a  few  words  is  that  of  language.  It 
appears  to  me,  as  a  new  Uember,  that 
hon.  Members  have  treated  this  matter 
somewhat  indifferently.  In  addition  to 
all  this  I  have  mentioned,  the  Church  has 
omitted  and  n^lected  to  provide  means 
to  teach  the  people  the  Word  of  God 
in  language  that  they  understand.  I 
should  like  to  be  able  to  illustrate  to 
hon.  Members  in  this  House  the  diffi- 
culty and  the  folly  of  trying  to  evangelize 
people  in  a  language  they  cannot 
understand.  What  would  hon.  Mem- 
bers think  if,  before  the  commencement 
of  our  proceedings,  the  chaplain  were 
to  utter  these  words — 

"  Ein  tad  yr  hwn  urft  yn  y  Nefoedd, 
Sanoteiddier  dy  enw. deled  dy  Deym." 

They  would  think  it  a  blasphemy  per- 
haps, and  yet  it  would  be  nothing  more 
than  the  first  words  of  that  most  beauti- 
ful of  prayers  of  Divine  origin — **  Our 
Father  which  art  in  Heaven,"  and  in 
the  lang^^e  of  my  oountiymen.  In 
the  course  it  has  adopted,  the  Church 
has  forgotten  the  cardinal  principle  of 
getting  at  peoples'  hearts  through  their 
understanding.  Let  me  ask  the  House, 
seeing  that  it  ia  &e  Free  Churches, 
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although  unaided  and  unprotected  br 
the  State,  which  have  done  the  work 
that  the  Church  failed  to  do,  is  it 
fair  that  the  PriQcipality  should  still 
hare  that  Ohuroh  imposed  upon  it, 
and  be  compelled  to  contribute  towards 
the  support  of  that  which  has  failed  to 
do  it  an^  good,  while  also  it  is  of  the 
greatest  importance  that  it  should  con- 
tribute handsomely  to  the  support  of 
those  who  realhr  hare  done  the  worl^  f 
At  present  the  National  Ohurch  in  Wales 
is  but  one  form  of  religion  among  the 
many.  Its  doctrines  are  disputed  by 
other  Ohurohes,  its  services  rejected,  and 
its  religious  administrations  available  to 
a  very  small  section  of  the  people.  And 
all  that  we  ask  for  is  that  we  should  be 
placed  on  an  equal  platform  with  an- 
other branch  of  the  Celtic  race — our 
Irish  brethren ;  and  I  'appeal  to  the 
Irish  Members  here  to  aid  us  in  attain- 
ing this  desirable  position. 

Mr.  KENYON  (Denbigh,  &o.) :  I 
cannot  agree  with  the  facts  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down.  'I'hey 
may  be  South  Wales  facts;  but  they 
certainly  are  not  facts  such  as  we  are 
cognizant  of  in  North  Wales.  The  Non- 
conformists claim  too  mnoh  for  them- 
selves in  thinking  and  saying  that  they 
have  been  the  only  propu^ators  of  re- 
ligious truth  in  Wales.  I  know  there 
are  some  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  who  think  they  are 
the  legitimate  successors  of  Cromwell  and 
his  band  of  patriots,  who  in  times  past 
made  themselves  extremely  unpleasant  to 
your  Predecessors,  Sir,  and  even  ventured 
to  lay  violent  hands  on  the  *'  bauble." 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  that  pedigree  is  a 
very  ill-established  one,  for  the  origin 
of  Nonconformity  in  Wales  is  quite 
modem.  The  Wesleyan  Body,  which 
is,  perhaps,  the  oldest,  dating  from  173fi, 
was  not  firmly  established  until  1797 ; 
and  the  CaWinistio  Methodists,  which,  I 
beliere,  is  the  largest  of  the  seots  in 
Wdes,  did  not  receiTe  Its  Seed  of  Trust 
until  1811.  So  that,  in  reality,  the 
origin  of  Nonconformi^  is  compara- 
tively recent ;  and  I  think,  if  that  is  the 
case,  it  is  rather  hard,  when  we  oall 
upon  people  to  support  the  Church  of 
Eugland  as  a  barrier  against  atheism 
and  infidelity,  that  we  should  be  taunted 
with  the  question — "  Where  would  you 
have  been  but  for  Nonconformity?" 
We  may  as  well  eay — "  Where  would 
the  people  of  England  and  Wales  have 
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been  throughout  all  the  Dark  Ages  if  it 
had  not  been  for  the  light  of  the  Church 
of  England?"  [*< Divide!"]  Hon. 
Members  cannot  deny  that  the  founders 
of  their  own  Nonconformity,  the  great 
teachers  of  Nonconformity,  were  Ohuroh 
of  England  men.  Daniel  Rowlands,  of 
Llanzeitho  ;  Thomas  Charles,  of  Bala ; 
and  John  Elias — these  were  all  Ohuroh- 
men ;  and  not  only  were  they  Ohnr^- 
men,  hut  they  implored  their  followers 
never  to  forsuce  the  Ohurch  of  England. 
John  Elias  said — 

"  No  Methodist  is  opposed  to  paying  tithes 
or  any  such  impost.  No  true,  sincere  Motho- 
dist  can  b«  opposed  to  the  Established  Church. 
Its  miniiten  were  the  most  oelebtated  iastra- 
menta  in  the  oommeDcemant  of  Methodism  in 
Wales." 

When  circumstances  arose  which  obliged 
Methodists  to  set  apart  some  of  the 
elder  preachers  to  minister  the  ordi- 
nances, it  was  not  intended  to  make  an 
essential  alteration  with  regard  to  the 
form  and  order  of  the  Body.  It  was 
merely  a  setting  atutrt  of  some  to  assist 
mioisten  of  the  Established  Church ; 
and  everyone  who  was  ordained  was 
called  on  to  confess  and  declare  that  he 
most  truly,  from  his  very  soul,  approved 
and  accepted  the  present  order  and 
constitution  of  the  "connexion."  The 
translation  of  the  Bible  was  the  gift  to 
you  of  the  Established  Ohurch,  as  long 
ago  as  the  reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth. 
Sir,  I  have  to  add  my  expression  of 
regret  to  those  which  have  already 
been  made  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister  is  not  in 
hie  place  ;  because  I  should  have  liked 
to  appeal  to  him  to  support  us  to-night 
in  opposition  to  the  Resolution  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr, 
Dillwyo).  He  did  support  us  Church- 
men in  1870,  in  opposition  to  Mr. 
Watkin  Williams,  and  in  doing  so 
made  some  rather  valuable  statements 
in  defence  of  the  position  whiah  we 
occupy.  It  is  rather  late  to-night  to 
bring  forwud  the  statraaents  whioh  the 
right  hon.  Qentlemui  made  on  that  oc- 
casion ;  but  as  allusion  has  been  made 
in  the  course  of  the  debate  in  some 
quarters  of  the  House  to  the  similarity 
between  this  Motion  and  the  Motion  for 
the  Disestablishmentof  the  Irish  Church, 
made  some  years  ago,  I  would  venture 
to  ask  the  House  to  listen  to  what  the 
Prime  Minister  said  in  speaking  on  the 
Motion  of  Mr.  Watkin  Williams  in  1870. 
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Xhe  right  hon.  Qentleman,  whom  we 
ftll  reepeet  in  "Wales,  said  that  he 
had,  on  a  previous  oooaaion,  dearlj 
stated  that  «ie  question  of  the  Ohurch 
in  Wales  was  not  at  one  with  the 
question,  of  Uie  Ohnroh  in  Ireland. 
He  aaid  there  were  some  points  of  re- 
sMublance ;  but  he  added  that  they  were 
cupable  oi  great  exaggeration ;  and  then 
be  went  on  to  say  that  the  last  half-ce&< 
tozy  had  been  a  period  of  the  most 
actiTe  raligioua  life  known  to  the  Re- 
formed Church  of  England.  Again,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  occasion 
referred  to  appealed  to  hou.  Members 
to  support  the  position  uf  the  Welsh 
Ohnxch  upon  the  footing  that  it  was  an 
integral  part  of  the  Church  of  England. 
Well,  Sir,  to  those  remarks  of  the  right 
hou.  Qentleman  I  need  add  nothing ; 
but  perhaps  the  House  will  allow  me 
to  quote  the  words  of  a  great  authority, 
and  a  man  who,  I  believe,  no  one  in 
England  will  oonsider  a  bigot.  I  al- 
lude to  the  Dean  of  Llanda^,  who  han 
aaid  that  the  Constitution  of  England 
knowa  no  Church  of  Wales  but  as  an 
intenal  part  of  the  Church  of  England. 
Sir,  X  think  that  the  real  strength  of  our 
ease  is  that  we  are  not  anzioue,  what- 
ever other  hon.  Members  may  be,  for 
Home  Eule.  We  are  contented,  and 
wish  to  remain  members  of  the  dear  old 
Church  of  England.  I  am  not  here  to 
deny  that  the  time  has  been  when  the 
Church  of  England  in  Wales  has  been 
slack  and  has  not  done  her  duty;  but 
thattimeof  sloth  and  somnolence  haslong 
'passed  away;  and,  in  spite  of  all  that 
hon.  Qentlemen  opposite  may  say,  she 
ie  now  doing  her  duty  in  the  Frinoi- 
palify— she  only  wishes  to  oo-operate  in 
the  cause  of  Christianity ;  she  is  spread- 
ing out  her  arms,  and  inviting  all  de- 
nominations to  join  her  in  her  strife 
with  error,  infideli^,  and  atheism,  and 
in  her  labouza  for  the  spread  of  Chris- 
tianity. For  that  reason  I  invite  hou. 
Uomoers  to  pause  before  accepting  the 
Bes(duti(m  of  the  hon.  Uember  for 
Swansea,  which,  I  believe  in  my  heart, 
will,  if  it  be  carried  out,  do  infinite  harm 
to  Uie  cause  of  Christianity  which  we 
all  have  at  heart. 

THEOHANCEUiOE  op  theEXCHE- 
QUEE  (Sir  WiixiAM  Habcouet)  (Derby): 
Sir,  I  am  sure  that  hon.  QenUemen  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  will  entirely 
concur  in  the  regret  expressed  by  the 
hon.  Kembw  who  has  jnst  sat  down,  and 


others,  as  to  the  enforced  absence  of  the 
Prime  Minister  to-night.  There  ie  per- 
haps no  question  upon  which,  eminent 
as  the  authority  of  the  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman is  on  all  questions — ["  Oh  ! 
well,  that  is  my  opinion,  and  even  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (^Mr.  Kenyon)  has 
invoked  his  aid  to-night  on  behalf  <^  the 
small  Party  to  which  he  b^ngs  and 
with  which  he  acts;  and  therefore  I 
hope,  at  all  events,  that  in  referring  to 
the  Prime  Minister  his  name  may  not 
be  received  in  the  manner  it  was  received 
in  just  now.  Sir,  I  was  going  to  say 
that  upon  no  subject  was  the  authority 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  more  emi- 
nent than  upon  a  question  connected 
with  Wales  and  connected  with  the 
Church.  ["No!"]  I  should  think 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  expresses 
hisdissent  from  that  opinion,  ie  probably 
not  a  Welshman ;  if  he  were,  he  would 
not  deny,  I  think,  that  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter is  an  eminent  authority  on  that 
matter.  I  will  stand  but  a  few  minutes 
between  the  House  and  the  division.  I 
have  only  to  say  on  the  part  of  the 
Prime  Minister  how  he  regards  the 
position  ti^at  he  would  have  to  occupy 
with  reference  to  this  question.  NoWf 
Sir,  I  have  no  opinion  whatever  to  ex- 
press with  reference  to  the  merits  of 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn).  So  far  as  it 
expresses  an  abstract  opinion  with  refer- 
ence to  the  condition  of  the  Church  of 
England  in  Wales— if  the  Church  of 
England  in  Wales  stood  upon  the  same 
footing  as  the  Church  of  Ireland  or  the 
Church  of  Scotland — that  is  to  say,  if 
there  were  separate  Churches  in  separate 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom,  I  oonfess 
myself  I  should  not  be  here  to  argue 
against  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea.  I  think  he  has 
made  out  a  ease  which  has  hardly  been 
disputed  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
[^Diasmt.']  Well,  Sir,  I  have  heard 
nothing  ^(unst  it  worthy  of  the  name 
of  argument.  My  mind  is  formed  on 
that  point,  and  unquestionably  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  case  of  Wales  with  re- 
gard to  the  Church  is  at  least  as  strong 
as  that  of  the  Church  of  Ireland.  There- 
fore, Gentlemen  opposite  who  take  a 
different  view  as  to  the  Church  of  Ire- 
laud  may  take  a  different  view  upon 
this  question,  and  no  one  can  complain 
of  that.  But  equally  they  cannot  com- 
^ain  that  we  should  think  that  the 
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Church  which  reptewatB  only  a  small 
minority  of  the  people  of  a  oountry 
ought  not  to  be  an  Established  Church 
in  that  ooantry.  But  what  is  the  view 
of  the  great  m^ority  of  the  people  of 
Wales  has  been  expressed  in  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Bhondda 
Valley  [Mr.  Abraham),  which  I  am  sure 
must  have  struck  the  House  generally 
as  it  etruok  me  very  much  by  its 
ferrour,  eloquence,  and  by  its  evi- 
dent sinoerity.  Well,  Sir,  that  being 
the  case,  I  must  also  admit  with  my 
hoD.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mont- 
gomeTyshire  (Mr.  Eendel)  that  in  many 
respects  Wales  does  represent  a  separate 
Nationality— that  the  people  of  Wales 
have  a  language  and  feelings  of  their 
own — but  that  the;  have  not  been  up  to 
this  time,  and  are  not  now,  separate 
in  respect  of  the  question  of  the 
Ohnroh  Batablishment.  Therefore,  how- 
ever much  toith  there  may  be  in  my 
hon.  Friend's  view,  this  I  think  he  will 
admit— that  the  Ohorch  of  England  in 
Wales  is  so  much  an  integral  part  of  the 
Established  Church  of  England  that  it 
is  not  merely  difficult,  but  I  will  say 
impossible,  to  raise  the  question  as  a 
separate  one,  and  that  you  cannot  deal 
with  the  one  question — I  do  not  mean 
by  Eesolution,  but  practically  in  legis- 
lation— without  involving  the  other.  I 
think  that  this  is  a  proposition  which 
will  commend  itself  to  every  man's 
mind.  If  you  raise  the  question  of  the 
Church  in  Wales,  you  raise  the  whole 
question.  Now^  what  is  the  position,  I 
do  not  say  of  all  Gentlemen  cm  this  side 
of  the  House,  or  even  of  a  majority  of 
them — I  am  not  speaking  at  all  in  their 
name ;  but  what  is  the  position  which 
the  Prime  Minister  took  on  the  question 
of  the  Disestablishment  of  the  Church 
at  the  recent  Election  by  which  this 
Parliament  was  called  together.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  very  dis- 
tinctly that  it  was  desired  or  intended  to 
raise  the  question  of  Disestablishment 
\_IHs90nt.'}  I  do  not  know  that  Gentle- 
men opposite  have  a  particular  claim  or 
right  to  hold  him  to  that  statement,  be- 
cause they  absolutely  refused  to  receive 
it  at  the  Election  ;  and  when  they  were 
beaten  they  said  it  was  the  question  at 
the  last  Election,  and  that  they  would 
not  allow  anybody  in  opposition  to  say 
it  was  not.  But,  whatever  may  have 
been  the  position  of  hon.  Gentlemen  in 
that  respect,  the  posilion  taken  up  by 
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the  Prime  Minister  was  that  it  was  not 
the  intention  to  raise  the  general  ques- 
tion of  Disestablishment  as  a  question 
for  the  present  Pariiament.   Now,  Sir, 
I  do  not  say  that  this  in  any  way  pre- 
olndes  my  hon.  Friend  from  making  this 
Motion  on  the  subject,  and  taking  tho 
opinion  of  this  House  upon  it;  but  tha 
position  of  Members  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  it  is  somewhat  different 
from  his.    Tbe  Government  are  not  in 
the  position  in  which  private  Members 
stand  with  reference  to  general  Beeolu- 
tions  of  this  character ;  they  cannot, 
according  to  the  established  and  neoes- 
eary  proceedings  of  Parliament,  support 
such  Hesolutions  unless  they  are  pre- 
pared to  take  upon  them  definite  and 
early  action.    That  has  always  been  the 
practice  ;  and  no  one  has  ever  enforced 
it  in  this  House  with  greater  earnest- 
ness than  has  the  Prime  Minister,  ovdr 
and  over  again.    Therefore,  with  re- 
ference to  this  question,  it  is  quite  im- 
possible for  the  Government  to  take  up 
the  Eesolution  of  my  hon.  Friend  aa  a 
Government,  and  support  it,  beoaaae 
they  are  not  prepared  to  give  it  early 
effect  by  legislation.    Now,  as  I  said 
before,  if  it  had  been  possible  to  distin- 
guish upon  this  subject  as  between 
England  and  Wales,  in  my  opinion  it 
would  have  been  a  totally  different 
matter  ;  but,  for  the  reasons  I  have 
endeavoured  to  state,  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  two  questions  are  incapable  of 
being  separated  for  the  purpose  of  ac- 
tion ;  and,  tiierefore,  I  do  not  find  myself 
able  to  support  the  Motum  of  my  hon. 
Friend. 

8iB  K.  A8SHET0N  OEOSS  (Lanca- 
shire, S.W.,  Newton) :  Sir,  I  am  not 
about  to  detain  the  House  for  more  than 
a  few  minutes,  because,  in  the  debate 
which  has  taken  place,  we  have  listened 
to  all  that  has  to  be  said  on  Uiia  qnee- 
tion  by  hon.  Gentlemen  from  'Wales, 
and  it  is  the  deure  of  the  House  that 
we  should  come  as  soon  as  possible  to  a 
division.  I  should  not  allude  to  the  oase 
of  the  last  Election  at  all,  were  it  not  for 
the  words  which  have  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir 
William  Haroourt),  who  said  that  the 
question  of  the  Church  was  raised  and 
decided  against  us  at  the  last  Election, 
although  the  Prime  Minister  had  with- 
drawn it  from  the  constituencies  as  a 
(question  for  this  Parliament.  I  should 
like  to  pat  oundves  zight  with  ref  eranoo 
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to  that  matter.  We  eay  Uiat  the  Badical 
Party  raieed  the  cry  against  the  Churob, 
and  we  say  that  responsible  persons  be* 
longing  to  the  liberol  Party  joined  in 
that  cry ;  and  we  say,  further,  that  when 
we  defended  the  Oharoh  they  found  that 
the  ory  was  not  answered,  and  that 
when  it  was  fovnd  that  it  was  not  an- 
swered the  Prime  Uinister  withdrew  it. 
Sir,  we  have  had  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ghaocellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer two  statements  which,  I  think,  are 
worth  rememberiDg.  Ho  says  that  the 
Prime  Minister  knows  all  about  Wales, 
and  all  about  the  Ohurch  Question. 
Therefore,  I  would  strongly  recommend 
to  the  consideration  of  the  House  the 
words  of  the  Prime  Minister  in  con- 
cluding his  speech  on  the  Motion  of  Mr. 
Watkin  Williams  in  1870 — words  which 
he  would  probably  have  used  had  he 
been  in  his  place  on  the  present  occasion. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  would 
deal  with  his  hon.  Friend's  Motion  by  a 
simple  negatire ;  that  separate  legisla- 
tion would  be  mostguilty,  most  unworthy, 
and  most  dishonourable ;  and  that  the 
Government  did  not  intend  to  go  in  that 
direction,  and  that  they  would  regard 
legislation  of  the  kind  as  a  national  mis- 
chief. I  presume  that  these  are  the 
words  to  which  the  right  hon.  Oeotle- 
man  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
referred  to  to-night.  No  one  regrets  more 
than  I  the  absence  of  the  Prime  Minister 
from  his  place  on  the  present  occasion.  I 
hope  he  has  sent  a  copy  of  his  speech  to 
every  Member  of  the  present  Go  verament ; 
and  here  I  may  aay  that  I  wish  I  could  see 
the  Members  of  the  Government  in  their 
places.  I  want  to  know  where  they  are  f 
As  the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  suggests 
that  the  Prime  Minister  knows  more 
about  Wales  and  the  Church  Question 
than  anybody  else,  I  presume  that  when 
the  Division  Bell  rings  all  the  Members 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  will  vote 
as  the  Prime  Minister  said  he  should 
vote  on  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Watkin 
Williams.  But,  8ir,  there  have  been 
one  or  two  statements  made  which, 
anxious  as  I  am  not  to  detain  the  House, 
I  cannot  pass  over  without  a  few  words 
of  comment.  I  refer  to  some  remarks 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn) — if  he  will  allow 
me  to  address  him  in  that  way,  whom  I 
have  known  so  long — who  said  that  there 
was  not  a  National  Church  in  Wales ; 
that  the  question  was  not  one  of  ordi- 
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nance ;  that  the  hostility  shown  in  Wales 
was  against  the  Establishment ;  and  that 
he  based  his  argument  on  that  ground. 
Now,  I  venture  to  say  that  a  more  un- 
sound ground,  or,  rather,  that  a  ground 
having  less  shadow  of  fouudation,  could 
not  possibly  have  been  taken.  I  shall 
also  refer  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  seconded  this  Motion,  be- 
cause in  the  course  of  his  speech  he 
said  that  theChurch  of  England  in  Wales 
was  never  known  as  the  Estabh'shed 
Church— that  it  was  known  and  called 
by  the  name  it  had  ever  borne — that  is 
to  say,  the  *'  Church  of  England." 
Well,  Sir,  I  say  that  that  declaration  is 
opposed  to  the  words  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Swansea,  which  were  that,  be- 
cause it  is  the  Established  Church,  it  is 
opposed  to  the  feelings  of  tlie  people  of 
Wales.  But  this  question  is-  not  a  new 
one ;  it  was  raisea  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  which  took  place  in  1870,  and  it 
was  specially  alluded  to  by  the  Prime 
Minister  in  the  speech  which  he  then  de- 
livered. What  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  was  this — 

"It  baa  not  been  a  queatioa  with  regard  to 
National  Establiahmenta  of  religion  that  has 
had  anything  to  do  with  tho  growth  of  Welsh 
Dissent.  That  is  an  histcrical  challenge  which 
I  hold  out  to  my  hon.  and  learned  Fnend."— 
(3  ffatiiard,  [joi]  1294.) 

It  is  clear  to  anyone  who  knows  the 
history  of  tho  Church  in  Wales  from  the 
beginning  that  no  hostility  to  it  was 
ever  created  from  the  fact  that  it  was  an 
Established  Church.  Well,  we  will  come 
to  the  grounds  presently  as  to  how  that 
hostility  arose.  There  was  another  re- 
mark made  hj  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  which  it  is  neces- 
sary for  us  to  take  notice  of.  He 
specially  alluded  to  this  being  a  ques- 
tion simply  of  Wales,  and  he  put  Wales 
forward  separately  as  a  Nationality. 
The  hoo.  Member  evidently  wanted  to 
divert  the  attention  of  the  House  from 
the  great  question  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
60  pertinently  alluded  ;  but  he  could  not 
refrain,  before  concluding  hisspeech,  from 
expressing  a  wish  that  Monmouthshire 
could  be  included.  Consequently,  his 
speech  was  not  con6ned  to  Wales,  for  he 
wanted  to  include  Monmouth  ;  and  it  is 
obvious  that  what  he  wants  eventually 
is  to  work  round  to  the  Disestablishment 
of  the  Church  altogether,  The  Seconder 
of  the  Besolution  gave  a  long  faisforioal 
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account  of  the  Church  of  Wales  in  the 
Saxon  and  Norman  times.  Now,  when 
we  come  to  the  time  of  the  Berolution  I 
am  willing  to  admit  that  the  action,  not 
of  the  Church,  but  the  action  of  the 
State — the  action  of  King  William  III.  — 
was  injurious  to  the  condition  of  the 
OhuTch  of  Wales.  It  was  his  action,  be- 
cause  he  knew  perfectlj  well  that  the 
Welsh  Church  was  devoted  to  the  cause 
of  the  Stuai-ts — because  it  wba  an  ori- 
ginal Church  and  not  an  alien  Church — 
that  ha  made  the  mistake  of  forcing 
Bishops  who  oould  not  speak  Welsh 
upon  tae  Church  of  Wales.  It  was  from 
that  action  of  the  State  that  all  the  evils 
which  afterwards  existed  in  the  Church 
in  Wales  are  to  be  derived.  Therefore, 
I  am  not  concerned,  anj  more  than  the 
Prime  Minister  was  in  1870,  to  deny  all 
the  abuses  which  followed  from  the 
action  of  the  State,  and  not  from  the 
action  of  the  Church  itself.  But  I  say 
that  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  present 
state  of  things.  I  should  like  to  take 
the  House  through  the  matter  ["  Oh !  "] 
If  this  Church  is  worth  attacking,  surely 
it  is  worth  defending ;  and  I  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  say  a  word  or  two  in  its  de- 
fence. I  only  want  to  allude  to  the 
time  when  Bishop  Tbirlwall  went  to 
Wales.  He  was  a  great  scholar,  and 
a  very  learned  man;  he  realized  the 
position  in  which  he  was  placed,  and 
learned  Welsh  so  thoroughly  that  he  was 
able  to  preach  in  it  as  if  it  were  his 
native  tongue.  Since  that  time  Welsh 
Bishops  have  been  appointed,  some  by 
the  present  Prime  Minister,  though 
the  example  was  set  by  the  late  Earl  of 
Derby.  Then,  again,  if  anybody  will 
look  into  Church  history  and  see  the 
amounts  that  hare  been  collected  for  the 
Church  and  for  Education,  they  will  be 
struck  by  the  enormous  growth  of  the 
Ohuroh  since  Bishop  Thirl  wall's  days. 
In  every  diocese  hon.  Members  will  &id 
how  the  Church  increases  in  numbers, 
and  how  greatis  the  number  of  baptisms, 
and  especially  of  adult  baptisms,  which 
now  takes  place.  I  cannot  help  think- 
ing that  there  is  a  good  deal  of  jealousy 
arising  from  the  action  of  the  Church  in 
Wales ;  it  has  become  so  active ;  it  is 
doing  its  dufy  so  well,  that  I  cannot  but 
think  there  is  a  great  feeling  of  jealousy. 
Prom  all  the  inquiries  I  have  made— 
and  they  have  been  many—I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  there  is  among  laymen  in 
Wales  any  feeling  against  the  Church, 
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although  I  think  there  is  considerable 
feeling  against  it  in  the  minds  of 
many  ministers  of  various  denomi- 
nations there.  It  is  all  very  well 
to  talk  about  the  number  of  Members 
opposed  to  the  Church  of  Wales  returned 
to  this  House ;  but  the  statistics  which 
were  produced  by  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Cambridge 
(Mr.  Haikes)  as  to  the  number  of  persons 
polling  at  the  last  Election  for  each 
side  ought  to  be  considered,  if  we  are 
going  to  consider  figures  at  all,  and  they 
are  verj  significant.  If  a  vote  were 
taken  on  the  question  of  the  Disestab- 
lishment of  the  Church  in  Wales  or  not, 
I  beliove  it  would  be  found  that  the 
friends  of  the  Church  were  in  muoh 
greater  numbers  than  hon.  Members 
opposite  would  make  believe,  and  that 
those  who  supported  the  Church  were  in 
the  proportion  of  67  to  98.  When  it  is 
next  proposed  that  a  that  a  Beligious 
Census  should  be  made,  I  trust  hon. 
Members  opposite  will  not  be  afraid  to 
have  the  facts  brought  out.  I  was  some- 
what struck  with  the  manner  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillw^n)  brought  forward  his  statistics, 
counting  all  the  Calvinistic  Bodies  first, 
then  other  denominations,  and  giving 
what  remains  to  the  Church.  In  regard 
to  what  baa  been  said  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  BhonddaTalley  (Mr.  W. 
Abraham)  and  others  who  went  into 
statistics,  all  I  have  to  say  is  that,  if  we 
are  to  have  statistics,  let  ua  have  them  in 
an  authorized  form.  I  was  very  much 
struck  by  the  way  in  which  the  statistics 
were  brought  out  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Merthyr  Tydvil  (Mr.  Richard). 
If  he  will  allow  me  to  say  so,  it  reminded 
me  of  the  party  who  went  out  shooting, 
and  when  they  returned  they  said  to 
one  another — "How  many  did  you 
shoot?"  Well,  each  ofthe  guests  said  so 
many,  and  when  the  figures  were  counted 
up  it  turned  out  that  the  host  had  shot 
considerably  less  than  none  at  all.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Bhondda  Valley 
has  made  an  appeal  to  us.  He  has  said 
that  what  the  men  of  W^es  want  ia  to 
manage  their  own  Church.  They  have 
got  that;  they  have  shown  how  th^ 
can  do  it.  I  have  no  doubt  that  at  the 
present  time  those  for  whom  we  speak 
build  and  manage  their  own  chapels  and 
churches  very  well ;  but  if  Welsh  Church- 
men prefer  another  form  of  Church  dis- 
cipline and  ecdesiastioal  government,  I 
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cannot  see  any  ham  in  their  being  al* 
lowed  to  worship  in  their  own  way.  If 
the  Nonoonformists  of  Wales  have  built 
their  chapels,  they  do  not  ask  for  endow- 
ments for  themseWes.  Why  should  they 
wish  to  deprive  of  their  endowments 
those  who  are  admittedly  doing  excel- 
l«it  work,  not  only  in  the  interests  of 
their  own  body,  but  for  the  oause  of 
general  moral  teaohii^  ?  I  do  not  know 
whether  anything  could  show  the  value 
of  Ghuroh  work  more  than  the  educa- 
tion she  ia  giving.  The  accuracy  of  the 
statistics  oontained  in  the  Blue  Books 
issued  by  the  Education  Departmeut  on 
this  subject  is  beyond  question ;  and  they 
show  that  in  the  diocese  of  St.  Asaph 
there  is  accommodation  iu  the  Church 
schools  for  31,127  scholars,  in  the  Board 
schools  for  15,698,  in  the  British  schools 
for  2,312,  and  in  the  Boman  Oatholic 
schools  for  1,406  scholars.  The  average 
attendance  in  the  Ohurch  schools  is 
!9,S89,  in  the  Board  schools  8,854,  in  the 
British  schools  1,829,  and  in  the  Koman 
Oatholic  schools  882.  The  amount  of  the 
grant  which  all  these  schools  collectively 
earned  is  by  the  Ohnroh  schools  £17,492, 
by  the  Bofu-d  schools  £7,373,  by  the 
British  schools  £1,M9,  and  by  the  Ko- 
man  Catholic  schools  £722,  showing 
that  the  Church  schools  in  this  diocese 
are  educating  considerably  more  than 
half  as  much  again  as  all  the  other 
schools  put  together.  The  average 
amount  of  grant  earned  per  head  on 
the  average  attendance  has  been  by 
the  Church  echools  I8i.,  by  the  Board 
schools  16».  7}<(.,  by  the  British  schools 
17<.  '6^d.t  and  by  the  Boman  Catholic 
schools  16«.  ^\d.  I  think,  therefore, 
that  I  have  shown  that  the  Church  in 
Wales  is  doing,  and  is  capable  of  doing, 
great  and  good  work.  If  we  look  at 
the  importance  of  the  work,  I  think  I 
have  a  right  to  ask  the  House  to  agree 
with  me  in  declaring  that  the  Church  of 
Wales  ia  doing  good  work,  which  it 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  continue.  There- 
fore, if  the  other  denominations  are  per- 
fectly free  to  follow  their  own  course,  I 
do  implore  the  House  to  stay  its  hand 
and  to  pause  before  it  passes  a  Besolu- 
tion  of  this  kind,  which  was  deprecated 
in  1871  by  the  Prime  Minister,  and 
which  was  then  rejected  by  a  large 
majority.  I  hope  the  House  will  take 
a  similar  course  to  that  which  it  took  on 
that  ocMsion, 


Question  put. 

The  House  «{iW«f;— Ayes  329;  Koes 
241 :  ICq'ority  12. 


AYES. 


Abraham,  W.  (Glam.) 

Abraham,  W.  (Lime- 
rick, W.) 

Adand,  A.  H.  D. 

Allen,  W.  8.  . 

Armitage,  B, 

Ashton,  T.  Q. 

Atherley-Jones,  L. 

IJarbour,  W.  B. 

Bau,  Sir  A. 

Beamont,  H.  F. 

Beith,  O. 

Biddulph,  M. 

Blaine,  A. 

Blake,  J.  L. 

Blake,  T. 

Bolton,  J.  C. 

Bolton,  T.  H. 

Borlaae.  W.  C. 

Boyd-Kinnear,  J. 

Bradlaugb,  C. 

Bright,  right  bon.  J. 

Bright,  W.  L. 

Brooklehurrt,  W.  C. 

Brown,  A.  H. 

Bruce,  hon.  B.  P. 

Brunner,  J.  T. 

Buchanan,  T.  R. 

Buckley,  A. 

Bart,  T. 

Buxton,  £.  N. 

Cameron,  C. 

Cameron,  J.  M. 

OunpbeU,  Sir  Or, 

Campbdl,H. 

Carbutt,  E.  H. 

Carew,  J.  L. 

Chamberlain,  B. 

Chance,  P.  A. 

Cbanning,  E.  A. 

Cbilden,  rt.  hon.  H. 
0.  E. 

Clancy,  J.  J. 

Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 

Cobb.  H.  P. 

Cobbold,  F.  T. 

Cohen,  A. 

Condon,  T.  J. 

Connolly,  L. 

Conway,  M. 

Conybeare,  0.  A.  V. 

Corbett,  A.  C. 

CoBsbam,  H. 

Cowen,  J. 

Cox,  J.  B. 

Craven,  J. 

Crawford,  D. 

Crawford,  W. 

Cremer,  W.  R. 

Crilly,  D. 

Crompton,  C. 

GrosBley,  Sir  8.  B. 

CroaBley,E. 

OosamaD^  Geo,  Sir  W. 

Carrie,  Sur  D. 

Davice,  D. 

N  a 


Darifls,  B. 
Daviea,  W. 
Deasy,  J. 
Dillon.  J. 
Dixcm,  G. 

Elliot,  hoa.  A.  B,  D. 
Ellia,  J. 
EUia.  J.  £. 
Esalemont,  P. 
Everett,  B.  L. 
Fairbfurn,  ^ix  A. 
Fanwiok,  C. 
flnlayMm,  J, ' 
Finocane,  J. 
Flynn,  J.  C. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
Forster,  Sir  O. 
Foster,  Dr.  B. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Fry,  L. 
Fry,T. 
Fuller,  a.  P. 
GaakeU.  C.  G.  Milaes- 
Gibb,  T.  B. 
Gilhooly,  J. 
GiU,  T.  P. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Goldamid,  Sir  J. 
Ooarley,  E.  T. 
Gray,  E.  D. 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
Haldane,  K.  B. 
Uarcourt,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

w.  a.  V.  V. 

Barker,  W. 

Harrington,  E. 
Harris,  M. 

Havelock  -  AUan,  Sir 

H.  M. 
Hingloy,  B. 
Hddfla.A. 
Holden,  I. 
Howell,  G. 
Hoyle,  I. 
Hnnter,  W.  A. 
lUingwcath,  A. 
iDoe,  H.  B. 
lagram,  W.  J. 
Jacks,  W. 
Jacoby,  J.  A. 
Jamee,  C.  H, 
Johna,  J.  W. 
Joicey,  J. 
Jones-Parry,  L. 
Jordan,  J. 
KeUy,  B. 
Kenrick,  W. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Lane,  W.  J. 
LawBon.  H.  L.  W. 
Leake,  B. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Leiceiter,  J. 
L7eU,L. 
M* Arthur,  A. 
U'Cartby,  J. 
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M'CnUocfa,  J. 

U'Donald,  P. 

M'Donald,  Br.  B. 

Maitland,  W.  P. 

Mason,  8. 

Hathea-,  W. 

Hoiudes,  K.  S. 

MoUoy,  B.  C. 

Horgan,  rt.  hoo.  G.  0. 

Morgan,  O.  V. 

Mundetk,  rt  hn.  A.  J. 

NewDM,  a. 

Nolan,  Colimel  J.  F. 

Nolan,  J. 

O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 

O'Brien,  P. 

O'Brien,  P.  J. 

O'Brien,  W. 

O'Connor,  J.  (Kerry) 

O'Connor,  J.  (Tipp^y.) 

O'Connor,  T.P. 

O'Hea,  P. 

O'KeUy.  J. 

Paget,  T.  T. 

Parker,  C.  S. 

Paulton.  J.  M. 
Peacock.  R. 
Pease,  H.  F. 
Pickeregill,  E.  H. 
Picton,  J.  A. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Powell,  W.  E.  H. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Power,  R. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Priostley,  B. 
Pugh,  D. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Ramsay,  J, 
Rathbono,  W. 
Redmond,  J.  E. 
Reed,  Sir  E.  J. 
Roid,  H.  G. 
Rendel,  S. 
Roberts,  J. 
Roberta,  J.  B. 
Robertson,  E. 
Robertson,  U. 
Robson,  W.  S. 
Rogere,  J,  E.  T. 
BoKsoe,  mx  H.  E. 
Baiaell,  E.  B. 
Bylandfl,  P. 


Salis-Bchwabe,  CoLO 
SamueUoB,  Sir  B. 
Saanders,  W. 
Seely,  C. 
Sellar,  A.  C. 
SeoEton.  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheeby,  D. 
SheridAD,  H.  B. 
Shirley,  W.  S. 
Simon,  Seijeaat  J. 
Speoaley,  il. 
Spicer,  H. 
Stack,  J. 

Stanafeld,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Stevenson,  P.  8. 
Stevenson,  J.  C. 
Strong,  R. 
Staart,  J. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Swinbimie,  Sir  J. 
Talbot,  C.  B.  M. 
Taylor,  P. 
Thomas,  A. 
Tuite  J. 
Vanderbyl,  P. 
Vemey,  Captain  E.  H. 
Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 
Wardle,  H. 
Warmington,  C.  H. 
Watson,  T. 
■\Vayman,  T. 
West,  Colonel  W.  C. 
Westlake,  J. 
Weston,  J.  D. 
Wiggin.H. 
Will,  J.  S. 
Williama,  A.  J. 
Williams,  J.  C. 
WilUams,  P. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Wilson,  I. 

Wilson,  J.  (Doriiam) 
Wiaterbotham;  A.  fi. 
Wodehoose,  K  B. 
Woodhead,  J. 
Wright,  0. 
Teo,  A.  F. 

TBLLBHS. 

Dillwyn,  L.  Ii. 
Biobud,  H. 


NOES. 


Addison,  3.  E.  W. 
Agg-Gardner,  J.  T. 
Ainslie,  W.  U. 
Allen,  H.  Q. 
AllBopp,  hon.  0. 
Allsopp,  hoD.  0. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
AuBtrathor,  Sir  B, 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Baden-PoweU,  G.  S. 
Baggallay,  E. 
Baily,  L.  R. 
Baird,  J. 
Baker,  L.  J. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A,  J, 
Balfour,  Qt.  W. 
Bartley,  O.  C.  T. 


Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Banmaon,  A.  A. 
Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  HickB- 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
BentiDck,  rt.  hn.  Q.  C. 
Bothell,  Commander 
Bickerstetb,  B. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkbeck.  Sir  E. 
BlundeU.  Col.  H.  B.  H. 
Boithwick,  Sir  A. 
Bourke,' right  hon.  R. 
Brand,  hon.  H.  B. 
BnuMey,  Sir  T. 


Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

F.  C. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick.  htm.  W.  St. 

J.  P. 

Brookfldd,  Ckd.  A.  M. 
Bollard,  H. 
Bardett-Cotttts,  W.  L. 

Ash-B. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Cavoadish,  Lord  E. 
Charrington,  S. 
Clarke,  E. 
Cohen,  L.  L. 
Commerell.Adml.  SirJ. 
ComptoD,  F. 
Cooko,  C.  W.  R. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.E.T.  D. 
Cranboroe,  Viscount 
Cross,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R.  A. 
Cross,  H.  S. 
Oubitt,  right  hon.  Q. 
Curzon,  Visoount 
Dawnay,  Colmel  hon. 

L.  P. 
Dawson,  B. 
De  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 
DeniBon,  E.  W. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Dimadale,  Baron  R. 
Douglas,  A.  Ak6ra< 
Duckbam.  T. 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
Duneombe,  A. 
Dyke,  rt.  hon.  Sir  W. 

H. 

Eaton,  H.  W. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
EdwardaS'Moss,  T.  C. 
Egerton,  Adml.  hon.  F. 
Eiferton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Egerton,  hn.  A.  J.  F. 
EUis,  Sir  J.  W. 
Evelyn,  W.  J. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 
Faroi^arson,  H.  B, 
Feilden,  Lt-Gbn.  B.  J. 
Fdlowes,  W.  H, 
FeiKU8son,rt  hn.  Sir  J. 
Field,  Captain  E. 
Finch,  a.  H. 
Finch-Hatton,  h«i.  M. 

E.  G. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  B.  XT.  P. 
Fitzwilliam,  hon.  W. 

J.  W. 
Fitz-Wygram,  Sir  F. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Folkestone,  Viscount 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  B.  N. 
Fraser,  General  0.  0. 
Gardner,  B.  iUohard- 
son- 

Gathome<Hardy,  hon. 

J.  8. 
Gent-Davis.  B. 
Gibson,  J.  G. 
Giles,  A, 


Goldsworthy,  Hi^Joe^ 
General  W.  T. 

Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 

Gregory,  G.  B. 

Grenfell,  W.  H. 

Grimiton,  Viscoont 

Grove,  Sir  T.  F. 

GuntOT,  Colond  B. 

Gnrdon,  R.  T. 

Hall,  A.  W. 

HaU,  C. 

Halsey,  T.  F. 

Hamilton,  Lord  O.  J. 

Hamilton,  Lord  E. 

Hamilton,  Lord  F.  S. 

Hamilton,  right  hon. 
Lord  G.  F. 

Hamilton,  Col.  C.  E. 

Hanbuiy,  R.  W. 

Hankey,  F.  A. 

Hardcastle,  E. 

Hardcastle,  F. 

Hartington,  Man],  of 

Hastings,  G.  W. 

Heaton,  J.  H. 

Herbert,  boo.  S. 

Hervey,  Lord  F. 

Hibb^  rt  hn.  J.  T. 

Hill,  Lord  A.  W. 

HiU,  A.  S. 

Holland,  -  xiy  hon.  Sir 

H.  T. 
Holmes,  rt  hon.  H. 
H^,  right  hon.  A.  J. 

Hoijdsworth,  W.  H. 
Howard,  J. 
Howard,  J.  M. 
Hughes,  Colond  E. 
Hughes -Hallett  Col. 

F.  C. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Hunter,  Sir  G. 
Hutton,  J.  F. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston,  W. 
Jones,  P. 

Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Kenyon,  hon.  G.  T. 
Ker,  R.  W.  B. 
Kimber,  H. 
King.  H.  S. 
Knatohbull  -Hngeawn, 

hon.  H.  T. 
EnighUey,  Sir  B. 
Lawranoe,  J,  0. 
Lawrence,  Sir  T. 
Lawrence,  W.  P. 
Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Leighton,  8. 
Lethbridge,  Sir  R. 
Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Lloyd,  W. 
Long.  W.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lubbock,  SirJ. 
Lymington,  Viscount 
Macartney,  W.  G.  E. 
Uaodonald,  rid4it  hon. 

J.  H.  A. 
Maclean,  J.  H. 
Macnaghten,  E. 
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M'Calmont,  Captain  J. 
M'Garel-Hogg,  Sir  J. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Mannen,  li.  bon.  Lord 

J.J.R. 
Uarcb,  Eailof 
Marriott,  rt.  hn.  W.  T. 
Marton.  Maj.  G.  B.  H. 
l^raxweU,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mildmav,  P.  B. 
Mill*,  hon.  O.  W. 
MUnin,  T. 
More,  R.  J. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Uonnt,  W.  O. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  R. 
aiulholland,  H.  L. 
Mantz,  P.  A. 
Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Newark,  VisGonnt 
NorriB,  E.  8. 
Northcote,  hon.  H.  S. 
Norton,  R. 
O'Xeill,  hon.  R.  T. 
Paget,  Sir  H.  H, 
Fearce,  W. 
Felly.  Sir  L. 
Percy,  Lord  A.  M. 
Pitt-] 

Plimket,  rt.  hon.  D.  R. 
Pomfret,  W.  P. 
PoweU,  F.  S. 
Price,  Captain  Qt.  E. 
Pnleston,  J.  H. 
Baikea,  rt  hon,  H.  0. 
Ritchie.  C.  T. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
Koas,  A.  H. 
Boand,  J. 
Riuadl,  Sir  G. 
Sandys,  Lieut. -Col.  T. 
M. 


Sannderson,  Maj.  E.  J. 
8cIater-BQoth,rthn.G. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson,  rt. 

hon.  Sir  H.  J. 
Seton-Karr,  H. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Sidebottom,  W. 
Sitwell,  Sir  G.  R. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  D. 

Stanhc^,  rt.  hon.  £. 
Stanley,  rt,  bn.  CoL 

Sir  P. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Stewart,  M. 
Sturrock,  P. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Tipping,  W. 
Toilemadke,  H.  J. 
ToH^Bon,  W.  E.  M. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Trotter,  H.  J. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Valentine,  C.  J. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
Walrond,  CoL  W.  H. 
Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.  J. 
Waring,  Colonel  T. 
Wataon,  J. 
Webster,  Sir  B.  B. 
White,  J.  B, 
Whitley,  E. 
Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart 
Wroughton,  P. 
Torke,  J.  R. 
Yonng,  C  £.  B. 

TELLBBS. 

Grey,  A. 
Maclnnes,  M. 


Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

8iE  MICHAEL  HICKS -BE.\CH 
(Bristol,  W.) :  Before  we  take  a  diviaioo 
on  this  Motion,  Ithiok  we  may,  in  the  first 
place,  congratolate  ourselves  that  wehave 
defeated  the  attempt  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn), 
in  spite  of  the  support  of  Her  Majesty's 
GK>Temment.  I  was  rather  surprised, 
after  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Sir  William  Harcourt),  in  which  he 
deprecated  the  passing  of  abstract 
Kesolutions  which  he  did  not  feel 
himself  in  a  position  to  carry  out, 
that  he  and  the  few  of  his  Colleagues 
who  are  present  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
should  have  followed  the  hon.  Member 
for  Swansea  into  the  Bivision  Lobby. 
But  when  I  see  among  these  Colleagues 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Denbighshire  (Mr. 
Osborne  Uorgtm),  the  hon.  Member  for 


Leeds  (Itr,  Herbert  Qladstone),  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cardiff  (Sic  Edward  J. 
Bead),  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mun- 
della),  who  are  known  supporters  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Swan- 
sea  

The  PRESIDENT  op  th»  BOARD 
OP  TEADE  (Mr.  Mundella.)  :  I  deny 
it. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Then  I  congratulate  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  having  changed  his  opi- 
nions, because,  if  he  refers  to  the  Divi- 
sion List  of  1870,  he  will  find  that  in 
that  year  he  supported  the  Motion  of 
Mr.  Watkin  Wiltiaus,  Seeing,  how- 
ever, the  bias  of  most  of  the  Colleagues 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  are 
present,  I  can  quite  understand  that 
he  felt  some  difficulty  in  carrying 
out  the  pledge  of  opposing  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea,  which,  we  under- 
stood, he  had  given  to  the  House.  But 
what  I  am  now  anxious  to  ask  is,  per- 
haps, a  somewhat  remarkable  request 
after  what  has  happened.  I  am  going 
to  ask  that  the  House  may  have  the 
benefit  of  the  guidance  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  We  have  now  another 
abetraot  Resolution  before  the  House. 
It  contains,  to  some  extent,  principles 
with  which  we  agree,  aud  whioh  we  are 
as  anxious  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northumberland  (Mr.  A.  Grey)  to  carry 
out  as  early  as  possible-^for  it  demands 
such  reforms  in  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, including  the  Church  of  Walesi 
as  may  make  that  Church  more  efficient 
for  its  work.  But  I  see  something  else 
besides  reforms  of  that  nature  in  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
umberland, for  I  think  my  hon.  Friend 
has  in  his  mind  the  establishment  of 
that  nondescript  institution,  a  Church 
without  dogma,  which  has  been  very 
well  likened  to  a  body  without  bones. 
There  are  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
members  of  the  Church  of  England 
who,  however  much  they  hate  the  idea 
of  Disestablishment  and  Disendowment. 
would  prefer  even  these  evils  to  being 
made  members  of  aBody  which  would  not 
be  a  Church,  but  a  National  Institution 
for  the  teaching  of  all  or  no  religion. 
Therefore,  Sir,  although  we  have  voted 
with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Northumberland,  in  order  to  defeat  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Swansea,  it  is  now  our  intention  to  op- 
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pose  the  sobBtantiTe  Motion  as  yoa  have 
put  it  from  the  Chair.  The  question  I 
am  anxious  to  ask  is  this — Whether  we 
may  on  this  occasion  anticipate  that 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  ivill,  having  divided  against  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
umberland, vote  now  in  favour  of  it? 

The  OHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  WiixrAM  Habcourt)  :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  hastdcen  a  course 
not  at  all  unusual — of  asking  advice  from 
people  which  he  has  not  the  slightest 
intention  of  following.  Considering  the 
number  of  years  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  been  a  Member  of  this  House, 
he  has  rather  presumed  upon  the  want 
of  experience  of  those  who  have  not  sat 
so  long  in  it,  when  he  expresses  sur- 
prise at  the  course  I  took  in  the  last 
division.  Anybody  who  knows  what 
the  usual  course  is,  is  aware  that  when 
a  Member  intends  to  vote  against  two 
Besolutions,  one  of  which  is  an  Amend- 
ment, he  votes  first  of  all  against  the 
Amendment,  and  then  against  theBeao- 
lution,  I  am  bound  to  say  it  is  a 
very  astute  proceeding  on  the  part  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  is  op- 
posed to  both  the  Amendment  and  the 
Besolution,  to  vote  for  a  body  without 
bones  only  for  the  purpose  of  breaking 
somebody  else's  bones.  But  that  is  not 
the  ordinary  proceeding.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  took  the  ordinary  and,  I  venture 
to  say,  the  more  straighuorward  course. 
["Oh,  oh  I"]  I  do  not  say  that  as  any 
reproach  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
What  I  say  is,  that  anybody  who  has  sat 
here  for  any  length  of  time  knows  per- 
fectly well  that  if  a  Member  is  opposed 
totwopropositions  he  votes  against  them 
both.  ["Oh!  ""I  The  hon.  Member 
who  cries  "  Oh  "  has,  I  think,  sat  in  the 
House  about  three  weeks.  It  has  cer- 
tainly been  the  practice,  according  to 
my  observation,  for  many  years  past. 
If  I  oppose  two  propositions  I  vote 
against  them  both,  and  I  do  not  support 
one  in  order  to  defeat  the  other.  I  voted 
in  the  Lobby  with  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Billwyn) 
becauee  I  intended  to  oppose  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northumberland  (Mr.  A:  Grey),  and 
I  intended  afterwards  to  rote  against 
the  Motion  of  tlie  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  is 
the  usual  course  of  proceeding.  Bis- 
approving,  as  I  do,  of  the  Motion  of  the 
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hon.  Member  for  Northumberland,  I 
sball  vote  against  it  now  that  it  has 
become  the  substantive  Motion  before 
the  House;  and  the  reason  I  give  is  that 
the  Government  are  not  prepared  to 
undertake  the  reform  of  the  Church  in 
Wales  any  more  than  they  are  prepared 
to  entertain  at  this  moment  the  Dises- 
tablishment of  the  Church  in  Wales.  I 
shall,  therefore,  vote  against  the  Motion. 

Mb.  ILLTNGWORTH  (Bradford. 
W.) :  Now,  Sir,  that  the  Motion  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Northum- 
berland (Mr.  A.  Grey)  has  become  a 
substantive  Motion.  I  think  it  is  of  im- 
portance that  the  House  should  see  the 
position  in  which  it  is  {placed.  Tha 
Amendment  has  been  need  as  a  means 
of  defeating  the  Motion  of  my  hou. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
DiUw;n)  ;  and  now  I  suppose  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  with  perfect  candour, 
will  vote  against  it.  What  is  it  that 
the  House  is  asked  fo  do?  It  is  to 
declare— 

"  That  the  timo  has  arrived  for  mtrodncinj; 
without  delay  into  the  organization  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church  in  Wales  sach  reforma  as  will 
enable  it  to  adapt  itself  more  efficiently  to  the 
religious  needs  and  wishes  of  the  Welsh 
people." 

Sir,  that  is  the  revolutionary  proposal 
of  my  hon.  Friend ;  but  may  I  remind 
the  House  of  the  manner  in  which  my 
hon.  Friend's  proposals  have  been  re- 
ceived by  the  adherents  of  the  Church 
of  England?  The  other  day  Lord 
Halifax  said  that  he  and  many  others 
in  the  Church  of  England  would  a  thou- 
sand times  sooner  have  Disestablishment 
than  these  reforms  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber proposes.  In  a  few  days  the  House 
will  have  a  proper  opportunity  of  finally 
deciding  the  qnestion  of  Disestablish- 
ment; and  under  thecircumstances,  there- 
fore, I  think  the  Government  will  do 
well  to  oppose  the  Motion  now  before 
the  House. 

Mr.  HAIKES  (Cambridge  Univer- 
sity) :  I  apprehend,  Sir,  that  if  the 
House,  in  order  to  avoid  having  two 
more  divisions,  consents  to  allow  the 
words  of  the  hon.  Member  forNorthum- 
bwland  (Mr.  A.  Gbey)  to  be  added  to 
the  Main  Question  without  a  division,  it 
will  then  be  possible  to  take  a  division 
on  ihe  Main  Question  as  amended  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  right  hou. 
Gentleman  has  correctly  interpreted  the 
situation.   If  the  Motion  ox  the  hon. 
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Member  for  Northumberlaod  is  nega- 
tived now  the  only  proposal  before  ua 
vould  be — 

"  That  aa  the  Church  of  England  in  Wales 
has  failed  to  fnlfil  its  professed  object  as  a 
means  of  promoting  the  religious  interests  of 
the  Welsh  people,  and  ministers  to  only  a 
small  minority  of  the  population." 

Tbe  House  sbonld  allow  the  vorda  pro- 
posed to  be  added  to  be  inserted,  and 
then  vote  upon  the  whole  as  a  substan- 
tive Motion. 

Mb.  albert  grey  (Northumber- 
land, Tyneside) :  I  only  wish  to  make 
one  observation.  The  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Raikes)  pointed  out 
in  his  speech  that  his  only  objoctioo  to 
the  Resolution  as  amended  by  my  Mo- 
tion would  be  owing  to  the  fact  that  it 
contaioed  an  objectionable  preamble; 
but  now  I  understand  that  tho  hostility 
of  the  Party  opposite  is  owing  to  the  fact 
that  my  Amendment  makes  a  deliberate 
declaration  that  reform  is  wanted. 
Well,  there  is  now  no  question  of  Dis- 
eatablishmont  before  the  House.  That 
question  has  been  disposed  of.  The 
only  question  is  whether  the  Na- 
tional Church  Establidiment  shall  be 
reformed  or  not ;  and  there  is  no  rea- 
son why  any  person  who  is  in  favour 
of  one  single  iota  of  reform  should  not 
vote  for  this  Amendment. 

Mk.  PULESTON  (Devonport):  I 
must  protest  against  the  remarks  of  the 
hou.  Member  for  Kurthumberland  (Mr. 
A.  Grey), because,  inthespeech  in  which 
he  moved  his  Amendment,  he  took  credit 
for  having  put  before  us  a  definite  and 
distinct  policy,  and  a  scheme  in  all  its 
details ;  and  I  apprehend  that  in  voting 
for  this  Resolution  we  should  be  accept- 
ing the  policy  which  he  indicated  in  his 
speech.  Therefore,  I  think  tbe  Opposi- 
tion are  justified  in  voting  against  the 
Amendment.  Z  cannot  tie  myself  to  the 
policy  indicated  in  the  hon.  Member's 
speech,  although  I  yield  to  no  man  in 
my  desire  for  the  reform  of  the  Church 
of  Wales. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) :  I  entirely  dluagree  with  what 
has  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Devonport  (Mr.  Puleston).  The  Amend- 
ment does  not  commit  us  to  any  particu- 
lar form  of  policy  ;  but  it  does  commit 
us  to  the  opinion  that  some  reform 
should  take  place.  I  am  not  sur- 
prised at  the  attitude  taken  up  by  the 


hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Illing- 
worth),  because  he  is  always  opposed  to 
the  Church  of  England,  and  resists 
any  reform  by  which  rfie  might  be 
strengthened.  It  is,  however,  certain  that 
sooner  or  later  wo  ehall  have  to  choose 
between  Disestablishment  or  reform,  and 
I  wish  to  impress  on  hon.  Members  op- 
posite that  there  are  many  <m  this  side 
of  the  Honse  who  have  opposed  Bis- 
establishment  in  the  hope  that  some  re- 
form will  be  undertaken  by  the  Church 
of  England.  If  the  House  resists  reffflrm 
now,  they  will  have  before  long  to  face 
the  Disestablishment  and  Disendowment 
of  the  Church. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (lelington,  N.)  :  T 
wish  to  say,  Sir,  that  I  phoU  support 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northumberland  (Mr.  A.  Grey),  because 
it  seems  to  me  to  be  practically  a 
question  of  an  absolute  vote  of  re- 
form in  the  Church  or  no  reform. 
Believing  reform  to  be  necessary,  I  shall 
support  the  Motion.  I  think  the  time 
has  come  when  we,  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House,  should  speak  out 
freely  and  boldly  in  favour  of  reform, 
and  that  when  we  have  the  opportunity 
we  should  not  shrink  from  doing  here 
what  we  have  pledged  ourselves  on  the 
hustings  to  try  and  carry  out. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  (Leicester- 
shire, E.)  :  I  merely  rise  to  say,  Sir,  in 
regard  to  what  has  fallen  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  theMember  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Raikes),  that 
there  is  no  objection  on  this  side  of  the 
House  to  allowing  the  addition  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northumberland  (Mr.  A.  Grey)  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwyn).  A  division  can  then  be 
taken  on  the  Motion  as  amended. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  2$!  ; 
Noes  152:  Majority  99.  —  (Div.  liiist. 
No.  25.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed. 

Mr.  puleston  (Devonport) :  I  wish 
to  say  but  a  very  few  words  of  esplana-: 
tion  with  regard  to  the  vote  I  am  about 
to  give,  and  that  I  think  I  have  a  per- 
fect right  to  do,  notwithstanding  the  in- 
terruption of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
Sir,  I  wish  to  state  that  I  should  havo 
been  one  of  tho  most  willing  followers 
of  tbe  hon.  Membw  for  Northumber* 
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land  (Mr.  A.  Grey)  in  voting  for  the 
Amendment  he  proposes,  wore  it  not  for 
the  fact  that  the  portion  of  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  which 
ifl  anteriorto  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northumberland  makes  that 
course  impossible  for  me  to  take. 

Main  Question  put. 
The  House  divided: — Ayes  49 ;  Noes 
3-16:  Majority  297.— (Div.  List,  No.  26.) 

Honao  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS. 
Wednesday,  IQth  Uarch^  1886. 


The  House  met  atTwv  of  the  clock. 

MINUTES.]  —  Public  Bills— —  F^rtt 
JIffarfiwy— Municipal  Ratcfl*  [134];  Commis- 
sioners Claasca  Act  (1847)  AmendmeDt  * 
\\Zh\  ;  Places  of  Worship  Sites"  [136]. 

Fi'rtt  ^eaditig—'iilam&gea  Validity*  [137J. 

Second  Jieaditrg— Public  Health  Acts  (Imptove- 
ment  Expenses)  [71 ;  Sale  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors  on  Sunday  [27],  debate  adjonrned. 

Committee— CtMl  Mines  *  [92]— u.p. 

0SDSR8  OF  TBE  PAY. 


PUBLIC  HEALTH  ACTS  (IMPROVEMENT 

EXPENSES)  BILL.— [Bill  7.] 
(Mr.  Doddi.  Sir  Edward  Seed,  Mr.  Arnold 
MorUy,  Mr.  William  Cooit  Mr.  BuUard.) 
SECOND  EEADISO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Me.  DODDS  fStockton),  in  rising  to 
move  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
said,  it  would  he  unnecessary  to  detain 
the  House,  because  the  Bill  was  circu- 
lated last  Session,  though  no  opportu- 
nity was  found  for  passing  it  into  law, 
and  it  met  with  no  opposition.  The 
provisions  of  the  Bill  were  directed  to 
alterations  of  important  sections  of  the 
Public  Health  Act  of  1875.  That  Act, 
as  hon.  Members  were  aware,  contained 
the  code  of  laws  for  regulating  and 
managing  important  sanitary  affairs 
throughout  England  and  Wales,  and 
had  bean  found  in  most  respects  a  most 
excellent  measure.  The  Bill  only  pro- 
posed to  deal  with  four  of  its  sections — 
namely,  the  3rd,  the  I50th,  the  ISIst^ 
and  the  152nd.    The  Bill  dealt  most 
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particularly  with  the  ISOth  section, 
which  it  proposed  to  repeal,  and  then 
to  re-enact  in  an  amended  form.  In 
seeking  to  amend  Sections  150  to  152  of 
of  that  Act,  he  demred  not  to  depart 
materially  from  the  porpose  of  the  old 
Act,  but  merely  to  amend  it  on  cer- 
tain details  which  the  experience  of  10 
years,  and  especially  of  recent  years,  had 
shown  required  amendment.  Section 
150  in  the  Act  of  1875  had  reference  to 
plans,  sections,  and  estimates  of  expenses 
in  reference  to  private  streets,  where  the 
expenses  of  paving,  &c.,  were  paid  by 
owners,  and  not  by  the  ratepayers  at 
large.  From  time  to  time  in  our  towns 
it  became  necessary  that  these  private 
streets  should  be  taken  over  by  the  Local 
Authorities,  and  henceforward  supported 
by  public  funds ;  and  hitherto,  under 
the  Act  of  1875,  it  was  the  custom, 
where  special  works  were  required,  first 
that  plans  and  sections  should  be  de- 
posited in  the  snrvejor'a  o£Boe,  together 
with  an  estimate  of  expenses.  But  the 
ownen  of  property  affected,  though  tbey 
had  this  information,  had  no  means  of 
making  their  voice  heard,  ehonld  they 
object,  until  after  the  works  were  com- 
pleted and  they  were  called  upon  to  pay 
their  proportion  of  the  expense.  The 
Bill,  in  the  first  place,  proposed  that 
plans  and  sections,  together  with  the 
estimate  of  expenses,  with  a  propor- 
tional apportionment  of  expenses,  should 
be  prepared  and  deposited  for  public 
inspection,  and  that  if  owners  desired 
to  object  in  any  way,  eithet  to  the  mode 
in  which  the  works  were  to  be  carried 
out,  or  the  character  of  the  material, 
or  the  proposed  proportional  apportion- 
ment, they  would  have  the  chance  of 
being  heard  by  application  to  the  magis- 
trates of  the  locality,  by  whom  the 
question  would  be  entered  into,  and 
eventually,  if  the  parties  desired  it,  a 
reference  could  be  made  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  in  London,  who 
could,  if  they  thought  fit,  send  down  an 
Inspector  to  inquire  into  the  circum- 
stances and  decide  between  the  contend- 
ing parties,  the  expenses  of  that  being 
borne  by  the  party  against  whom  the 
decision  was  given.  By  this  measure, 
by  inquiry  in  the  first  instance,  instead 
of  litigation  afterwards,  one  great  ob- 
jection  to  the  working  of  the  Act  of 
1875  would  be  removed.  Again,  when 
notice  was  given  under  the  Aot  to 
owners  to  level,  or  pave,  or  sewer  the 
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Btreet  of  vhtch  they  happened  to  be 
OTDera,  they  were  allowed  the  option  of 
carrying  out  the  work  themselves ;  but, 
in  practice,  it  did  oot  happen  once  in 
fifty  times  that  an  owuer  executed  the 
■work  himself.  ObTJOusIy,  it  would  be 
inexpedient  that  individual  owners 
should,  in  a  street,  say,  of  50  houses 
belonging  to  30  different  owners,  deter- 
mine upon  doing  his  sewers,  paving, 
&c.,  himself,  for  in  doing  so  he  would 
soon  find  himself  at  issue  with  his  neigh- 
bours on  the  opposite  side.  It  was,  in 
fact,  next  to  impossible,  unless  the  whole 
of  the  street  was  the  property  of  one 
owner ;  the  Local  Authorities  therefore 
hod  the  power  to  repair  the  street,  and 
apportion  the  expense  among  the 
owners,  and  the  proportion  was  deter- 
mined on  the  basis  of  the  amount  of 
frontage  of  each  property  abutting  on 
the  straet.  That  would  be  perfectly  fair, 
if  the  houses  were  all  on  the  same  prin- 
ciple; but  many  valuable  properties 
had  little  frontages,  and  some  properties 
derived  veiy  little  advantage  from 
paving  and  other  works  in  the  street. 
For  instance,  take  a  roadway  leading  up 
to  extensive  works  and  premises  in  the 
rear.  In  such  a  case  it  was  hard  on 
the  other  owners  that  a  fair  proportion 
of  the  coet  of  the  road  should  not  be 
paid  by  the  owner  of  the  wor3»,  how- 
ever small  his  actual  frontage.  It  was 
proposed,  then,  in  the  Bill  to  make  a 
provisional  apportionment  after  asurvey, 
and  that  this  should  be  deposited  for 
examination,  and  subsequently  the  pro- 
visional  apportionment  would  be  the 
basis  of  the  actual  proportion  of  ex- 
penses to  be  borne  by  each  owner.  The 
old  Act  made  provision  for  arbitration 
in  the  arrangement  of  expenses  ;  but  the 
clause  had  been  found  to  be  exceedingly 
unworkable,  for  the  reason,  perhaps, 
that  out  of  60  owners  49  might  be  satis- 
fied; bat  one  objection  sont  the  case  to 
arbitration.  It  was  quite  impossible 
that  an  arbitrator  could  deal  finally  with 
the  matter  unless  he  had  all  the  parties 
before  him  ;  but  the  Bill  would  provide 
an  inquiry  in  the  first  instance,  not  after 
expenses  were  incurred.  Another  im- 
portant point  of  the  Bill  was  to  give 
greater  facilities  for  recovering  the 
amount  expended,  so  that  in  such  oases, 
not  unusual,  where  a  person  has  spent 
all  hie  savings  in  the  purchase  of  a 
house,  and  was  not  in  a  position  to  pay 
the  expenses  arising  for  paving,  &c., 


all  at  once,  the  expenses  would  be 
allowed  to  remain  on  a  charge  of  5  per 
cent  over  a  certein  period.  The  Bill 
would  be  general  in  application,  .but 
would  be  found  most  useful  in  small 
boroughs;  because  large  towns  like 
Manchester,  Liverpool,  Birmingham, 
and  Leeds,  though  all  in  favour  of  the 
Bill,  would  not  be  affected  by  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Bill,  having  an  Act  of  Par* 
liament  of  their  own,  in  which  they  had 
incorporated  as  much  of  the  Public 
Health  Aot  as  they  thought  necessary. 
But  the  Bill  would  be  a  great  boon  to 
small  boroughs  unable  to  go  to  the  ex- 
pense of  having  a  local  Act.  Some  ob- 
jection had  been  raised  to  certain  por- 
tions of  the  Bill;  but  they  were  only 
objective  upon  points  of  detail  that 
might  very  well  be  met  in  Oommittee. 
One  of  them  had  been  mentioned  to  him 
by  his  hon.  fViend  the  Member  for 
Wigan  (Mr.  F.  S.  Powell),  who  sug< 
gested  an  Amendment  in  relation  to  the 
dedication  of  new  streets ;  and  another 
suggested  Amendment  had  reference  to 
the  borough  of  Croydon,  the  Corpora- 
tionanticipating  difficulties  in  connection 
with  their  local  Aot.  He  thought  he 
could  satisfactorily  meet  these  objections 
in  Committee.  The  Bill,  as  a  whole, 
had  been  universally  supported  by  Cor- 
porations throughout  the  country.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."-(lfr.  DM.) 

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said, 
that,  having  largely  assisted  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Basingstoke  Division  of  Hampshire  (Mr. 
Sclater-Booth)  in  the  preparation  of  the 
Aot  of  1875,  which  was  a  work  of  enor- 
mous magnitude,  he  could  not  but  re- 
gret the  necessity  of  the  present  Bill,  as 
the  Act  of  1875  had  proved  to  be  an 
excellent  measure.  He  thought,  how- 
ever, the  hon.  Member  for  Stockton  had 
made  out  a  case  for  the  amendment  of 
the  Act.  In  London  there  were  bars 
and  gates  marking  off  private  streets 
and  public  streets ;  but  in  provincial 
towns  happily  there  were  no  such  evi- 
dences of  exclusion,  and  access  to  private 
streets  was  as  free  aa  to  public  thorough- 
fares. It  was  important,  therefore,  to 
facilitate  in  every  way  the  improvement 
and  maintenance  of  private  streets. 
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He  thought  that  in  Committee  the  retro- 
spective and  penal  character  of  the  Bill 
might  be  somewhat  modiSed.  He  hoped 
the  hoQ.  Member  would  agree  to  amend 
the  Bill,  80  that  those  who  had  made 
streets  would  have  the  same  benefits 
which  they  now  enjoyed ;  and,  further, 
that  power  would  be  giran  to  ev^ 
rnral  authority  to  adopt  the  Aet  if  they 
desired  to  do  so. 

Ur.  OSOMFTON  (Staffordshire, 
Leek)  said,  he  approved  moat  heartily 
of  the  Bill,  and  of  the  way  in  which  it 
dealt  with  the  objects  aimed  at  in  it.  At 
the  present  time  the  proportional  pay- 
ment for  the  making  of  a  -  street  de- 
pended upon  the  amount  of  frontage ; 
BO  that  a  man,  with  a  house  and  garden 
at  the  side,  would  have  to  pay  a  great 
deal  more  than  a  man  with  a  larger 
house  and  garden  at  the  back.  One 
point  had  not  been  touched  ;  but  it  was 
an  important  one.  The  liability  to  pay 
for  the  making  of  a  new  street  was  en- 
tirely thrown  on  (me  person,  the  person 
who  received  the  rack  rent.  What  that 
meant  was,  that  the  person  who  was  in 
receipt  of  two-thirds  of  the  payment  had 
to  pay  for  the  whole  of  the  expense  of 
making  the  street.  He  hoped  to  see  a 
clause  introduced  by  which  the  liability 
to  pay  for  the  making  of  new  streets 
should  be  thrown  upon  everybody  who 
had  any  interest  in  the  property,  in  pro- 
portion to  that  interest.  The  difficulty 
presented  itself  to  the  mind  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  "Wigan  (Mr.  F.  S.  Powell), 
who  complained  that  power  would  be 
taken  away  from  an  owner  who  made  a 
street  for  himself,  and  that  owner  would 
be  prevented  from  making  roads  on  his 
private  property ;  but,  really,  it  was  not 
in  question.  The  Act  of  1875  and  this 
Bill  both  referred  to  Hie  case  whether 
owners  had  chosen  to  dedicate  a  road  to 
the  public  to  make  a  highway.  So  long 
as  it  was  not  a  highway  the  owner  could 
deal  with  it  in  any  way  helihed.  It 
was  only  when  he  made  the  road  a  high- 
way, over  which  (he  public  had  a  right 
to  pass,  that,  by  the  provisions  of  the 
BUI,  the  Local  Authority  would  have  the 
power  of  saying  how  the  work  should  be 
done.  He  did  not  profess  to  have  mas- 
tered the  whole  of  the  sections  ;  but,  so 
far  as  he  could  see,  the  arrangement 
would  be  fair  to  owners,  which  the  pre- 
sent law  was  nob  altogether.  It  was 
only  when  the  street  was  dedicated  by 
the  ownor  to  public  use  that  the  Local 


Authority  took  it  into  their  hands,  so 
he  did  not  see  that  private  rights  were 
infringed.  The  Eeoond  reading  of  the 
Bill  ^ould  pasa  without  much  contro- 
versy. There  were  several  dauses  that 
would  require  careful  looking  into  in 
Committee ;  but  he  had  the  fullest  con- 
fidence that  the  Bill  would  emerge  from 
Committee  a  valuable  amendmentofthe 
Act  of  1875. 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HEBBEET  (Croydon) 
said,  he  did  not  offer  any  opposition  to 
the  Bill.  The  Bill  had  caused  a  certain 
amount  of  alarm  in  the  minds  of  those 
Corporations  which  had  their  own  pri- 
vate Acts  on  this  subject ;  and  he  would 
suggest  to  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Dodds) 
to  propose  in  Committee  to  amend 
Clause  18,  and  so  make  the  Bill  as  much 
as  possible  a  part  of  the  Public  Health 
Act.  He  thought  the  Corporations  need 
not  be  under  any  alarm  as  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  DWYEE  GEAY  (Dublin,  St. 
Stephen's  Green)  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  Bill  now  before  the  House 
was  a  very  useful  and  desirable  one.  He 
wished,  however,  to  point  out  to  the 
hon.  Membw  (Mr.  Dodds)  who  moved 
its  seooud  reading  that  at  present  its 
terms  only  extended  to  England.  This 
he  considered  to  be  an  obvious  defect, 
but  one  about  which  there  need  be  no 
difficulty  in  remedying.  The  self-same 
difficulties  that  arose  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Act  of  1875  for  England  had 
arisen  in  the  administration  of  the  cor- 
responding Act  for  Ireland  of  1 878 ;  and 
he  wished,  therefore,  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  would  he  have  any  objection 
to  such  an  Amendment  as  would  extend 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  to  Ireland  ? 
This  would  not  involve  any  difficulty- 
little  more  than  a  few  verbal  Amend- 
ments being  necessary— BO  as  to  correct 
a  state  of  thin^  under  which  the  same 
defects  existed  in  Ireland  as  applied  to 
the  working  of  the  Act  in  England.  He 
was  certainly  not  inclined  to  consent 
that  they  should  wait  for  a  series  of 
years  for  an  Amendment  which  the 
House  now  seemed  to  admit  to  be 
neceseary. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Joseph 
Chahbeillain)  (Birmingham,  W.)  said, 
that  the  objects  and  intentions  of  the 
Bill  had  been  so  fully  explained  that  it 
was  only  necessary  for  him  to  state  the 
opinions  the  Govemment  had  formed 
upon  it.   They  considered  the  Bill  an 
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extremely  useful  one,  and  one  that 
would  carry  out  a  muoh-desired  amend- 
ment of  the  lav.  Further,  it  vas  a  Bill 
that  would  be  more  to  the  adrantage  of 
owners  than  to  the  Corporatione  who 
were  promoting  the  Bill,  and  would 
Bimplify  procedure  and  make  it  more 
fair  to  all  parties.  In  the  first  instance, 
it  provided  that  in  future  no  work 
should  be  undertaken  until  all  the  par- 
ticulars had  been  properly  advertised 
and  brought  to  the  notice  of  all  con- 
cerned ;  and  then  all  persons  interested 
in  the  matter  had  the  opportunity  of 
making  any  objecticniB  they  thought  fit, 
and  of  being  heard,  and  having  their 
objections  d^ided  upon,  before  any  ex- 
penses were  incurred.  At  present  the 
necessary  expenses  were  incurred  before 
those  questions  were  debated  and  aetded. 
The  Bill  also  gave  a  larger  discretion  to 
Local  Authorities  to  enable  them  to 
apportion  the  expense.  Otearly  the 
nght  priaciple  was  that  it  shoiud  be 
apportioned  with  some  regard  to  the 
benefit  conferred.  At  present  it  was 
apportioned  arbitrarily,  with  regard 
only  to  £rontage,  and  that  was  not 
in  every  case  a  proper  standard.  Those 
were  the  principal  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
which  he  thought  would  commend  itself 
to  the  acceptance  of  the  House.  The 
hon.  Member  (Ur.  Sidney  Herbert),  on 
behalf  of  the  borough  of  Croydon,  had 
expressed  a  hope  that  the  Bill  should 
not  be  allowed  to  interfere  with  the  pri- 
vate powers  of  the  Oorporation  of  that 
town.  As  MemheT  for  Birmingham,  he 
(If  r.  Joseph  Chamberloin)  stood  in  the 
same  position  as  the  hon.  Member  (Mr, 
Sidney  Herbert).  Birmingham  had  ob- 
tained a  complete  Code  of  Municipal 
Law,  which  included  most  of  the  Amend- 
ments that  were  proposed  to  be  brought 
into  the  general  law  by  this  Bill ;  and 
that  Code  had  been  in  operation  for 
some  years,  and  had  given  general 
satisfaction.  He  thought  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  were  quite  sufficient  to  ex- 
clude any  possibility  of  those  private 
Acts  beii^  interfered  with;  Clause  18 
was  a  saving  clause  in  that  respect. 
There  were  some  Amendments  the 
objects  of  which  were  simply  to  make 
clearer  some  provisions  of  tlw  Bill 
which  the  Gbmnment  wished  to  in- 
troduce; and  he  should  ask  the  Com- 
mittee stage  to  be  postponed  for  a  fort- 
night to  give  time  for  the  preparation  of 
these  Amendnwnts.  The  hon.  Member 
for  St.  Stephen's  Ghwen  (Mr.  Ghray) 


asked  that  the  Bill  should  be  extended 
to  Ireland ;  but  he  was  afraid  the  Muui- 
cipal  Law  of  that  country  was  so  diffe- 
rent from  that  of  this  country  that  any 
extenuon  would  be  more  difficult  than 
might  be  imagined.  He  would,  how- 
ever, communicate  with  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) ;  and 
if  it  were  found  that  Amendments  could 
bo  introduced  to  apply  the  Bill  to  Ire- 
land, and  such  an  extension  appeared 
desirable  to  the  Irish  Members,  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  glad  to  meet  their 
views. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  fManoheater, 
E.)  said,  he  was  glad  to  have  an  op- 
portunity of  doing  what  he  could  to 
further  the  progress  of  the  Bill.  It  was 
clearly  right,  in  deciding  upon  expen- 
diture, that  the  people  who  had  to  meet 
the  expenditure  should  have  a  voice  in 
the  settlement  of  the  matter.  He  was 
entirely  of  opinion  with  the  President 
of  Uie  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
Joseph  Chamberlain)  that  the  present 
rough-and-ready  method  of  apportion- 
ing expenses  was  not  only  crude,  but 
sometimes  extremely  inequitable,  and 
unjust.  The  method  introduced  by  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Dodds)  was  obvi- 
ously equitable  and  just.  There  were 
one  or  two  slight  weaknesses,  however, 
in  the  Bill,  which  he  woidd  like  to 
point  out.  It  tras  true  that  in  this  Bill, 
as  it  at  present  stood,  the  owner  ap- 
peared to  have  the  right  of  giving  his 
voice  before  any  expenditure  was  in- 
curred ;  but  they  aU  knew  that  estimates 
were  frequently  exceeded;  and  he 
thought  that  the  owner  should  not  only 
hare  a  voice  in  the  matter  of  the  esti- 
mates, but  also  with  regard  to  the  ex- 
penses actually  incurred.  It  had  been 
suggested  that  rural  authorities  should 
be  given  power  to  take  advantage  of 
this  Act ;  but  he  did  not  think  that  that 
would  be  a  wise  provision;  at  present 
there  were  ample  facilities  given  to  the 
rural  authorities  to  get  urban  powers. 
He  hoped  that  such  Amendments  would 
be  made  as  would  remove  the  weak- 
nesses in  the  Bill.  He  was  glad  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stockton  had  had 
the  opportunity  this  Session  of  intro- 
ducing his  Bill ;  and  he  trusted  that  he 
would  successfully  carry  it  through 
Committee. 

Ms.  LANE  (Cork  Co.,  East)  said,  he 
desired  to  snppwl  tiie  reanest  ot  the 
hon.  Member  for  St.  Stephen's  Green 
(Mr.  Gray)  to  have  the  Bill  extended  to 
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Ireland.  At  the  present  moment,  the 
Corporation  wi^i  which  he  was  con- 
nected— the  Corporation  of  Cork— was 
Buffering  verj  much disabiHtTunder the 
Public  Health  Act  of  1878.  XTnderthat 
Act  it  was  not  possible  to  recorer  with 
ease  and  facility  public  money  spent  on 
private  works  for  landlords  who  were 
unable  or  unwilling  to  carry  out  those 
works ;  and  the  Corporation  was  pre- 
vented from  carrying  out  several  exten- 
sive sanitary  measures  on  account  of 
this  disability.  He  thought  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain)  would  had 
that  there  was  no  difference  between  the 
law  of  England  and  Ireland  in  respect 
to  this  matter. 

Mb.  ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Lyne) 
said,  he  thought  the  measure  was  one 
whioh  would  lead  to  useful  and  porma- 
Dent  results.  The  apportionment  of  ex- 
penses upon  the  person  who  drew  the 
rack  rent  had  been  objected  to;  but, 
from  a  considerable  experience  of  this 
question,  he  could  say  that  there  was 
no  other  practical  way  of  charging  these 
expenses. 

Mr.  BEUNNEE  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  said,  he  hoped  that  the  principle 
of  this  Bill  would  be  remembered  when 
the  question  of  the  expense  of  making  a 
park  for  any  town  was  considered.  He 
should  like  it  to  be  provided  that  ad- 
joining owners,  who  benefited  very 
largely  when  a  park  was  made,  should 
contribute  towards  the  expenses. 

Ma.  TOMLINSON  (PrestonJ  said,  he 
quite  agreed  that  the  Bill  contained 
many  vuuable  provisions.  He  believed 
that  as  the  law  now  stood  a  Iiocal  Au- 
thority could  not  make  a  public  carriage 
way  along  a  new  road  unless  they  also 
took  the  footpaths ;  and  if  they  decided 
to  make  a  carriage  way  through  a  street 
only  partly  built  upon,  the  owner  of  the 
land  was  put  to  the  very  heavy  expense 
of  having  to  pave  both  sides  of  the  tho- 
roughfare long  before  that  step  was 
really  wanted.  What  was  wanted  was  a 
provision  which  would  enable  a  public 
authority  to  declare  a  carriage  way  open 
as  a  highway  through  a  street  partly 
built  upon  without  necessarily  declaring 
the  footpath  parts  of  the  highway  at  the 
same  time. 

Question  put,  and  aifreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitUi 
for  TiMdajf  23rd  Much. 

Mr.  Lane 


SALE  OP  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
SrNDAY  BILL.— [Bill  27-] 
(jBir  Joi^h  Pea$e,  Mr.  Palmtr,  Mr.  Itnae 
Wibfn.) 

SEOONT)  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Sia  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham,  Bar- 
nard Castle),  in  rising  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
the  question  of  Sunday  Closing  had 
been  so  often  before  the  House  that  he 
hoped  he  need  not  detain  the  House 
many  minutes  in  introducing  this  mea- 
sure. A  Bill  similar  to  this  had  been 
introduced  by  himself  and  'one  or  two 
of  his  Parliamentary  Friends  for  several 
years  past,  especially  naming  Earl  Percy 
and  Mr.  John  Tremayne ;  but  it  was  only 
this  year  that  they  had  Imd  the  chance  of 
fairly  bringing  the  measure  under  the 
notice  of  the  House.  He  regretted  the 
absence  from  that  House  of  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  assisted  the  move- 
ment on  previous  occasions,  and  hoped 
the  House  would,  at  least,  accept  this 
Bill  as  an  honest  endeavour  to  settle  a 
complicated,  difficult,  and  much-vexed 
question.  He  felt  that  the  House  and 
the  country  were  not  prepared  to  go  in 
absolutely  for  entire  Simday  Closing ; 
every  Sunday  Closing  Bill  was  a  matter 
of  degree ;  that  we  were  in  England 
a  beer-drinking  people,  especially  so 
far  as  the  South  of  England  was  con- 
cerned; and  that  it  would  not  be 
judicious  to  run  Sunday  Closing  so 
far  as  to  prevent  people  having  what 
was  called  dinner  beer  and  supper  beer. 
It  would  not  be  fair,  whilst  allowing  the 
bond  fide  traveler  who  had  travelled  two 
or  three  miles  from  his  home  to  get  what 
ha  liked,  and  thentoprohibitaman  living 
close  by,  and  who  stayed  at  home,  from 
going  into  the  public-house  to  get  tho 
beer  which  he  desired  for  himself  and 
his  family.  That,  however,  was  the 
efTect  of  the  various  measures  for  Sun- 
day Closing  which  had  been  passed  or 
inti-oduced  into  that  House.  He  knew 
that  the  absolute  Sunday  Closing  advo- 
cates did  not  agree  with  him  on  that 
point ;  but  he  thought  that,  generally 
speaking,  thoy  might  feel  certain  that  if 
they  tried  to  drive  legislation  of  that 
character  beyond  the  wishes  and  wants 
of  the  people  they  would  fall  into  other 
errors  which  were  far  worse  than  those 
they  intended  to  put  an  end  to.  He  could 
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not  think  that  it  woald  be  for  the  good  of 
the  working  classes  that,  if  they  wanted 
beer  on  Sunday,  they  should  be  obliged 
to  take  home  a  stock  of  it  on  Saturday. 
The  question  of  Sunday  Closing  was  en- 
tirely a  question  of  degree.    Even  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Shields  (Mr.  J.  0.  Stevenson),  who  had 
worked  so  arduously,  felt  that  dealing 
with  the  Metropolis  was  so  dt£B.cuIt  a 
question  that  he  was  prepared  to  leave 
it  out  of  his  Bill  altogether.  Person- 
ally, he  (Sir  Joseph  Pease)  had  taken  a 
great  deal  of  pains  to  find  out  how  far 
they  could  work  in  the  Metropolitan 
district  at  all ;  and  when  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross)  was 
Home  Secretary  he  Teoeired  facilities 
from  him,  end  was  put  into  communica- 
tion with  personB  who  conld  help  him  to 
form  a  judgment.   The  conclusions  he 
came  to  were  embodied  in  this  Bill, 
which,  so  far  as  the  Metropolitan  district 
was  concerned,  proposed  only  to  curtail 
the  hours  of  opening  on  Sunday  evenings 
by  two  hours.    At  present  they  were 
open  from  6o'clock  till  1 1  o'clock.  It  was 
held  by  those  who  were  well  qualified 
to  judge  that  the  last  hour  in  London 
was  the  hour  in  which  more  harm  was 
done  by  the  public-houses  being  open 
than  was  done  all  the  rest  of  the  Sun- 
day ;  and  that  if  the  hour  of  closing  in 
liondon  was  altered  from  !1  to  10  great 
good  would  be  done.   London  was  a 
very  difficult  place  to  deal  with.  There 
were  a  great  many  people  living  in  the 
MetTopoliB  who  had  no  other  ^ace  on 
Sunday  than  the  public-houBes  and  re- 
freshment houses  in  which  to  have  their 
ordinary  meals.  Therefore,  he  had  gone 
beyond  the  Report  of  the  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords  on  Intemperance, 
who  desired  that  the  houses  should  re- 
main closed  in  London  all  Sunday,  ex- 
cept for  the  sale  of  liquor  to  be  con- 
sumed o£f  the  premises.    The  main 
points  of  his  Bill  could  be  stated  in  a  few 
words.    It  proposed  to  reduce  the  even- 
ing hours  of  opening  in  the  Metropolitan 
district,  so  that  the  houses  nright  be 
open  only  from  7  to  10,  instead  of  6  to 
11.    In  populous  places  outside  the 
Metropolitan  district  the  hours  were  to 
be  reduced  to  7  to  9,  instead  of  6  to  10 ; 
and  the  houses  were  to  be  open  only  for 
the  sale  of  beer,  cider,  perry,  &o.,  for 
consumption  off  the  premises,  no  spirits 
being  allowed  to  be  sold.   In  the  coun- 
try it  was  proposed  that  public-houses 


should  not  be  opened  at  all  on  Sun- 
day ;  but  neither  in  town  or  country 
was  it  proposed  to  alter  the  present 
law  as  regarded  the  bond  fidt  traveller, 
or  as  related  to  railway  refreshment 
rooms.  The  alterations  proposed  by  the 
Bill  mainly  affected  the  evening  hours, 
except  in  the  rural  districts,  where  total 
Sunday  Closing  was  proposed ;  but  even 
as  regarded  these  rural  districts  he  was 
quite  open  to  return  the  Bill  to  the  form 
in  which  it  was  introduced  some  years 
ago,  giving  these  districts  also  power  to 
procure  dinner  and  supper  beer  for  con- 
sumption off  the  premises.   As  to  Lon- 
don and   populous  places,   he  pro- 
posed to  leave  the  mid-day  hours  of 
opening  as  at  present — namely,  1  to 
3  in  London,  and  12.30  to  2.30  iu 
other  towns.    He  had  found  it  difficult 
to  get  at  the  real  feeling  of  different 
districts  with  regard  to  those  hours. 
Those  were  his  proposals;  but  he  was 
not  wedded  to  any  precise  details,  which 
he  should  be  quite  willing  to  discuss  in 
Committee,  with  a  view  to  arriving  at  the 
best  and  most  satisfactory  settlement  of 
the  question.    The  hon.  Member  for 
Essex   (Mr.    Herbert    Gardner)  had 
just  told  him  he  thought  one  hour 
of  opening  at  dinner  time  and  another 
hour  at  supper  time  were  quite  enough ; 
but  dinner  time  and  supper  time  varied 
in  different  places,  and  thereforo  he  had 
1^  the  hours  very  much  as  they  were 
at  present,  except  late  in  the  evening. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sonm 
Shields  (Mir.  J.  0.  Stermson)  was,  he 
knew,  desirous  of  entiro  Sunday  Closing,  . 
and,  of  course,  he  was  entitled  to  try  to 
legislate  on  that  basis.   Indeed,  if  he 
thought  that  the  House  would  back  him, 
he  might  try  to  amend  the  present  Bill  in 
Committee  in  that  direction ;  but  he  (Sir 
Joseph  Pease)  did  not  think  that  either 
the  House  or  public  opinion  out-of-doors 
would  be  prepared  for  the  entire  closing 
of  public  licensed  houses  on  Sunday.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Addison)  had  put  down  on  the  Notice 
Paper  an  intimation  of  his  intention  to 
oppose  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill ; 
but  he  (Sir  Jose{^  Pease)  trusted  that 
he  would  not  persevere  with  that  inten- 
tion.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the  House 
would  be  glad  to  hear  what  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  had  to  say  in  oppo- 
sition to  legislation  on  this  subject ;  but 
he  begged  them  to  recollect  how  long 
Sunday  Closing  had  been  a  subject  of 
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disouseioD,  and  of  agitation  bj  pablio 
meetings  and  otherwise.  The  question 
of  Sunday  Closing  had  been  tfikea  up 
by  the  people  ol  this  country.  He  (Sir 
Joseph  Pease)  had  attended  a  great 
many  election  meetings,  and  the  ques- 
tion had  always  been  put  to  the  candi- 
date, and  generally  answered  affirma- 
tively. The  Judges  had  taken  it  up, 
and  80  had  the  magistrates  and  the 
Boards  of  Guardians ;  and  he  believed 
that  there  was  no  section  of  the  Chris- 
tian Church  but  had,  in  its  collective 
capacity^jpassed  resolutions  in  favour  of 
Sunday  Closing.  Therewere  points  upon 
which  the  Bill  might  be  amended  in 
Committee,  either  by  those  who  thought 
it  did  not  go  far  enough,  or  by  those 
who  took  the  contrary  view ;  but  he 
hoped  the  House  would  give  it  a  second 
reading,  with  the  view  of  bringing  the 
matter  to  a  satisfactory  and  permanent 
conclusion,  and  so  doing  some  good. 
Those  who  knew  what  the  state  of 
London  was  on  a  Sunday  night,  espe- 
cially at  the  East  End,  would  know  that 
it  was  that  last  hour  that  was  the  des- 
perate hour.  He  was  not  speaking 
without  some  knowledge  of  the  matter, 
but  from  personal  observation.  Those 
hon.  Ifembers  also  who  knew  the  state 
of  the  country  towns  on  Sunday  even- 
ings, and  the  strength  of  public  feeling 
throughout  the  oountxy,  must  feel  that 
auch  a  judicious  restriction  of  the  hours 
as  was  proposed  by  this  Bill  was  worthy 
of  their  support.  He  would  conclude 
by  moving  uie  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Sir  Joteph  PMtg.) 

Mb.  J.  0.  STEVENSON  (South 
Shields)  said,  that,  having  for  some 
Sessions  past  taken  charge  of  l^e  Sun- 
day Closing  Bill,  he  thought  that  he 
might  claim  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
if  he  ventured  to  interjiose  at  that  early 
stage  for  the  purpose  of  explaining  his 
own  position  with  regard  to  the  Bill 
which  his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Joseph 
Pease)  had  introduced,  end  the  second 
reading  of  wluoh  he  had  just  moved. 
He  (Itr.  J.  C.  Stevenson)  ventured  to 
call  that  measure  a  compromise  Bill, 
and  he  must  at  once  say  that  he  re- 
garded it  as  falling  very  far  short  of 
what  the  necessities  of  the  case  de- 
manded, or  what  publio  opinion  throogh- 


out  the  comtry  was  prepared  to  accept. 
While,  however,  he  said  this,  he  must 
add  that  be  had  never  eipected  that 
Sunday  Closing,  pure  and  simple,  should 
beoarriedouteverywhereallatonoe.  He 
had,  for  instance,  always  been  prepared 
to  delay  the  full  operation  of  the  Bills 
he  had  introduced  within  the  Metropoli- 
tan district.  What  might  be  done  as 
to  the  Metropolis  he  did  not  then  say. 
That  might  safely  be  left  to  the  judg- 
ment of  the  large  number  of  Metropoli- 
tan Memberswho  had  now  been  admitted 
to  that  House,  and  who  would  be  in  a 
position  to  explain  their  views  in  Com- 
mittee on  this  Bill.  But,  whatever  might 
be  the  case  with  respect  to  the  Metro- 
polis, he  believed,  as  regards  the  rest  of 
the  country,  that  public  opinion  there 
was,  at  the  present  moment,  fully  ripe 
for  a  measure  of  total  closing  on  the 
Sunday.  As  he  had  been  unfortunate 
in  balloting  for  his  own  Bill,  and  had 
had  no  opportunity  of  bringing  it  before 
the  House  during  the  present  Session 
with  any  chance  of  taking  the  sense  of 
hon.  Members  upon  it,  he  should  feel 
perfectly  free  to  support  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Baronet. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  he  desired  to  say 
that  in  Committee  he  should  endeavour 
to  get  rid  of  the  unnecessary  concessions, 
as  he  deemed  them,  which  his  hon. 
Friend  had  unfortunately  introduced 
into  it,  with  a  view  to  make  it  a  broader, 
a  more  comprehenaire,  and  a  more 
statesmanlike  measure  than  it  was  as 
now  presented  to  the  Hoase.  The  Bill 
would  only  give  total  Sunday  Closing 
in  the  country  villages.  Elsewhere  it 
would  merely  amount  to  a  reduction  of 
the  hours  for  which  public-houses  were 
allowed  to  be  open  on  Sundays,  together 
with  a  certain  modification  in  the  nature 
of  the  business  carried  on  in  those  houses 
on  Sunday.  Now,  what  be  (Mr.  J.  C. 
Stevenson)  contended  was  that  his  hon. 
Friend  might  have  taken  up  a  much 
stronger  position  than  that,  and  that 
ubiic  opinion  would  have  supported 
im  in  proposing  a  much  stronger  mea- 
sure. The  Bill  before  them  would  not, 
as  it  stood,  liberate  the  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  barmen  and  barmaids  who 
now  lose  their  day  of  rest,  and  the  proper 
enjoyment  of  tiiat  day  with  their  fami- 
lies. Those  persons  now  worked  longer 
hours  than  any  other  class  of  people, 
and  therefore  they,  more  than  any 
othus,  required  the  Sunday  rest  of  which 
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they  were  now  deprired.  The  great  de- 
mand outside  the  House,  as  was  evident 
from  the  Petitions  which  had  been  laid 
on  the  Table,  was  not  for  a  measure 
like  that.  It  was  for  total,  dosing,  and 
not  for  partial  dosing.  This  was  dearly 
the  restut  when  the  opinion  of  looalities 
had  been  taken  by  canvassing.  There 
was  then  the  same  large  majority  against 
the  partial  opening  on  Sunday  as  there 
was  against  the  continuance  of  the 
present  aystem.  He  admitted  that  they 
must  not  go  in  advance  of  public 
opinion ;  but,  on  the  other  baud,  it 
would  be  a  great  mistake  to  misunder- 
stand it,  or  to  fall  short  of  it.  This  com- 
promise Bill  would  not  settle  the  ques- 
ttoa.  It  would  not  satisfy  the  public, 
nor  would  it  satisfy  the  trade,  which  it 
involved  in  new  and  complex  regulations. 
It  created  new  offences,  and  inflicted 
penalties  for  their  violation.  Within 
the  Metropolis  the  Sunday  trade  was  to 
remain  the  same  in  character  as  at 
present,  only  with  shorter  hours ;  but  in 
the  suburbs  of  the  Metropolis,  and  in 
towns  and  populous  places,  spirits  might 
not,  under  this  Bill,  oe  sold  at  all,  and 
bear  might  only  be  sold  for  consumption 
off  the  jwemises.  The  pnblic-house 
would  be  open,  but  a  customer  could  not 
legally  get  a  brandy  flask  filled,  much 
less  could  he  get  a  glass  of  spirits ;  and 
a  regular  customer,  who  got  his  daily 
pint  of  beer  on  Saturday  and  Monday, 
would  be  asked,  when  he  called  on 
Sunday,  if  he  had  brought  a  jug  with 
him,  and  would  be  told  that  if  he  had 
not  he  must  come  back  next  day.  He 
appealed  to  his  hon.  Friend  to  say 
whether  the  irritation  caused  by  such 
restrictions  as  these  would  not  render  it 
impossible  to  enforce  them  ?  It  would 
be  possible  to  enforoe  times  of  dosing ; 
but,  the  house  being  open,  he  was  sure 
that  to  enforce  a  change  for  Sunday  only 
in  the  business  mast  lead  to  continual 
erftsioQ  of  &e  law.  Such  a  Bill  would 
not  atop  the  i^tation  for  Sunday  Closing. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  not  availed  him* 
self  of  the  great  advance  which  had 
taken  place  in  public  opinion  on  this 
subject  of  recent  years.  In  1883  there 
were  6,700  Petitions,  with  1,800,000 
signatures,  all  in  favour  of  total  dosing. 
Those  Petitioners  would  not  be  satisfied 
with  such  a  weak  and  timid  measure  as 
that  before  them.  He  -vould  urge  the 
Government  to  support  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  BilL   Xempenuioe  reformers, 


most  of  whom  ardently  supported  the 
Liberal  Government,  were  (»eply  dis- 
appointed that  they  gave  no  assistance 
iu  the  last  Parliament  to  this  most 
pressing  measure  ;  and  their  dis^point> 
pxent  would  be  deepened  if  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  help  temperance  reforms 
now.  He  trusted  that  they  would  give 
his  hon.  Friend  fadlities  for  going  into 
Committee  on  the  Bill,  which  he  trusted 
would  then  be  made  stronger  than  it 
was  at  present.  But,  be  that  as  it  might, 
he  felt  convinced  that  a  fall  discussion 
in  Oommittee  must  result  in  a  much 
more  efficient  measure  than  the  Bill  as 
it  now  stood.  Such  a  Bill  as  he  desired, 
and  as  would  be  adequate  to  the  occa- 
sion, might  be  passed  before  the  month 
was  out ;  and  while  they  were  waiting 
fur  the  Government  proposals  as  to  Ire- 
land they  could  not  spend  the  time 
better  than  in  dealing  with  this  far  too 
long  delayed  and  pressing  question. 

Me.  ADDISON  ( Ashton-under-Lyne) : 
Sir,  I  rise  to  move  that  this  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time  upon  this  day  six  months. 
The  hon.  Baronet  who  moved  the  second 
reading  said  it  was  an  honest  attempt 
to  settle  a  difficult  and  complex  ques- 
tion; but  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
seconded  him  said  it  vas  nothing  of  the 
kind ;  that  it  would  settle  nothing ;  and 
that  the  only  aetfJement  he  desimd  was 
to  close  public-houses  on  Sundays  alto- 
gether. Then  we  are  told  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  that  public  opinion  is  entirely 
in  favour  of  such  a  measure  as  this. 
That  is  an  assumption  which  I  strongly 
deny.  I  say  that  such  an  opinion  is 
created,  fostered,  and  nursed  by  a  small, 
energetic,  pushing,  and  fanatical  section 
of  the  community,  who  are  in  reality  a 
very  small  minority  in  the  country.  If 
I  were  to  appeal  to  the  same  experience 
as  hon.  Members  opposite  have  appealed 
to — namely,  that  of  public  meetings,  I 
would  say  that  I,  too,  have  been  through 
an  electicm ;  I  have  had  to  address  pubuo 
meetings ;  and  I  have  been  asked  what 
my  opinions  were  upon  this  matter.  I 
have  dedared  over  and  over  again,  to 
the  great  satisfaction  of  the  electors  of  a 
borough  that  I  may  describe  as  very 
intelligent,  that  I  was  perfectly  satisfied 
with  the  law  as  it  is,  and  that  expressiou 
of  opinion  seemed  to  be  received  with 
very  general  satisfaction  by  those  whom 
I  addressed.  The  fact  is,  there  is  no 
dissatisfaction,  I  make  bold  to  say, 
in  the  community  with  the  law  as  it 
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stands.  A  small  saotion  are  in  favot^r 
of  this  Bill ;  a  larger  section  are  entirely 
opposed  to  the  JdiUs  that  are  beinz 
perpetually  brought  in  to  harass  and 
annoy  the  licensed  viotnallers ;  and  an- 
other large  section  are,  perhaps,  dubious 
on  the  point  altogether.  We  must  not 
forget  tiiat  these  hours  of  closing  were 
all  thoroughly  discussed  in  1872,  when 
Mr.  Bruce  was  Home  Secretary,  They 
were  again  further  discussed  in  this 
House  in  1874,  and  the  present  law  is  a 
compromise  between  the  two  Parties 
that  then  debated  the  matter;  and  I 
would  appeal  to  all  those  who  have  a 
teohnical  aoqnaintance  with  licensing 
matters  whether,  on  the  whole,  it  has 
not  worked  remarkably  well?  It  is  said 
that  the  religious  bodies  have,  in  their 
religious  capacity,  passed  resolutions  in 
favour  of  this  Bill.  Well,  it  is  very 
hard  to  malce  an  application  of  this  kind 
to  religious  bodies  without  their  passing 
such  a  Blotion.  They  are  told  that  in- 
temperance is  very  much  on  the  increase ; 
that  it  is  created  altogether  by  the 
public-houses ;  that  they  must  recognize 
that  intemperance  is  a  vice  and  a  crimo; 
and  it  follows  that  in  their  religious 
capacity  they  must  pass  such  resolutions. 
But  I  ask  whether  the  members  of  these 
religious  bodies,  and  the  great  mass  of 
working-class  people  in  England,  not  in 
their  religious  capacity,  but  in  their 
every  day  capacity,  pass  resolutions  of 
this  kind  ?  Have  any  large  body  of 
working  men,  has  any  trades  union, 
done  BO  ?  I  should  like  to  know  whe- 
ther any  large  trades  union,  which  may 
be  fairly  said  to  represent  the  feelings 
of  large  sections  of  ihe  working  classes, 
have  ever  passed  a  resolution  in  favour 
of  restricting  the  liberty  they  now  enjoy 
of  the  public-bouses  being  opened 
during  part  of  Sunday  ?  As  we  are 
told  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  this 
is  only  a  first  step  towards  something 
else.  Now  1  should  like  to  know  in 
whose  interest  a  Bill  of  this  kind  is 
brought  forward  ?  It  is  not  in  the 
interest  of  the  cause  of  temperance,  be- 
cause all  experience  and  statistics  tell 
us  that  temperance  has  made  enormous 
strides  during  the  last  few  years.  Some 
people  attribute  the  progress  to  the 
depression  of  trade,  some  to  the  agency 
of  temperance  bodies,  and  a  great  part 
to  the  Salvation  Army ;  but  the  fact  is, 
and  it  cannot  be  disputed,  that  temper- 
ance under  existing  legislatuui  has  made 
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enormous  strides,  and  there  really  is  no 
reasonable  desire  whatever  to  cause  such 
a  reaction  as  this  Bill,  if  carried,  would 
cause.  Now  as  to  the  practical  applica- 
tion of  the  Bill.  In  Xondon,  we  are 
told  by  the  faon.  Member  who  moves  the 
Bill,  he  desires  to  introduce  a  very  thin 
end  of  the  wedge,  and  to  knock  the  last 
hour  off  the  London  time  of  opening. 
But  the  hon.  Member  told  us  at  the 
same  time  that  a  vast  number  of  people 
in  London  can  only  take  their  meals  on 
Sunday  at  a  public-house  or  refreshment- 
house.  If  that  be  so,  and  if  these  people 
have  a  desire  to  go  into  the  country  for 
a  little  change  and  wholesome  reorea- 
tion,  when  they  come  back  to  London 
hungry  and  thirsty,  why  in  the  world 
should  they  have  the  last  hour  taken 
away  from  them  ?  I  consider  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  real  usefulness  and  neces- 
sity in  that  last  hour.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber says  that  most  of  the  evil  which, 
accrues  from  the  opening  of  the  public- 
houses  in  London  takes  place  during 
the  last  hour.  For  my  part,  I  have 
never  seen  any  of  those  appearances  of 
vice  and  abuse  between  10  and  11 
o'clock  in  the  streets  of  London.  I 
make  bold  to  say  that  it  really  would  be 
well  if,  instead  of  reading  reports  of 
meetings  and  lectures  on  this  subject,  we 
used  our  own  eyesight,  and  if  we  did 
that  I  think  a  great  many  of  the 
evils  would  be  found  to  be  imaginary. 
Then,  again,  it  is  impossible  to  say  whj 
Sunday  drinking  should  be  allowed  in 
London  and  forbidden  in  iJie  country. 
There  is  nothing  that  people  in  the 
country  are  more  jealous  (U  tbui  the 
attempt  to  favour  Ixmdon  at  their  ex- 
pense. Some  of  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill  are  really  most  impracticable.  For 
instance,  one  of  them  is  that  the  sale  off 
the  premises  i$  to  be  allowed,  but  not 
consumption  on  the  premises.  Now, 
what  would  be  the  effect  of  that?  A 
person  comes  in  with  his  jug  for  beer, 
and  when  the  publican  is  looking  tba 
other  way  he  might  drink  part  of  the 
beer ;  but  that  would  be  an  offence 
against  the  law,  and  might  lead  to  a 
very  serious  fine.  The  bond  Jidt  tra- 
veller, however,  who  is  on  the  premises, 
may  do  it.  It  should  not  be  forgotten 
that  a  public-house  is  not  merely  a  place 
where  people  obtain  their  liquor  on 
Sunday ;  it  is  to  a  large  number  of 
people  a  place  of  recreation,  a  place  of 
meeting^  and  also  a  place,  to  some 
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extent,  of  social  eDjojment.  It  is  in 
reality  the  poor  man's  club,  and  -why 
working  men  should  be  prohibited  from 
going  into  it,  except  in  this  soeaking 
sort  of  waj,  I  do  not  see.  Another 
mo9t  extraordinary  proposition  is  that  in 
the  coantry  people  should  be  allowed  to 
bay  beer  on  Sunday,  but  not  spirits.  I 
do  not  know  how  hon.  Gentlemen  from 
Ireland  feel  on  that  point,  or  whether 
they  will  urge  that  the  Bill  should  also 
apply  to  Ireland.  [An  hon.  Meubeb  : 
Tkey  hare  got  it  in  Ireland.]  Tes,  and 
it  has  led  to  an  enormous  increase  in 
the  consumption  of  spirits  on  Sunday. 
The  fact  in,  none  of  these  Bills  which 
are  brought  in  to  alter  the  lav  affecting 
Uoenaed  victuallers  are  calculated  to  do 
any  real  good.  The  only  way  to  bring 
about  any  real  good,  from  the  point  of 
view  of  temperance  advocates,  would 
be,  if  it  were  possible,  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  prevent  either  the  brewing  of  beer, 
or  the  distilling  of  spirits,  or  the  im- 
portation of  wine  from  abroad,  or  its 
manufacture  in  England.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  go  the  entire  length  of  the 
hon.  Uember  for  South  Shields  (tS-r. 
J.  0.  Stevenson),  and  endeavour  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  of  the  kind,  they  would  then 
be  really  |«omoting  the  cause  of  tem- 
perance. Thf>  whole  question  now  is 
simply  one  of  tdstributiOtt  by  means  of 
the  public-house.  But  when  you  have 
annoyed  the  publicans  as  much  as  you 
can  you  will  still  have  dealers  of  every 
kind  who  eupply  unlawful  clubs  and 
other  places  with  liquor.  What  you 
propose  to  do  is  to  inflict  some  sort  of 
injury  on  those  who  are  now  under 
police  control  and  who  are  limited  as  to 
their  hours,  to  the  great  benefit  of  un- 
lawful drinking  of  every  kind.  That 
would  be  the  practical  result  of  mea- 
Burea  of  that  kind,  and  in  saying  this  I 
am  not  taking  at  all  an  eccentric  view 
of  the  case.  I  can  remember  that  in 
the  borough  with  which  I  am  connected 
— not  the  borough  which  I  represent— 
the  inventor  of  teetotalism,  Joseph 
Lireaey,  held  precisely  the  same  views  I 
am  advocating  in  this  House— that  all 
the  proposals  to  in  any  way  restrict  or 
orip^e  the  trade  would  be  perfectly  use- 
less, that  legislative  interference  was 
useless,  and  that  it  was  to  other  agencies 
altogether  that  they  must  look  for  tem- 
perance reform.  In  addition  to  that  we 
have  to  remember  that  by  the  side  of 
tiiose  agencies  there  have  grown  up 
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large  agencies  with  offices,  eeoretaries, 
and  auDBcriptions,  devoted  entirely  to 
le^slative  interference.  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  those  are  misohievons 
ageaoies,  and  they  divert  the  energies 
of  temperance  reformers  from  their 
practical  work.  Legislative  interference 
will  not  do  any  good  whatever,  and  if  it 
could  be  carried  out  to-morrow  it  would 
only  lead  to  an  increase  of  drinking  in 
this  country.  But  in  addition  to  oiat, 
we  ought  to  r^;ard  the  freedom  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  Nobody,  either 
on  Sanday  or  week-day,  is  compelled  to 
1^  into  a  public-house ;  and  I  should 
like  to  know  by  what  right  it  is  sought 
to  interfere  with  the  f  reeidom  of  the  per- 
son, to  say  not  only  that  he  should  not 
go  into  apublio-houee,  but  also  to  fix  his 
dinner  and  supper  hours,  and  to  tell  him 
that  he  is  free  to  drink  such  beer  as  he 
likes,  but  not  whisky.  I  ask  whether 
that  is  the  sort  of  legislation  that  the 
English  people — who  like  their  freedom 
and  their  righte— are  likely  to  submit 
to  ?  I  beg  to  move  that  this  Bill  be  read 
this  day  six  months. 

Mr.  T0MLIN80N  (Preston) :  I  beg 
to  second  the  Amendment.  The  hon. 
Members  who  moved  and  seconded  the 
Bill  seem  to  have  treated  this  question 
as  one  on  which  a  large  amount  of 
public  opmion  was  expressed  at  the 
General  Election.  I  quite  admit  that 
there  was  a  definite  opinion  expressed 
on  the  one  side  and  on  the  other  as  to 
the  question  of  the  restrictions  to  be 
placed  on  the  sale  of  intosicatiogliquors; 
but  so  far  as  I  know,  in  no  consti- 
tuency, in  no  part  of  the  country,  was 
any  approval  expressed  of  a  measure 
such  as  this  we  are  now  considering.  I 
think  I  might  call  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Shields  (Mr.  J.  C,  Stevenson)  as  a 
witness  to  that  fact.  He  has  told  us 
that  the  measure  we  are  now  considering 
does  not  at  all  meet  his  view  of  the  case, 
and  that  he  only  supports  it  as  a  step- 
ping-stone to  something  of  an  entirely 
different  character.  But  still  I  think 
those  of  us  who  believe  that  the  opinion 
of  the  constituencies  which  they  repre- 
sent is  not  in  favour  of  restrictive  legis- 
lation may  argue  the  quesUon  on  the 
general  ground  whether  it  is  desirable 
that  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  on 
Sunday  should  be  suppressed  altogether. 
That  question  was  brought  under  my 
notice  on  more  than  one  occasion  during 
the  eleotione,  and  I  expressed  the  opinion 
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then  which  I  hareezpressed  here-^that  I 
do  not  believe  these  restrictive  measures 
are  the  mode  in  which  we  ought  to  en- 
deavoar  to  bring  about  a  better  condition 
of  things  in  this  country  at  the  present 
time,  and  that  opinion,  as  far  as  I  can 
gather,  was  adopted  by  a  large  pro- 
portion of  those  vhomlaildressed.  ibe- 
D^eTO  that  the  experience  of  the  past 
may  gnide  ub  in  coming  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  is  not  by  merely  restricting  or 
onrtailing  the  hours  Uiat  we  are  to  ad- 
vance tlie  great  cause  of  tempwanee  in 
tills  ooantty.  I  have  the  honour  to  re- 
present a  oonatitnency  (Preston^  which 
has  held  a  conspicuous  place  in  tem- 
perance matters.    I  believe  that  the 
movement  in  favour  of  teetotaliem  ori- 
^nated  there ;  but  its  supporters  in  that 
district  never  relied  upon  restrictive 
measures.    The  principle  upon  which 
they  went  was  to  educate  the  people  into 
the  belief  that  they  could  live  happily 
and  comfortably  without  mating  use  of 
intoxicating  liquors,  and  that,  therefore, 
it  was  better  that  those  who  found  they 
could  not  exercise  the  necessary  degree 
of  self-restraint  should  abstain  alt(^ether 
rather  than  incur  the  risk  of  excessive 
indulgMice.   Those  are  the  principles 
whioh  I  desire  to  see  adopted  in  this 
oountrj.   Notirithstanding  my  opposi- 
tion to  this  Bill,  I  claim  the  right  to  be 
considered  just  as  much  an  advocate  of 
temperance  as  those  who  support  it.  I 
believe  we  may  do  a  great  deal  even  by 
legislation  in  support  of  the  great  cause 
of  temperance.    There  is  one  direction 
in  which  some  attempts  will  probably  be 
made — and  I  hope  they  will  be  suc- 
cessful— during  this  Session  to  bring 
about  an  improvement,  and  that  is  the 

freventiou  of  the  adulteration  of  beer, 
believe  there  is  nothing  more  likely  to 
cause  the  development  of  a  depraved 
taste  for  the  excessive  indulgence  in 
liquors  than  to  be  in  the  position  of  not 
being  able  to  secure  good  liquors  to  satisfy 
a  healthy  appetite;  and  if  we  can  do 
something  by  the  passing  of  this  Beer 
Adulteration  Bill  we  shaU  have  gone  a 
long  step  in  the  way  of  making  what  we 
all  desire  to  see— a  sober  as  well  as  a 
free  people.  There  is  another  important 
point.  I  do  not  think  the  law  is  at  pre- 
sent strict  enough  in  regard  to  the  cha- 
racter of  spirits  that  are  sold.  I  think 
we  ought  to  have  some  very  strict  regu- 
lations, not  only  to  provide  that  adul- 
terated spirits  should  never  be  sold  under 
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any  ciroumstanoes,  bat  that  ^irits  should 
not  be  sold  for  drinking  purposes  until 
they  have  airrived  at  a  proper  degree  of 
maturity.  I  think  we  might  very  fairly 
claim  that  no  spirits  ought  to  be  sold 
until  they  have  been  a  sufficient  number 
of  years  in  bond  to  enable  the  medical 
faculty  to  be  able  tooertify  that  they  are 
in  a  wholesome  condition.  I  believe 
that  at  the  present  moment  in  manj 
parts  of  the  country,  insidious  and  un- 
wholesome drinks  are  sold  in  public- 
houses,  grocers'  shops,  and  other  places, 
to  the  great  detriment  of  a  large  num- 
ber of  men  and  women  in  tins  countiy. 
There  is  another  thing  in  which  I  think 
a  change  would  be  desirable  in  the  Bill. 
I  think  it  would  be  well  if  places  which, 
are  opened  for  the  sale  of  refreshments, 
and  whioh  under  Bills  of  this  sort  now 
have  to  be  absolutely  closed  for  all  pur- 
poses at  the  hour  when  the  sale  of  in- 
toxicating drinks  is  prohibited,  should 
be  allowed  to  remain  open  for  the  sale 
of  other  refreshmMits.  Temperance  was 
promoted  on  the  Continent  by  the  cafe 
system.  Hon.  Members  opposite  have 
been  rather  shy  in  slluding  to  parts  of 
the  country  in  which  Sunday  Closing 
exists,  and  especially  the  Principality 
of  Wales.  The  experiment  has  been 
going  on  there  for  years,  and  I  should 
Kke  non.  Members  who  lean  to  this 
mode  of  dealing  with  the  question  of 
intoxicating  liquors  and  licensing,  to 
give  us  before  the  close  of  this  debate 
their  candid  opinion  as  to  whether  that 
Act  has  succeeded  in  Wales  or  not. 
Factshave  been  brought  before  us  which 
tend  to  throw  a  considerable  doubt  upon 
its  success.  One  of  the  places  where 
the  Act  appears  to  have  been  a  signal 
failure  is  the  borough  of  Cardiff.  I 
have  a  list  of  Boards  of  Guardians, 
Town  Councils,  and  other  bodies  in 
various  towns  in  Wales,  whioh  declare 
that  the  Act  has  been  a  total  failure. 
Here  let  me  endeavour  to  draw  a  dis- 
tinction between  the  state  of  things  in 
Wales  and  the  state  of  things  in  Ire- 
land. Ireland,  as  we  know,  is  a  spirit- 
drinking  country;  Wales,  in  common, 
with  England^  is  a  beer  -  drinking 
country ;  and  it  may  be  desirable  to  put 
restrictions  on  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
lii^uors  where  spirits  are  the  national 
drink  which  could  not  be  put  where 
beer  is  the  national  drink.  Those  who 
drink  beer  like  to  have  it  fresh.  We 
im  know  that  the  mass  of  the  popu- 
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Istton  have  no  fftoilities  for  keeping 
beer  in  their  own  hoDees,  and  it  is 
inevitable  that  they  should  go  to  the 
pablic-houae  for  it.  I  now  come  to  the 
three  great  objections  to  this  Bill.  The 
first  objection  concerns  that  rank  im- 
poeter,  the  bond  fid*  trareller.  I  will 
go  so  far  as  to  say  that  I  never  would 
vote  for  a  Bill  altering  the  Licensing 
Laws  which  left  the  hond  fidt  traveller 
in  his  anomaloQS  and  absurd  position. 
Another  objection  is  the  proviston  which 
deals  with  drinking  dubs,  and  here  I 
must  go  back  to  Wales  again.  It  is 
not  denied  that  a  most  fearful  condition 
of  things  exist  in  reference  to  these 
clubs  in  Walee,  the  origin  of  which  is 
to  be  traced  to  this  very  restriction  of 
Sunday  Closing.  Not  only  do  they 
exist  in  Wales.  I  am  told  that  there 
are  something  like  90  drinking  clubs 
in  Manchester,  and  what  woald  be  the 
effect  if  we  adopted  this  restriction  ? 
Would  it  not  ^ve  every  encouragement 
to  these  drinking  olabs,  where  drinking 
would  not  go  on  under  the  control  of 
the  police  as  at  present?  My  third 
objection  to  the  Bill  is  the  ezoluaion  of 
yauway  refteshment-rooms.  People  in 
the  towns  are  not  to  be  allowed  to 
cany  on  their  buaness,  but  we  are  to 
give  tiie  Bailway  Oompanies  the  full 
privilege  of  carrying  on  this  branch  of 
their  business.  I  want  to  know  why 
it  is  so  absolutely  necessary  for  men 
who  travel  by  rail  to  drink  intoxicating 
Kqnors,  and  nobody  else?  I  cannot 
imagine  any  reason  for  excluding  rail- 
way refreshment- rooms  from  the  restric- 
tions of  the  Bill  except  one,  and  that  is 
that  there  are  always  places  where  other 
refreshments  besides  intoxicating  liquors 
are  sold  and  consumed.  But  that  is  the 
case  with  many  other  places  as  well.  I 
say  it  is  a  half-hearted  measure,  and  does 
not  satisfy  its  advocates  cm  that  side  of 
the  House.  In  conclusion,  let  me  say 
this.  I  think  this  great  subject  ought 
not  to  be  taken  up  by  private  indi- 
viduals, but  by  the  Qoveroment.  I  do 
not  know  whether  any  very  distinct 
declarations  of  policy  have  been  made 
by  the  Leaders  of  tbe  Party  opposite ; 
but  our  Leader  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury), in  his  speech  at  Newport,  laid 
down  the  lines  on  which  the  question 
of  licensing  should  be  dealt  with  from 
bis  point  of  view,  and  I  think  those  are 
lines  which  will  be  generally  accepted, 
not  only  by  one  Party,  but  by  botb.  It 


10,  1886}    lAqmrs  on  Sunday  BiU.  390 

should  be  dealt  with  as  part  of  the 
system  of  Local  G-overnment,  which 
sooner  or  later  must  be  brought  into 
the  country.  I  have  pleasure  in  second- 
ing the  Amendment,  because  I  believe 
the  Bill  will  satisfy  very  few  people. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,*'  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Mr.  Addison.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now '  staod  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  LEICESTER  (West  Ham,  S.) 
said,  that  hun.  Members  opposite  were 
labouring  under  a  great  mistake  in 
supposing  that  the  Bill  was  not  a 
popular  one.  He  could  only  say,  for 
himself,  that  his  life  had  been  passed 
in  social  contact  with  the  working  men 
of  the  Metropolis,  and  he  was  sent  to 
that  House  by  a  very  large  popular 
democracy,  and  by  what  was  more  than 
any  other  in  England  a  thorough  work- 
ing man's  constituency,  and  on  their 
behalf  he  gave  his  cordial  support  to 
the  Bill.  At  every  meeting  tney  had 
had,  that  qoestion  was  put  to  them,  and 
they  all  voted  for  the  Bill ;  and  he  might 
say  that  his  bon.  Colleague  in  the  other 
part  of  the  Division  was  also  very  well 
aware  that  the  public  sentiment  was 
thoroughly  in  favour  of  the  Sunday 
Closing  of  public- houses.  When  an 
hon.  Member,  like  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  (Mr.  Addison),  talked  about 
Trades  Unions  not  haying  agreed  to  any 
measure  in  support  of  it,  he  showed 
that  he  knew  very  little  about  Trades 
Unions.  These  questions  were  never 
brought  before  Traides  Unions  to  be  dealt 
with,  because  they  were  social  questions. 
It  must  not  be  forgetten  in  debating 
this  measure,  although  it  really  seemed 
to  be  so,  that  they  had  already  got 
protection  against  the  public^house  oy 
having  Sunday  Closing  during  half  the 
day.  Why  should  it  not  be  granted  fat 
the  whole  of  the  day  ?  The  grounds 
upon  which  they  secured  what  they  al- 
ready had  were  moral  grounds,  and  he 
submitted  that  the  reduction  of  a  wrong 
could  not  make  the  remainder  right. 
Working  men  claimed  protection  from 
the  liquor  traffic,  for  it  inflicted  taxa- 
tion on  those  who  ought  not  to  be 
taxed.  They  wanted  to  prevent  the 
evils  of  the  ^stem  from  falling  upon 
them,  and  they  could  not  have  public- 
houses  open  on  Sundays  without  forcing 
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UDtold  evils  upon  the  oountry.  That 
iras  bis  object  in  aupporlinf;  the  Bill ; 
and,  on  that  ground,  he  vent  ia  for 
Sunday  Closing  and  every  other  kind 
of  dosing  if  be  oould  get  it ;  and  if 
they  left  the  question  to  the  working 
men  of  England,  they  would  vu-y  soon 
make  short  work  of  the  whole  liquor 
traffic.  He  would  oak,  when  bad  a 
Trade  Congress  erer  voted  against  a 
Sunday  Closing  Bill  ?  Never ;  for  they 
wore  all  in  favour  of  sobriety  and 
shutting  up  the  causes  of  iDebriety, 
whereas  hun.  Members  opposite  would 
palliate,  but  would  not  remove  the  cause. 
His  idea  was,  that  if  they  wanted  to  get 
rid  of  the  effect,  they  must  get  rid  of 
the  cause,  and  that  cause  was  the  open- 
ing of  public-houses  on  the  Sabbath- 
day.  With  regard  to  railway  stations, 
he  believed  that  refreshment- bars  at 
railway  stations  were  a  thousand  times 
worse  than  public-houses.  He  had  seen 
them  doing  a  roaring  trade  at  half-past 
12  on  Saturday  nights  when  the  public- 
housee  were  all  closed.  ["No,  no!"] 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  need  not  vex , 
their  eoula  on  that  question,  however, 
as  his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Joseph  Pease) 
would  be  very  glaa  in  Committee  to 
include  them  within  the  operation  of 
the  BiU.  It  had  been  said  that  Sunday 
Closing  bad  not  suooeeded  in  Ireland  ; 
but  he  had  sometimes  been  amused  at 
watching,  in  the  case  of  those  who  called 
themselves  Nationalists  and  Loyalists, 
faces  which  betrayed  the  passion  of  the 
soul ;  he  had  watched  their  varied  emo- 
tions, and  however  much  they  might 
differ  on  politics,  they  dared  not  ditfer 
with  regard  to  Sunday  Closing.  On 
that  question  both  Parties  were  found 
in  the  same  Lobby.  ["No, no!"]  Ah! 
there  was  no  mistake  about  it.  The 
same  thing  would  be  found  wiUi  regard 
to  Wales.  In  the  last  Parliament  t^ere 
were  29  Welsh  Members,  of  whom  28 
were  Liberals  and  one  Conservative, 
and  the  28  Liberals  voted  in  favour  of 
Sunday  Closing,  while  the  Conservative 
voted  in  favour  of  keeping  public-houses 
open.  With  regard  to  Scotland,  it  would 
be  high  treason  to  say  that  the  Scotch 
Members  were  not  in  favour  of  this 
measure,  so  that  there  was  every  evi- 
dence to  prove  that  the  people  of  this 
great  country — and,  thank  God,  it  was 
a  great  country— -were  in  favour  of 
Sunday  Closing,  if  Parliament  would 
only  give  the  peoj^e  a  ohaiwe  of  being 
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sober  by  dosing  these  places  of  tempta- 
tion, by  shutting  up  these  man*trap0, 
which  somehow  or  other  enticed  a  man 
to  spend  his  wages,  instei^  of  being  by 
his  own  fireside.  It  would  put  an  end 
to  a  great  deal  of  agitation  of  which  boo. 
Members  opposite  romplained,  beoanse 
agitation  never  tlwiTea  on  full  tables^ 
only  upon  poteen.  H  they  ertppled  the 
traffic,  there  would  be  more  happy 
homes  than  at  present,  for  they  would 
bring  peace  and  plenty  to  thousands  of 
them,  and  many  a  poor  child  would 
have  a  dinner,  when  publio-houses  were 
dosed,  who  was  now  deprived  of  it  in 
consequence  of  their  being  open  on  the 
Sunday. 

Me.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (Oldham): 
Sir,  the  speech  we  have  just  hear^, 
and  another  speech  that  was  made 
earlier  in  the  debate,  show  us  what 
is  the  character  and  meaning  of 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House.  The 
hon.  Member  who  moved  the  second 
reading  of  the  BiU  (Sir  Joseph  Pease) 
told  ns  it  was  a  reiy  moderate  BUI  in- 
deed, and  that  it  was,  in  faot,  a  compro- 
mise; but  the  htm.  Member  who  has 
juat  spoken  (Mr.  Leicester)  has  declared 
very  strongly  in  favour  of  the  extreme 
measure  of  complete  Sunday  Closing. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Sbidds  (Ur. 
Stevenson)  tuld  us  that  when  the  Bill 
came  into  Committee  very  considerable 
modifications  might  be  intioduced  into 
it ;  in  fact,  it  appears,  therefore,  that  we 
are  to  pass  the  seoond  reading,  and 
thus  enable  the  hon.  Member  for 
Durham  to  insert  the  thin  end  of  the 
wedge,  and  then,  in  Committee,  hon. 
Members  on  the  Gk>vemment  side  of 
the  House  wiU  take  care  to  insert  the 
thick  end  after  it.  I  know  that  no 
one  has  a  better  right — indeed,  we  on 
this  dde  of  the  House  cannot  venture  to 
compare  with  the  hon.  Mraaber  for  West 
Ham  and  the  otbor  Labour  B^resenta- 
tives  on  that  side,  in  their  experience  of 
the  habits  of  working  men — but  I  think 
they  claim  a  litUe  too  much  when  they 
speak  in  this  House  as  if  they  were  the 
sole  H^resentatives  here  of  all  classes 
of  the  working  population.  I  have  the 
honour  to  stand  here  myself,  as  one  of 
the  Bepresentativee  of  the  largest  in- 
dustrial constituency  in  England;  and 
I  say  that  I  gained  my  seat  there  after 
speaking  very  frankly  indeed  upra  this 
question,  and  refusing,  if  I  were  elected 
to  the  House,  to  have  anything  to  do 
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with  measures  for  the  introduction  of 
Local  Option  or  Sunday  Olosing.  Now, 
I  am  very  glad,  so  far,  with  regard  to 
this  BiU,  that  it  does  not  proceed  upon 
the  lines  of  Tjocal  Option ;  because  it 
seems  to  me  to  be  one  ccf  the  chief 
dangers  of  the  time  tiiat  Parliament  may 
delegate  too  much  ponrer  to  Local  Boards 
and  Assemblies,  and  not  hare  the  courage 
of  laying  down  true  principles  of  legis- 
lation itself  upon  matters  as  they  arise. 
If  I  might  offer  an  illustration  of  the 
danger  of  euch  a  policy,  I  would  take 
what  happened  yesterday  in  this  House 
in  regard  to  the  Manchester  Canal. 
Suppose  Parliament  abandoned  its  con- 
trol of  Frirato  Bill  legislation,  and  that 
we  had  a  ProTincial  Council  for  Lanca- 
shire to  decide  upon  such  measures,  then 
if  the  Liverpool  representatives  had  a 
majority  upon  the  Council,  as  they  might 
easily  have,  we  might  infer,  from  the  tone 
of  the  speeches  heard  yesterday,  how  un- 
mercifully they  would  use  their  power  in 
order  to  deprlTe  Manchester  and  the  in- 
land manunioturing  districts  of  any  access 
to  the  sea,  except  through  the  great  port 
of  Liverpool.  That  is  an  illustration  of 
the  dangers  which  may  happen  if  Par- 
liament should  abandon  to  Local  Bodies 
the  powers  of  legislation  which  we  now 
possess;  and  if  mischief  may  be  done  in 
tbat  way,  may  not  even  still  greater  mis- 
chief be  done  in  the  important  depart- 
ment of  the  regulation  of  the  social 
habits  of  the  people  ?  I  would  no  more 
allow  separate  districts  to  determine  what 
men  should  eat  and  drink,  how  they  should 
be  clothed,  or  at  what  hour  they  should 
go  to  bed,  than  I  would  revive  in  this 
country  the  old  and  condemned  system 
of  allowing  each  town  to  have  its  own 
octroi  duties  and  settle  what  its  system 
of  taxation  should  be.  So  far,  therefore, 
as  I  have  before  remarked,  it  is  a  good 
thing  to  have  a  measure  brought  before 
us  which  is  not  framed  on  the  lines  of 
liocal  Option.  But  then  we  come  to  the 
question  of  Sunday  Closing.  One  of  my 
hon.  Friends  (Mr.  Tomlinson)  has  spoken 
of  the  declaration  made  by  Lord  Salis- 
bury at  Newport  with  regard  to  the 
changes  necessary  in  the  Licensing  Laws. 
I  had  the  pleasure  of  listening  to  the 
great  speech  delivered  at  Newport,  in 
October,  by  our  honoured  Leader,  and  I 
was  especially  struck  by  the  very  cautious 
tone  in  which  he  spoke  of  this  question  of 
Sunday  Closing,  because  he  particularly 
called  to  our  reooUeotion  what  happened 


in  this  great  Metropolis  when  Parlia- 
ment, out  of  a  desire  to  improve  the 
habito  of  the  neople,  passed  in  a  huny 
Lord  Robert  Qrosvenoi^s  Bill  for  Sunday 
Olosing.  Lord  Salisbuiy  reminded  us 
that  that  Bill  was  repealed  almost  as 
hurriedly  as  it  had  been  passed ;  and  he 
said  that,  whatever  was  done  in  the  way 
of  Sunday  Closing,  the  Metropolis  must 
certainly  be  excepted,  or  you  would  have 
riots,  and  perhaps  revolution.  Knowing 
the  marvellous  intellectual  resources  of 
Lord  Salisbury,  I  could  not  help  thinking 
while  T  listened  to  that  part  of  his  speech, 
that  he  wished  to  convey  to  uf,  in  an 
indirect  and  subtle  manner,  a  suggestion 
that  the  principle  of  any  legislation  of 
this  kind  might  easily  be  reduced  to  an 
absurdity ;  because  if  you  once  except 
the  Metropolis  from  the  operation  of  a 
measure  of  this  kind,  on  the  ground  that 
if  London  were  included  you  would  have 
riots  and  revolution,  see  what  adangerous 
priociple  you  immediately  admit.  You 
tell  the  inhabitants  of  all  other  towns  in 
the  Kingdom  that,  if  they  wish  to  be  ex- 
cepted from  such  legislation,  all  they 
have  to  do  is  to  begin  rioting  and 
threatening  to  lead  us  to  a  revolution. 
If  we  were  to  pass  a  Bill  excepting  the 
Metropolis  on  that  ground,  we  should  be 
accepting  a  principle  which  is  too  much 
in  favour  with  right  hon.  and  hon. Gentle- 
men opposite,  that  in  these  days  we  are 
to  look  for  the  true  source  of  all  wise  and 
beneficent  legislation,  not  in  the  plans 
of  statesmen,  but  in  the  clamours  aud 
the  riots  of  popular  agitation.  On  that 
ground,  I  should  object  to  any  measure 
which  would  try  to  impose' upon  the 
whole  country  a  law  of  Sunday  tilosing, 
and  at  the  same  time  would  except  Lon- 
don. But  now,  let  me  turn,  for  a  mo- 
ment, to  the  provisions  of  the  particular 
Bill  before  the  House.  If  I  might  ven< 
ture  to  describe  it,  so  far  as  it  aflfecte  this 
Metropolis,  I  should  make  bold  to  call  it 
a  Curfew  Bill.  It  is  a  Bill  which  arbi- 
trarily cuts  off  one  hour  at  the  begin- 
ning of  Sunday  opening  and  another 
hour  at  the  end  of  the  evening,  so  tbat 
the  citizens  of  London  who  are  accus- 
tomed to  the  existing  hours  would  have 
to  submit  to  them  at  a  great  inconve- 
nience. The  Bill,  in  effect,  says  that  no 
Londoner  should  have  anything  to  drink 
after  10  o'clock  upon  Sunday  evening. 
What  is  that  but  sayiug  that  nobody 
shall  be  allowed  to  go  about  the  streets 
of  London  after  that  hour?  ["No, 
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no ! "]  "Well,  practically,  it  amounts  to 
that.  ["No,  no!"]  We  know  that 
the  habit  of  roaming  about  the  streets 
of  Tjondon  at  Dight  has  been,  with  many 
great  men,  from  Dr.  Johnson  down  to 
Charles  Dickens,  accepted  as  one  of  the 
greatest  enjoyments  of  civilized  life ;  and 
if  that  was  the  case  with  these  great 
men,  how  much  more  must  it  be  the  case 
with  the  thousands  and  tons  of  thou- 
sands of  London  citizens  who  have  not 
the  Taried  means  of  enjoyment  which  so 
many  of  us  possess  ?  xet  they  wiU  all 
be  deprived  of  this  great  pleasure.  For 
do  you  not  say  that  you  will  allow  men 
to  be  out,  if  they  like,  after  10  o'clock  at 
night  on  Simday  s,  but  on  no  account  what- 
ever are  they  to  get  a  glass  of  anything 
to  drink  after  that  hour  ?  Allow  me  just 
briefly  to  notice  one  or  two  other  clauses 
in  this  Bill.  The  framer  of  the  Bill  has 
laid  it  down  that  within  the  Metropoli- 
tan district,  during  certain  hours,  it  shall 
be  lawful  for  a  man  to  drink  spirits, 
say,  as  far  as  Hammersmith  ;  but  if  he 
goes  beyond  that,  and  gets  to  Kew,  be 
shall  only  be  allowed  to  drink  beer, 

Eorter,  cider,  or  perry ;  and  if  he  goes 
eyood  that  radius,  then  he  shall  not  bo 
allowed  to  drink  anything  at  all.  Can 
anybody  imagine  more  petty,  more  ab- 
surd, more  childish  regulations  than 
these? 

Sib  JOSEPH  PEASE:  At  the  time 
the  man  has  got  to  Kew  he  is  a  hand  fide 
traveller,  and  can  get  what  ho  likes. 

Mr.  J.  M.  MACLEAN:  I  am  not 
speaking  of  honA  fide  travellers,  but  of 
residents  within  the  districts.  I  per- 
fectly appreciate  the  distinction  as  to 
hand  fide  travellers ;  but  I  say  that 
nothing  more  childish  or  absurd  than 
to  attempt  to  pass  such  regulations 
- — to  dictate  to  men  that  they  shall  be 
allowed  to  driok  spirits  in  one  part  of 
the  Metropolis,  beer  in  another,  and 
then,  if  they  live  a  little  beyond  it,  they 
shall  not  hare  anything  at  all  on  Sun- 
days— can  well  be  conceived.  This  is  the 
kind  of  Bill  which  in  offered  for  our  ac- 
ceptance to-day ;  and  I  notice  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Durham, 
vho  introduced  it,  was  himself  so  little 
familiar  with  the  provisionB  of  the  Bill 
that  he  actually  did  not  know  that  it 
proposed  to  shut  public-houses  at  10 
o'clock  on  Sunday  evenings.  That  shows 
how  little  care  the  measure  has  received. 
I  think  with  regard  to  all  proposals  for 
legislation  of  this  kind  the  advocates  of 

Mr.  J.  M.  MaeUm 


temperance  would  do  well  at  present  to 
let  well  alone.  The  country  is  making 
great  progress  in  habits  of  moderation. 
I  dare  say  many  of  us  can  remember  the 
time,  if  we  may  trust  the  distinguished 
writers  who  adorned  modern  Athena 
some  20  or  30  years  ago,  that  it  was 
then  impossible  tor  a  respectable  citizen 
of  Edinburgh  to  go  to  bed  at  night  vith 
credit  to  himself,  or  without  almost  in- 
curring loss  of  caste,  unless  he  had  con- 
sumed a  considerable  number  of  glasses 
of  whisky  toddy  before  he  went  to  bed. 
A  very  great  change  has  occurred  in  the 
habits  of  the  people,  not  only  in  Edin- 
burgh, but  all  over  the  country;  and  it 
would  be  veil  if  Members  of  this  Honse, 
inatead  of  trying  to  pass  ineasuresof  this 
kind,  were  to  trust  to  the  social  influences 
which  have  already  done  so  much  good 
to  efifect  further  improvement  in  the 
habits  of  the  people ;  and  I  think  this 
House  would  do  well  to  pause  before 
passing  a  Bill  which  affords  an  illustra- 
tion of  arbitrary,  unequal,  and  vexatious 
legislation, 

Mb.  SHIELET  (Yorkshire,  W.  E., 
Doncaster)  said,  he  felt  bound  to  deny 
the  assertion  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Maclean)  that  tho  working  men  were  not 
in  favour  of  this  Bill.  He  had  consider- 
able experience  of  working  men,  and  he 
said  without  hesitation  that  they  were  in 
favour  of  the  closing  of  public-houses  on 
Sunday.  He  could  not  say  that  the  pre- 
sent Bill  was  a  satisfactory  one;  he 
viewed  it  as  being  of  the  nature  of  a 
compromise ;  but,  all  the  same,  he  in- 
tended to  vote  for  it.  He  supported  it 
on  the  principle  that  half-a-loaf  was 
better  than  no  broad ;  and  if  the  Bill  did 
not  go  as  far  as  was  necessary,  it  at 
least  covered  some  of  the  ground. 

Mr.  GREGOET  (Sussex,  East  Grin- 
stead)  said,  he  thought  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  went  too  far  in  totally  preventiDg 
the  sale  of  beer  in  the  rural  districts  on 
Sundays.  There  were  many  villages 
which  were  almost  towns,  and  other 
similar  places,  where  very  respectable 
people  were  in  the  habit  of  having  their 
beer  with  their  Sunday  dinnw.  Again, 
it  proposed  to  preserve  die  rights  of 
what  was  known  as  the^pnd  traveller, 
and  it  was  unfair  that  a  healthy  man, 
who  walked  three  miles,  should  he  sup- 
plied with  drink  as  a  bond  fide  traveller, 
while  the  weak  man,  who  could  not  walk 
three  miles,  would  be  obliged  to  go  with- 
out it.   He  quite  agreed  that  there  was 
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more  drinlnng  at  railway  refreshment- 
bars  on  Sunday  tban  in  public-houses. 
It  vas  desirable  to  have  some  alteration 
in  the  law — to  hare  a  further  limit  to  the 
hours  on  Sunday ;  and  be  thought,  with 
certain  adaptations  and  modifications  in 
Committee,  especially  baring  regard  to 
the  restriction  of  the  sale  of  beer  in  the 
rural  districts,  the  Bill  would  meet  the 
exigencies  of  the  case. 

Thb  8E0EETABT  <a  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Childees)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  I  will  follow 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down,  becausehebas  indicated  atechnical 
difficulty  in  connection  with  the  Bill, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  has  indicated  a 
change  as  regards  populous  places  which 
the  Bill  might  be  made  to  meet.  Agree- 
ing very  much  with  what  the  hon.  Gen- 
lleman  has  said,  I  will  state  to  the 
House  the  view  which  the  Government 
talce  of  the  Bill,  and  the  course  which 
they  propose  to  adopt  and  adrise  the 
House  to  take  regarding  it.  Putting 
aside  .tiechnicalities,  which  in  my  judg- 
ment may  be  reinoTed,  ought  to  be  re- 
moved, and  could  be  removed  without 
any  serious  difficulty,  the  Bill  is,  after 
all,  of  a  simple  character.  It  proposes 
that,  in  the  Metropolis,  no  serious  change 
shall  be  made  in  the  time  during  which 
drink  can  be  obtained,  or  in  the  manner 
under  which  it  may  be  obtained.  I  quite 
agpree  that  it  would  bo  perfectly  impos- 
sible, even  for  those  who  hold  strong 
views  on  the  subject,  to  impose  upon  the 
Metropolis  the  drastic  provisions  of  a 
Bill  such  as  was  hurriedly  passed  some 
years  ago,  and  which  had  to  be  repealed 
with  some  ignominy  on  the  earliest  pos- 
sible occasion.  Therefore,  so  far  as  the 
Metropolis  ia  coocenied,  the  proposal  of 
the  Bill  is  not  of  a  serious  character. 
All  it  proposes  is  to  cut  off  certain 
hours  from  the  time  within  which  drink 
of  all  kinds,  both  spirits  and  beer,  can 
be  obtained ;  and  my  own  impression  is 
that,  constituted  as  we  are  now,  that  re- 
duction is  not  an  unreasonable  one. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr. 
Maclean)  said  that  because  no  drink  is 
allowed  to  be  obtained  under  this  Bill 
after  10  o'clock  at  night,  therefore  we 
ought  to  enact  that  nobody  should  be 
allowed  to  roam  about  the  streets  after 
10  o'clock.  It  would  lead  to  a  great 
many  inconveniences  if  we  laid  that 
down  as  a  settled  principle.  People  do 
roam  about  the  etredts,  either  for  good 


or  for  bad  purposes,  till  very  late,  and 
if  we  laid  down  such  a  principle  it 
would  be  impossible  to  apply  legislation 
which  would  be  of  a  reasonable  charac- 
ter. So  ffiT,  therefore,  as  the  Metropolis 
is  concerned,  the  proposal  of  the  Bill  is, 
I  think,  simple  and  not  unreasonable. 
Thenyou  come  to  the  "  populous  places" 
outside  the  Metropolis  proper ;  and  in 
large  towns  the  Bill  proposes  that  peo- 
ple should  be  enabled  to  gat  beer  at 
certain  times  on  Sunday  to  take  fo  their 
homes  and  to  be  conaumod  there  ;  but, 
inasmuch  as  spirits  are  none  the  worse 
for  being  kept  from  Saturday  to  Mon- 
day, those  who  want  to  drink  spirits  on 
Sunday  should  get  them  on  Saturday 
evening.  That  seems  to  me  to  be  a  not 
unreasonable  proposal.  The  general 
principle  that  beer  does  deteriorate  if 
you  keep  it  24  hours,  but  spirits  do  not, 
is  sound  in  itself ;  but  whether  it  is  ne- 
cessary to  apply  it  in  this  particular  caee 
or  not,  I  do  not  say.  But  the  Bill  goes 
further,  and  proposes  in  the  rural  dis- 
tricts proper,  and  not  only  there,  but  in 
towns  of  small  eaze,  tfiat  nobody  should 
be  allowed  to  get  beer  at  all  on  Sunday. 
I  must  say  that  that  is  a  somewhat  ex- 
treme and  unreasonable  proposal.  At 
any  rate,  if  we  are  adopting  tentative 
legislation  on  a  question  of  this  kind — 
legislation  which  ought  not  to  run 
counter  to  the  public  opinion  of  the 
country — T  think  there  would  be  a  great 
deal  of  debate  if  in  a  large  town  you 
could  get  your  beer  on  Sunday,  but 
outside  that  town,  in  rural  villages  con- 
taining a  small  number  of  inhabitants, 
you  were  obliged  to  buy  your  beer  on 
Saturday  in  order  to  drink  it  on  Sunday. 
That  is  a  point  which  my  hon.  Friend 
admits  might  be  amended  when  the 
Bill  is  in  Committee,  end,  speaking  for 
the  Government,  I  think  certiunfy  it 
ought  to  be  amended  in  that  respect 
in  Committee.  Now,  let  me  tell  the 
House  what  liae  been  done  on  this  sub- 
ject within  the  last  few  years.  In  the 
early  part  of  the  Session  of  1880  this 
question  of  buying  drink  on  Sunday 
came  before  the  House  on  a  Motion  ot 
a  very  extensiye  character,  prohibiting 
the  sale  of  liquor  on  Sundays.  The 
question  was  brought  forward  as  a  Mo- 
tion on  going  into  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply, and  a  division  was  taken,  in  which 
the  extreme  view  apparently  received  a 
certain  majority.  When  the  extreme 
view  came  up  as  a  subetantiTe  Question, 
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vhat  happened  ?  It  was  moved  by  my 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  Joseph  Peaae)  to  the 
efifect  that,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
it  is  expocKeiit  that  the  law  which  limits 
the  hours  of  sale  of  iDtoxicating  drinks 
on  Sunday  should  he  amended  so  as  to 


apply  as  nearly  as  possible  to  the  whole 
of  that  day,  making  proTision  tor  the 
Bale  of  beer,  porter,  cider,  or  perry  for 
consumption  o£F  the  premises  in  the 
country,  end  for  the  requirements  of  the 
Metropolitan  district  such  prorisions  as 
will  be  found  needful  to  secare  public 
CD-operation  in  any  alteration  of  the 
law.  That  is  practically  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House,  with  the  single  excep- 
tion that  it  extends  the  power  of  ob- 
taining beer  on  Sunday  to  be  consumed 
off  the  premises  to  the  whole  instead  of 
to  certain  parte  of  the  country.  It  was 
held  to  be  a  very  fair  cotnproraise,  and 

Eassed  the  House  unaltered.  Now,  (hat 
eing  the  case,  I  think  there  is  con- 
siderable ground  for  sayin'g  that  the 
proposals  in  the  present  Bill,  modified 
in  the  way  I  hare  suggested  on  what  is 
the  authority  of  Parliament,  or  at  least 
of  the  House  of  Commons  pronounced 
in  rather  a  full  House,  and  at  the  end 
of  a  debate  which  lasted  two  or  threo 
hours  in  1880,  is  one  well  worthy  the 
acceptance  of  the  House  on  this  occa- 
sion. But  I  should  like  also  to  say  a 
few  words  as  to  another  matter  which 
has  been  referred  to  at  some  length 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham,  and 
as  to  which  I  think  the  House  would  do 
well  to  bear  in  mind  the  difficulties  of 
the  position,  though  I  do  not  at  all 
sgree  with  the  extreme  view  which  the 
hon.  Member  took.  The  hon.  Member 
had  some  difBculfy  to  reconcile  what 
Ijord  Salisbury  said  at  Newport  with  the 
views  he  and  others  entertain  and  fiup- 
port.  If  I  understand  the  opinfon  of  J 
Lord  Salisbury,  he  treated  the  subject 
of  general  restrictions,  and  said  that 
everything  to  do  with  the  sale  of  liquor  , 
should  be  relegated  to  theLoealAuthori-  j 
ties  which  he  proposed  to  set  up,  and 
amongst  those  restrictions  was  the  sale 
of  liquor  on  Sunday.  Now,  the  hon.  | 
Gentleman  did  not,  I  think,  quite  sue- ' 
cessfully  combat  the  view  of  I^rd  Salis- 
bury. That  view  is  the  view  which  we 
hold,  and  which  we  have  held  for  some  ' 
time — the  view,  I  mean,  that  these 
questions  of  the  asA^  of  liquor  should  to 
a  revy  large  extent  be  regulated  by  tin 
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future  Local  Autlumties.  I  hope  the 
House,  whatever  it  does  as  to  this  Bill, 
will  always  bear  that  in  mind,  and  if 
they  pass,  as  I  hope  they  will  pass,  thia 
Bill,  they  will  do  so  on  the  distinct  un- 
derstanding that  they  will  reserve- 
when  the  new  Local  AnthoritieB  are 
created — to  them  the  power  of  deal- 
ing, within  certain  limits,  with  this 
subject.  Now  that  is  the  Ttew  we 
adopt,  which  we  have  advocated,  and 
which  we  shall  continue  to  advocate. 
But  considering  how  doubtful  it  is  when 
thesefutureLocalAuthorities,the  general 
principle  of  which  is  conceded  by  both 
sides  of  the  House,  will  come  into  opera- 
tion, I  must  say  it  seems  to  me  to  be 
wise  to  follow  the  Besolntion  of  the 
House  of  Oommons  in  1880,  and  in- 
corporate it  in  this  Bill  with  the  Amend- 
ments to  which  my  hon.  Friend  has 
referred,  and  wfaioh  I  am  prepared  to 
support.  Therefore,  on  that  ground,  I 
hope  the  House,  as  to  present  legisla- 
tion, will  adopt  the  Bill  which  is  now 
before  us.  It  is  not,  I  need  not  say— 
certainly  thwe  is  general  agreement 
on  that  on  both  sides  and  among  both 
Parties—a  Party  question ;  but  it  is  a 
social  question  of  some  importance,  and 
on  which  there  is  the  authority  of  a 
distinct  vote  of  this  House  ;  and,  there- 
fore, for  the  Government,  I  have  to 
say  that  we  shall  support  the  second 
reading  of  the  present  Bill,  end  we 
shall  do  our  best  to  introduce  in  Oom- 
mittee  the  Amendments  suggested. 

Ms.  A.  J.  BALFOUH  (Manchester, 
E.) :  As  to  the  speech  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  amongst  the  re- 
markable things  in  it,  not  tlie  least  re- 
markable and  instraotave  part  of  it  is 
the  intimation  he  has  given  us  as  to  tho 

Srospect  ive  may  entertain  of  the  intro- 
uction  of  the  Local  Government  Bill. 
Why  is  that  measure  to  be  relegated  to 
the  dim  and  distant  Aiture,  and  the 
House  to  be  asked  to  deal  in  this 
piecemeal  and  perfunctory  manner  with 
the  Liquor  QucBtion,  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  admits  is  part  and 
parcel  of  it?  I  have  always  under- 
stood that  the  introduction  of  the 
Local  Government  Bill  was  one  of  the 
very  cardinal  points  of  the  programme, 
not  only  on  this  side  of  the  House,  but  on 
the  other  aide,  and  yet  no  prospect  is  hdd 
oat  of  this  measBie ;  and  we  araaotaaiUy 
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asked  by  the  GoTemment  to  pass, 
to-day,  a  Bill  dealing  with  a  most  im- 
portant social  question  affecting  the 
whole  oountiry.  and  which,  by  oommoa 
consent,  cannot  be  adequately  dealt 
vith,  except  as  part  of  a  Local  Go- 
vernment scheme.  If  the  Government 
are  of  opinuHi  that  we  ought  at  this 
time  to  pass  this  measure,  I  should, 
at  all  events,  have  expected  that  the 
light  hon.  Geutlenuui  <^poaite  should 
liaTO  given  us  some  ground  for  thinking 
tiiAt  the  proposals  he  means  the  House 
to  adopt  would  meet*  with  general  ac- 
oeptation.  There  has  been  a  great 
deal  of  experience  lately  in  regard  to 
Sunday  Closing.  It  has  been  in  opera- 
tion for  some  time  in  Ireland  and  Wales ; 
and,  before  we  are  asked  by  the  respon- 
sible  Government  to  apply  that  principle 
to  the  whole  country,  surely  we  might 
expect  that  he  would  have  based  upon 
those  experiences  some  defence  of 
the  proposals  he  asks  us  to  adopt; 
bat  we  have  not  had  a  word  from 
the  right  hoQ.  Gentleman  on  that 
point.  He  has  confined  himself  simply 
to  saying  that  this  Bill  ought  to  pass, 
without  giving  us  a  single  argument  by 
which  that  omnion  might  be  supported. 
WiU  this  Bui,  in  the  first  place,  satisfy 
pablio  opmon  on  this  question?  I 
think  we  have  had  it  conclusively 
proved,  in  the  course  of  debate,  that  it 
will  neither  satisfy  extreme  tempwance 
people,  nor  those  who  desire  to  see  the 
law  remain  as  it  id.  Now,  the  late 
Government  considered  that  this  ques- 
tion ought  not  to  be  dealt  with  by  hard- 
and-fast  legislation  applied  with  iron 
uniformity  to  the  whole  country.  We 
thought,  and  still  think,  that  each  dis- 
trict in  the  country  should  regulate  its 
own  legislation  in  Uiis  matter;  for  what 
might  be  applicable  to  one  district  would 
not  be  to  another;  and  we  thought, 
therefore,  that  we  ought  to  leave  to  the 
districts  thraaselvea,  under  proper  re- 
strictions, the  regulation  of  this  ques- 
tion. Now,  I  perceive  in  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  of  my  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  Joseph  Pease)  that  fae  himself 
is  also  of  opinion  that  the  ciroum- 
stances  of  diAerent  localities  so  far  vary 
that  the  same  legislative  provisions  are 
not  equally  applicable  to  all,  because  he 
has  divided  the  country  into  three  parts. 
In  the  oountry  districts  you  may  not  get 
dvimk  at  all  on  the  Sunday ;  in  popu* 


louB  places  you  may  get  drunk  on  beer, 
on  the  condition  that  it  is  bought  and 
drunk  off  the  premises  ;  and  in  London 
you  may  get  drunk  on  what  liquor  you 
please,  both  in  the  public-house  and 
out  of  it.  ["No,  no!'']  But  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  of  opinion  that  sobriety 
on  the  Sunday  may  be  produced  by 
shutting  up  the  public- houses.  That  is 
the  whole  principle  on  which  the  Bill 
proceeds.  Therefore  he  enforces  com- 
plete sobriety  in  country  places*  partial 
sobriety  in  populous  places,  and  does 
not  enforce  sobriety  at  all  in  London. 
According,  therefore,  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's own  views,  different  localities 
require  different  treatment ;  and  if  we 
carried  out  that  principle  to  its  logical 
conclusion,  we  should  arrive  at  the  con- 
clusion adopted  by  the  late  Government 
— namely,  that  the  localities  themselves 
shall  decide  what  are  the  principles  on 
which  they  desire  to  regulate  the 
liquor  traffic.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Cbilders)  does 
not  approve  of  the  Bill  as  it  stands, 
but  says  it  can  be  amended  in  Com- 
mittee; but  I  do  not  think  the  Go- 
vernment can  ask.  us  to  accept  the 
second  reading  of  a  Bill,  with  one  of 
the  main  principles  of  which  they  cannot 
agree.  I  think  we  have  a  right  to  say 
that  after  the  intimation  I  have  given  of 
the  policy  of  the  late  Government,  we  are 
as  anxious  that  this  question  should  be 
settled  on  a  fair  basis  as  any  Gentlemen 
who  sit  opposite.  But  we  hold  that  it 
cannot  be  settled  on  a  satisfactory  basis, 
if  we  are  to  go  on  the  lines  laid  down  in 
this  Bill.  We  hold  that  the  BUI  would 
make  us  lay  down  a  hard-and-fast  line 
for  every  locality,  no  matter  what  special 
circumstances  may  exist ;  and  that  some 
of  the  most  important  prorisions  of  this 
Bill  are  such  as  ought  not  to  be  enter- 
tained by  this  House.  Holding  that 
opinion,  we  think  we  cannot  support 
this  Bill.  We  think  the  Government 
ought  to  lose  no  time  in  bringing  for- 
ward the  Local  Government  Bill,  about 
which  they  have  talked  so  much,  and 
with  regard  to  which  it  appears  they 
intend  to  do  so  little.  We  thought 
when  in  Office,  and  we  think  now,  that 
no  final  or  rational  settlement  of  the 
Liquor  Question  could  be  expected  until 
the  Local  Goveramevt  Bill  was  brought 
forward ;  and  feherefoie  we  were  specially 
anxious  that  that  BUI  should  stand  in 
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the  fore&ont  of  legislation.  But  we 
cannot  iee  for  the  moment  that  any 
great  public  object  will  be  attained  by 
asking  the  House  to  pass  a  Bill  which 
will  be  snperseded  and  rendered  abso- 
lutely nugatory  directly  the  new  Local 
GoTerament  Bill  is  passed.  Let  ua  not 
deal  with  this  matter  in  a  fragmentary 
fashion.  I<et  us  deal  with  it  once 
and  for  all;  and  let  us  give  the  Local 
Authoritiee,  under  fair  and  proper  re- 
strictions, and  with  due  regard  to  the 
legitimate  interests  of  the  great  trade 
i^ected,  power  to  deal  with  this  ques- 
tion. Thus,  and  thus  only,  will  you 
finally  decide  and  place  on  a  solid  and 
satisfactory  basis  this  question,  which 
is  attracting,  and  deserredly  attract- 
ing, so  much  of  the  attention' of  the 
country. 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
STJEY  (Mr.  Heney  H.  Fowlee)  (Wol- 
Terhampton,  E.) :  There  is  one  thing 
the  House  has  learned  from  the  speech 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour),  and  that  is  what  was  the  policy 
of  the  late  Government  upon  the  Sunday 
Oloeing  Question.  He  has  laid  it  down, 
perfectly  clearly,  that  their  policy  was 
to  relegate  the  question  entirely  to  each 
distinot  locality  to  decide.  But  I  have 
a  vexj  strong  recollection  that  in  the 
last  Parliament  there  were  large  num- 
bers of  us  who  tried  to  uphold  that 
truth.  Sunday  Closing  Bills  were 
brought  in  for  Durham,  Cornwall,  and 
other  parts  of  the  Kingdom,  and — I  will 
not  include  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
among  the  number — but,  at  all  events, 
his  Friends  and  the  Party  of  which  be 
is  such  a  distinguished  ornament  con- 
stantly and  successfully  objected  to  what 
was  called  a  piecemeal  mode  of  dealing 
with  the  queation.  They  resisted,  in 
every  shape  and  form,  the  proposal  that 
localities  should  decide ;  and  they  said 
it  was  a  duty  which  Parliament  itself 
ought  to  discharge  by  passing  a  general 
measure.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  ashed  why  we  have  not  given  the 
experience  of  Ireland,  where  uis  ques- 
tion has  been  fairly  tested  for  a  con- 
siderable number  of  years.  But  during 
the  last  Parliament,  and  certainly  during 
the  Chief  Secretaryship  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Trevelyan),  measures  were 
brought  in  for  making  perpetual  Sun- 
day Closing  in  Ireland,  and  extending  it 
to  the  five  towns  exempted  from  the 
original  operation  of  tike  Act,  upon  the 
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ground  that  it  was  a  success  in  Ireland. 
And  I  venture  to  say  the  Act  has  also 
been  a  success  in  Wales.  ["  No,  no  ! "] 
I  appeal  to  the  Welsh  Members  as  to 
whether  it  has  not.  I  am  prepared 
and  content  to  take  the  verdict  of 
the  Welsh  Members.  But  the  point  I 
wish  to  bring  before  the  Honse  is  this — 
in  all  Bills  of  this  kind  one  is  not 
pledged  to  details.  What  the  House  is 
going  to  vote  on  is  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  and  that  is— ought  the  hours  of 
opening  of  public-houses  on  Sunday  to 
be  reduced  f  The  hon,  and  learned 
Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Addison), 
who  moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill, 
seemed  to  have  forgotten  altogether  that 
at  present  the  Legislature  restricted  the 
opening  of  public-houses  on  Sundays. 
He  argued  against  restricting  the 
liberties  of  the  individual ;  but  if  the 
Legislature  has  thought  fit  already  to 
say  that  on  Sunday  public-houses  shall 
only  be  open  between  6  and  II,  why 
should  they  not  say  they  shall  only  be 
open  between  7  and  10  P  Yon  have 
conceded  the  principle  already— to  adopt 
the  words  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Ham  (Mr.  Leicester),  who  bo  ably  repre- 
sents the  working  men  on  this  question 
— *'  in  the  interests  of  morality."  You 
cannot  deal  with  this  question  as  you 
deal  with  other  questions.  Wo  have 
before  us  an  evil.  Gentlemen  say  it  is 
decreasing ;  but,  at  all  .events,  one-half, 
if  not  threc-fourtha,  of  the  misery, 
poverty,  and  crime  of  this  country 
springs  entirely  from  drink.  We  are 
endeavouring  to  resist  this  great  curse  ; 
and  I  hope  the  House  will  not  be  misled 
by  the  argument  that  we  are  inter- 
fering with  individual  ^eedom,  when  it 
is  the  men  on  behalf  of  whom  that 
appeal  is  made  who  really  want  their 
freedom  protected.  They  want  to  be 
protected  by  this  Bill.  ["No,  no!"] 
You  say  "No!"  Let  a  working  man  get 
up  in  this  House  and  contradict  me.  We 
want  to  prevent  the  B|tread  of  this  evil ; 
and  we  object  to  the  intervention  of  the 
cry  of  individual  liberty,  when  you  have 
already  conceded  this  principle,  which 
is  the  principle  upon  which  the  whole 
Licensing  Laws  are  based.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
says  wait  until  the  Local  Government 
BUI  is  brought  in.  But  no.  We  havo 
a  chance  of  putting  on  record  that  this 
House  is  of  opinion  that  Sunday  Closing 
in  this  country  ought  to  be  extended, 
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vad  is  nothing  whatever  in  thia 
Bill  vhich  in  any  way  interfere  with 
the  proTiBions  of  any  Local  Qovernment 
Bill  which  may  be  brought  in. 

Me.  "W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) 
Baid,  he  would  not  detain  the  House 
more  than  a  couple  of  minutes;  but 
he  thought  it  would  bo  wrong  that 
the  debate  on  the  Sunday  Closing 
Bill  should  terminate  without  the  voice 
of  Ireland  being  heard  upon  that  sub- 
ject. As  a  Conservative  Member,  he 
therefore  seized  the  opportunity  of  ex* 
pressing  his  opinion  that  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House  should  be  carried. 
There  was  no  question  with  regard  to 
which  the  people  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land took  a  greater  interest  than  this 
particular  phase  of  the  subjeot— namely, 
the  closing  of  puhlic-housea  on  Sunday. 
That,  perhaps,  interested  them  more  than 
anything  else  in  the  temperance  move- 
ment. The  fact  that  Dublin,  Belfast, 
Cork,  Limerick,  and  Waterford  were  not 
included  in  the  Irish  Sunday  Closing  Act 
was,  he  considered,  a  blot  which  ought  to 
he  removed  as  soon  as  possible.  He  re- 
gretted  to  hear  so  many  voices  raised 
against  the  Bill  as  had  been  from  the 
side  of  the  House  on  which  he  sat,  Con- 
servatives being  as  much  in  favour  of 
temperance  legislation  as  an^  other 
Party,  and  he  protested  against  the 
course  which  some  hon.  Members 
had  thought  fit  to  pursue  in  that  direc- 
tion. He  would  consider  it  a  cnme  if 
he  did  not  protest  against  the  idea  so 
current  in  the  country  that  temperance 
reform  found  support  only  on  the  other 
side— the  Liberal  side  of  the  House. 
He  .had  been  asked  to  preside  at  a  meet- 
ing of  the  Liverpool  Conservative  Tem- 
perance Association,  of  which  all  the 
members  were  Conservatives.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  excessive  use  of  alcohol 
was  the  crying  curse  of  Christendom  at 
the  present  time.  National  sins  brought 
national  judgment,  and  no  national 
sin  of  their  day  cried  more  loudly  for 
the  anger  of  the  Almighty  than  the 
drinking  that  was  so  prevalent.  He 
urged  with  all  the  earnestness  of  which 
he  was  capable  the  second  readiog  of 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  (Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
George's)  said,  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
was  not  borne  out  b^  the  Bill  itself.  The 
Home  Secretary  said,  very  fairly,  that  if 
this  Bill  were  one  for  the  total  .closing 
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of  public-houses  on  Sundays,  the  Go- 
vernment could  not  support  it ;  but  he 
asked  the  House  to  consent  to  the  second 
reading,  in  order  that  that  particular  part 
of  it  should  be  struck  out  in  Committee. 
He  thought  there  was  a  great  deal  to  be 
said,  especially  speaking  for  the  Metro- 
polis, in  favour  of  shortening  the  hours, 
and  if  this  were  a  Bill  the  principle  of 
which  was  to  shorten  the  hours,  it  would 
receive  the  pretty  general  approbation 
of  both  sides  of  the  House.  But  wliat 
they  had  to  look  to  was  that  there  were 
two  things  proposed  to  be  done.  One— 
a  small  thing  in  the  direction  of  temper- 
ance legislation — was  to  restrict  the 
hours  of  sale  on  Sundays,  and  the  other 
wastlie  closing  of  publio-houses  entirely 
throughout  the  country  districts.  And 
what  the  Government  asked  the  House 
to  do  was  to  vote  for  the  second  reading, 
in  order  that  the  smalt  matter  should  be 
accepted  and  the  stronger  provisions  cut 
up.  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  had  remarked  that 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  was  that 
the  hours  should  be  reduced;  but  that 
he  did  not  find,  on  examining  the  Bill, 
was  its  principle,  because,  at  the  very 
outset,  what  did  they  find  in  the  title  ? 
"  A  Bill  for  Closing  Public-Houses  on 
Sundays,  and  for  making  Exception  for 
the  Sale  of  Beer  during  certain  Hours 
in  the  Metropolitan  District."  That  was 
the  title ;  and  he  would  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  how  he  could  contend,  there- 
fore, that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  waste 
restrict  the  hours,  when  that  was  merely 
the  exception  ?  He  contended,  there- 
fore, that  every  Member  who  voted  for 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  would 
vote  for  the  principle  of  closing  public- 
houses  on  Sundays.  He  was  bound  to 
say  that,  anxious  as  he  was  to  take 
stops  in  the  direction  of  temperance 
legislation,  he  was  not  prepared  to  sup- 

Eort  a  Bill  for  the  total  closing  of  public* 
ouses  on  Sundays.  He  recognized  that 
that  was  a  matter  which  was  essen- 
tially one  for  localities.  There  had, 
undoubtedly,  been  an  enormous  increase 
of  temperance  owing  to  the  efforts  of 
the  temperance  party ;  but  he  was  sore 
hon.  Members  would  recognize  that  they 
must  proceed  with  extreme  caution  in 
this  matter.  If  they  closed  public-houses 
throughout  the  country,  they  must  bear 
in  mind  that  that  act  would  not  affect  a 
single  Member  of  that  House ;  and, 
therefore,  looking  to  that  fac^  thc^ 
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ought  to  he  more  than  ever  careful  that 
any  legislation  on  the  suhject  could  not 
he  represented 'by  any  person  in  any 
quarter  or  in  any  shape  or  form  as  class 
legislation.  He  believed  that  evil  was 
to  he  avoided  by  giving  localities  the 
power  of  dealing  with  the  question 
themselves.  There  was  a  greater  evil 
than  that  of  Sunday  drinking,  and  that 
was  making  it  appear  that  that  House 
legislated  in  any  shape  or  form  in  the 
interest  of  partiotiUr  olasses  of  the  com- 
munity. 

Mb.  LLOYD  (WedneabuTy),  who 
spoke  amid  continued  iuterruptioo,  said, 
tnat  it  was  somewhat  strange  that  no 
statistics  had  been  quoted  by  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Bill,  to  show  that  such  an 
amount  of  drunkenness  existed  through- 
out the  country  as  to  necessitate  the 
passing  of  this  Bill.  No  figures  whatever 
had  been  quoted. 

Sir  JOSEPH  PEASE  said,  he  would 
call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  the  Parliamentary  Beturns. 

Mb.  LLOYD  said,  that  the  Parlia- 
mentary Keturns  were  all  very  well ; 
but  they  did  not  come  down  to  date. 
"What  he  was  asking  for  were  statistics 
which  came  up  to  that  day.  The  hon. 
Member  for  West  Ham  (Mr.  Leicester) 
had  addressed  the  House  upon  the  ques- 
tion, and  had  said  that  he  represented 
the  working  classes  upon  it.  Well,  he 
(Mr.  lioyd)  had  taken  a  good  deal  of 
interest  in  the  matter,  ana  thought  he 
was  perfectly  ju8ti6ed  in  saying  that  he 
as  much  represented  the  working  classes 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Ham. 
His  (Mr.  Lloyd's)  contention  was,  that 
the  measure  was  a  class  measure,  and 
was  directed  against  the  liberty  of  the 
poor.  That  was  its  weak  feature.  If 
the  hon.  Member  would  go  further,  and 
say  that  both  rich  and  poor  should  be 
treated  alike,  he  would  not  mind  follow- 
ing him;  but  when  they  said  that  a 
poor  man  should  not,  on  a  Sunday,  be 
entitled  to  use  a  public-house  which  was 
virtually  his  club,  and  that  the  clubs  of 
the  rich  were  to  remain  open,  he  con- 
tended that  the  legislation  was  unequal, 
and  that  the  BiU  was  metinp;  out  to 
the  poor  man  a  measure  of  justice  which 
was  not  imposed  upon  the  rich.  He 
considered  that  legislation  should  be 
directed,  if  the  sobriety  of  the  nation 
was  to  be  considered,  rather  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  adulteration  of  beer,  than  to 
lindting  the  hours  of  its  sale.   He  also 

Jfi*.  Bitchw 


believed,  from  inquiries  he  had  made, 
that  the  amount  of  drunkenness  alleged 
to  exist  in  this  country  had  been  very 
much  overstated.  [Criw  of  "  Divide !  "1 
If  hon.  Members  desired  it  he  woola 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 
[Crift  of  "Divide!"]  He  would  not 
move  the  adjournment,  but  would  con- 
clude by  saying  that  if  hon.  Members 
desired  to  produce  temperance  in  this 
country  by  Act  of  Parliament,  they  must 
introduce  a  Bill  to  prohibit  the  sale  of 
alcohol  altogether.  Partial  legieAation, 
such  as  they  were  stSU  proposing,  would 
not  be  of  much  use. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  (Warwickshire,  Tarn- 
worth),  rising  amid  interruption,  sud, 
he  wished  to  make  a  few  observations 
on  the  Bill.  He  yielded  to  no  man  in 
his  deetre  to  promote  temperance,  re- 
cognizing in  drunkenness  what  had 
hitherto  been  a  great  curse  to  the 
country,  and  particularly  to  the  working 
classes.  But  with  respect  to  the  Bifl 
before  the  House,  he  objected  to  it 
in  toto,  because  to  his  mind  it  was  a  most 
unfair  Bill.  He  found  that  it  dealt  on 
altogether  different  lines  with  Metro- 
politan and  with  country  constituencies. 
He  stood  there  representing  a  country 
constituency,  and  he  failed  altogether  to 
see  why  public-houses  in  country  con- 
stituencies were  to  be  closed  entirely  on 
Sunday  while  those  in  the  Metropolis 
were  to  be  left  open.  If  it  was  condu- 
cive to  virtue  in  the  Metropolis  that 
public-houses  should  be  kept  open  on 
Sunday,  it  ought  also  to  be  conducive 
to  virtue  that  they  should  be  kept  open 
in  the  country.  He  thought  the  suhject 
would  be  more  fairly  dealt  with  in  a 
comprehensive  spirit,  and  that  if  some  of 
them  were  to  be  made  virtuous,  he 
thought  it  better  that  they  should  all 
agree  to  become  virtuous  together.  It 
was  not  merely  the  inconsistency  of 
forcing  people  to  be  sober  in  the  country, 
while  they  were  allowed  to  get  drunk  in 
the  Metropolis,  but  a  greater  question 
arose,  whether  the  Bill  did  not  savour  of 
class  legislation.  Why  should  not  the 
Government  introduce  a  new  measure  on 
the  subject?  Why  should  not  the 
Local  Qovemment  Bill  be  framed  on 
uniform  principles  as  regarded  the  clos- 
ing of  public-houses  ?  He  would  never 
consent  to  a  measure  of  such  irregular 
action  as  the  present  Bill,  which  would 
close  some  public-houses  at  one  hour, 
and  others  at  another.   He  had  no  less 
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interest  in  promoting  temperanoe  than 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite;  but  be  would 
not  promote  that  interest  by  means  of 
elaaa  legislation,  and  by  dealing  with 
the  Metropolis  and  with  the  country  on 
that  question  on  different  lines.  He 
should  be  prepared,  however,  to  give 
his  most  careful  consideration  to  any 
measure  the  Gorernment  might  think 
fit  to  introduce  in  reference  to  Local 
QOTemment.  He  hoped  the  GoTern- 
ment  would  mtroduee  sueh  a  BUI,  and 
that  it  would  be  based  on  sound  and 
vise  principles,  in  the  interests  not  only 
of  the  working  classes,  but  of  the  upper 
classes.  He  hoped  also  the  Govern- 
ment would  introduce  a  short  measure 
for  the  closing  of  clubs.  Why  they 
should  introduce  a  measure  only  for 
regulating  drinking  among  the  working 
eluses,  and  not  also  for  clubs,  he  could 
not  understand.  They  wanted  a  measure 
which  would  have  a  uniform  action 
throughout  the  country,  and  not  mea- 
aurea  which  could  only  be  productive  of 
unlimited  confusion. 

It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before 
Six  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood 
adjoomed  till  To-morrow. 

MOTION'S. 
 a  ■ 

inmiCIFAL  BATES  BILL. 

On  Uotion  of  Kr.  Joseph  Cowen,  Bill  to 
make  proTtnon  for  the  making,  assessment, 
and  conectioQ  of  MnnicipRl  Rates,  onUred  to  be 
broaglit  io  hy  Mr.  Joseph  Coven,  Ur.  Dodds, 
and  MX.  David  Smith. 
Bfll  prmMtei,aaA  zead  the  firrt  time.  [Bill  184.] 

ooHHissKnnEas  cla.vbeb  aot  (1847) 

AHEKD1C£NT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Warmington,  Bill  to 
amend  **TbB  Commisslonera  OIsumb  Act, 
1847 ;  "  and  for  other  purpowa  relaliiig  thereto, 
trdtred  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Warmington, 
Mr.  Thomas  Price,  and  Mr.  Winter-botham. 
Bfll  prfmU4,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  \  36.] 


FLA0B8  €S  WOBSHIP  8ITSS  BILL. 
On  Motioa  of  Mr.  John  Ellis,  Bill  to  facili- 
tate the  acquisition  of  Sitoa  for  Places  of  B«- 
ligioDS  Wor^p,  ordered  to  be  broaght  in  by 
jE-.  John  Ellis,  Mr.  Borlaae,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr. 
U' Arthur,  and  Mr.  Henry  Wilson. 
mipr^tmUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  136.] 

Boose  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
before  1^  (^olook. 


HOUSE  07  LOBDS, 
nvniajft  lia  Mdrehf  1686. 


UIKUTES.]  —  StiMOi  CoucrnxB  —  Govern- 
ment of  India,  appointed. 

Pu  BLic  B  ILLS — FSnt  Mtading — Salmon  Fisheries 
Amendment  (Scotland)*  (30) ;  Glebe  Loans 
(Ireland)  Acts  Continoanoe  *  (31). 

BUBMAH  ~  ALItEGED  BAKaEKOUB 
POBITION  OP  A  GARRISON  NEAB 

MANDALAT.-QUE6TI0N. 
ViBcouNT  ORANBROOK  asked  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  6tate  for 
India,  Whether  he  could  give  any  infor- 
mation with  respect  to  a  paragraph 
whioh  had  appeared  in  the  newspa;^rs 
as  to  the  peril  of  a  beleaguered  gamson 
near  Uandalay  f 

The  secretary  or  STATE  (The 
Earl  of  KncBEBLET) :  My  noble  Friend 
opposite  probably  refers  to  the  Renter 
telegram  puUished  in  the  newspapers. 
I  have  made  some  inquiries,  and  I 
find  that  the  Yioeroy  has  no  reason 
to  fed  any  serious  anxiety  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

GOVERNMENT  OF  INDIA, 
uonoir  FOB  a  sxleot  coiainTBX. 

JOUTT  GOICHITTEE  OF  IHQUIBT. 

Thb  8E0RETABT  op  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (The  Earl  of  Ejvbbblbt),  in 
rising  to  move — 

"That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
join  wiUi  a  Committee  of  the  Commons  to  iaqnire 
into  the  operation  of  the  following  Acts  of  Par- 
liament :— Statute  2lBt  and  22nd  Vict.  chap. 
106.  An  Act  for  the  better  Government  of 
India  (1868),  and  the  Aotsof  ParUament  amend> 
iag  the  same.  Statute  24th  and  25th  Vict, 
chap.  67.  The  Indian  Councils  Act  (1861),  to- 
gether with  Uie  statutory  provisions  emending 
the  same,  and  those  relating  to  the  ExecntiTO 
Oountuls  of  the  Oovemors  of  Madras  and  Bom- 
bay. Statute  34th  and  2«th  Vict.  chap.  104 
(1861).  An  Aot  for  establishing  High  Courts 
of  Juaioature  in  India.  Statute  24th  and  S£th 
Vict,  cliap.  S4  (1861).  An  Act  to  confirm  cer- 
tain appointments  in  India,  and  to  amend  the 
law  coneemiag  the  civil  serrice  there.  Statate 
3^  Viet.  chap.  3  (1870).  An  Aot  to  make 
better  pzoriaion  for  making  laws  and  regola- 
tions  in  certain  parts  of  India,  and  for  owtain 
other  purposes  relating  thOTeto,'* 

said,  that  the  Statutes  to  which  reference 
was  made  regulated  the  sgystem  of  our 
Ijidian  Oovernment.  It  was  a  great 
many  years  eince  any  inquiry  took  jjlace 
upQn  this  subjeot.    The  last  Committee 
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vfaioh  was  appointed  was  in  1862.  In 
tiiat  year  the  time  for  which  the  Charter 
had  beoi  granted  to  the  East  In^a 
Oorapany  had  nearly  ran  ont,  and  Gom- 
mittees  were  appointed  in  both  Honses 
of  Parliament  to  consider  whether  the 
Ohartet  shmild  be  renewed  or  not.  The 
Oommittees  sat  for  two  SessioDB,  and 
published  the  veiy  voluminous  oTideuoe 
they  had  taken ;  but  they  never  made 
any  general  Beport.  Not  long  after 
that,  as  their  Lonlships  were  aware,  the 
great  Mutiny  in  India  occurred,  and  the 
result  was  that  the  whole  subject  of  the 
Government  of  India  was  taken  into 
conBideration  by  Parliament,  and  in 
1858  a  Statute  was  passed  placing  our 
Indian  Empire  under  the  direct  rule  of 
Her  Majesty.  The  Act  of  1858  was  the 
principal  Statute  wbioh  would  be  inquired 
into  by  the  Committee  he  now  proposed. 
Uj^on  the  oooaaion  of  moving  the  ap- 
pomtment  of  the  Committee  in  1852, 
die  late  Earl  of  Derby,  who  was  then 
Prime  Minister,  made  a  very  long  and 
interesting  speech,  in  which  he  described 
the  whole  system  of  government  in 
India,  and  pointed  out  the  enormous 
magnitude  of  our  Empire  there,  giving 
a  great  many  details  on  the  whole  sub* 
ject.  Their  Lordships,  he  was  sure, 
would  not  expect  him  to  follow  the  same 
course  on  this  occasion.  Times  had 
ereatly  changed  since  1652.  In  those 
oaye,  owing  to  the  difficulty  of  commu- 
nication with  India,  the  subject  was 
much  less  understood  than  was  the  eaee 
now.  There  was  now  so  much  of  con- 
stant interchange  between  this  oountry 
and  India  oi  travellers,  and  aaok  was 
the  eflfeet  of  the  telegraphs  and  railwa3re 
and  newspaper  correspondence,  that  we 
had  become  far  more  familiar  with 
Indian  questions  than  formerly.  Cer- 
tainly, the  magnitude  of  our  Empire 
had  not  decreased,  nor  the  greatness  of 
the  burdens  of  the  Govwument ;  and  it 
was  sufficent  to  establish  that  by  merely 
alluding  to  the  faot  that,  either  directly 
or  indirectly,  under  the  sway  of  the 
Queen-Empress  there  were  no  less  than 
250,000,000  of  people,  or  not  far  short, 
he  believed,  of  a  fifth  of  the  whole 
human  race.  The  statement  of  such 
figures  was  enough  to  show  how  great 
the  burden  of  government  must  be,  and 
how  vast  must  be  the  Empire  over  which 
they  ruled.  He  would  now  explain  to 
the  House  the  reason  why  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Govemmoat  thought  it  desinbla 


to  follow  the  oonoltttions,  arrived  at  by 
the  late  Qovemmeat,  that  there  shonU 
be  an  inquiry  on  this  enbjeet.  As  he 
had  said,  it  was  no  less  than  34  yeate 
nnoe  there  had  been  any  general  inquiry. 
In  that  time  Tast  ehanges  had  takra 
place  in  India ;  and  he  was  told  by  tiiose 
who  knew  India  well  that  if  the  India 
of  the  present  daj  w^  compared  with 
it  in  the  days  of  the  late  Earl  of  Ellen- 
borough,  the  change  which  had  taken 
place  wiu  greater  than  that  whioh  had 
occurred  in  this  country  in  the  same 
time.  In  one  sense  India  had  been  im- 
movable—t^t  there  were  still  existing 
ancient  systems  which  weror  no  doubt, 
of  very  great  stability ;  and,  looking  at 
these,  it  might  be  supposed  that  it  was 
not  operated  upon  by  the  changes  going 
on  around  it,  but  remained  a  distinot 
world.  That,  however,  he  believed  was 
a  great  mistake.  The  introdnotion  of 
railways  in  India,  which  enabled  the 
different  parts  of  that  coonby  to  oom- 
municate  with  each  other,  had  alone 
made  a  great  difference;  and  there 
could  not  be  any  doubt  in  the  mind 
of  anyone  who  had  carefully  and 
wisely  observed  the  signs  of  the  times 
that  there  were  signs  of  movement 
such  as  had  never  been  seen  before. 
That,  he  thought,  constituted  a  valid 
reason  why  they  should  carefully  exa- 
mine whether,  after  the  lapse  of  all  theee 
years,  any  changes  were  necessary  in 
the  system  then  established.  In  saying 
this,  he  would  guard  himself  against  ita 
being  supposed  that  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
vemment  were  of  opinion  that  the  pre- 
sent system  had  broken  down,  or  that  it 
was  a  bad  rfstem.  On  the  contrary. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  believed  that 
the  principles  on  which  the  Government 
of  India  were  founded  were  sound,  and 
that  the  experience  whioh  they  had  had 
of  the  working  of  that  system  was  en- 
tirely in  its  favour.  But  it  might  be  that 
there  were  various  details  with  regard  to 
which  changes  were  desirable.  That 
the  system  had  been,  on  the  whole,  suc- 
cessful, was  no  inconsiderable  achieve- 
ment. In  1858  Parliament  was  greatly 
perplezed  by  the  great  problem  then 
submitted  to  it.  The  Government  of 
the  day  found  extreme  difficulty  in  carry- 
ing the  measure  through  to  the  satisfae- 
tion  of  Parliament  and  of  publio  opinion ; 
and  if  they  read  the  debates  of  that 
time  they  would  see  there  was  no 
means  on  absolute  and  confident  ex- 
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peotatloQ  that  the  syatem  would  b« 
aatiefaotory  whioh  was  then  eatablished. 
It  was  helioTed  they  had  invented  a 
good  systwoL ;  bat  still  it  had  yet  to  be 
tried.  But  now  experience  bad  ehown 
that  it  had  worked^  on  the  whole, 
smoothly  and  well,  and  he  insisted  the 
more  upon  this  because  they  heard  very 
often  of  eoDftplaintfl,  sonauetimes  just  oom.- 
plaints,  of  deteete  in  their  admimstra- 
tioa.  Fixing  their  minds  on  it  aa  a 
whole,  however,  and  not  looking  at 
particular  points,  he  would  maintain 
that,  as  a  whole,  the  Administration  of 
Bkdia,  whether  at  houe  or  in  India,  was 
one  whioh  gave  them  reaatm,  for  jwtde. 
The  Acta  which  he  referred  to  in  hia 
Motion  were  the  most  important  Acts 
by  whioh  the  machinery  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  established.  The  first— the 
Act  of  1868 —  was  the  important  Aot 
which  transferred  the  Govenunent  of 
India  from  the  East  India  (Jompany  to 
the  drown.  Upon  that  basis  the  whole 
of  the  structure  rested ;  and  in  referring 
that  Aot  to  the  Committee  they  were,  no 
doubt,  technically  referring  the  founda- 
tion on  whioh  the  Indian  Gevemmentwae 
established ;  bathe  apprehended  that  no 
one  supposed  they  were  about  to  refer 
to  the  Ck»mmittee  the  question  whether 
Lidia  was  to  be  under  tilie  direct  go- 
Temmeat  of  the  Grown.  But  iaat 
Act  did  greatly  more  tiian  trandfor 
the  GKivenunrait  of  India  to  tiie  Queen. 
It  provided  the  whole  m&ohinery  by 
which  it  wae  to  be  done ;  and  without 
going  on  this  occasion  into  details 
on  tne  subject,  he  might  say  that 
some  parts  of  the  working  of  that 
machinery  had  been  questioned,  and  it 
was  quite  reasonable  that  Parliament 
should  investigate  the  subject,  and 
should  declare  whether  there  should 
be  any  ohangee  in  that  machinery  or 
not.  He  did  not  anticipate  that  the 
strong  accusations  brought  agfunst  it 
would  be  proved;  but.  at  the  same  time, 
he  admitted  that  after  so  many  years  it 
was  possible  that  improvements  might 
be  made  in  the  arrangements.  Then 
the  Aots  amending  the  Acts  of  1866  in 
variouB  minov  points  were  also  refwred 
to  the  Committee.  The  next  Aot  was 
that  whioh  related  to  ifae  Exeeutive 
Coanoils  of  the  Governors  of  Bombay 
and  Madras.  The  24  &  25  Viet.  c.  104, 
established  the  Court  of  Judicature,  and 
the  next  Statute  mentioned  regulated  the 
whole  appoizitm«itB  in  the  Covenanted 


C^vil  Serviee.  The  last  Statute  eetab- 
Udied  what  was  known  as  the  Statutory 
Civil  Swrice— a  special  branch  of  the 
Service  into  whieh  large  numbers  of 
Natives  were  admitted.  And  here  he 
wished  to  obeerve  that  he  was  ex- 
tremely anxious  that  it  should  not  be 
supposed  that,  in  specially  mentioning 
the  Aot  regulating  the  Civil  Service  in 
India,  he  was  casting  any  reflection  of 
any  kind  on  the  Service.  He  was  quite 
certain  that  there  was  no  portion  of  the 
Chril  Service  of  Her  Majesty  which  de- 
served better  of  their  f  ellaw-ooantr]rmen 
than  the  Civil  Service  of  India.  It  wai 
eminently  patriotie  and  eDei:|;etio.  That 
it  was  better  than  the  older  Service  he 
would  not  say,  for  it  would  be  difficult 
to  find  a  better  Service ;  but  that  the 
present  Civil  Service  oame  up  to  the 
high  standard  of  the  formw  Service 
could  safely  be  asserted.  At  the  same 
time,  it  was  qnite  right  that  that  Statute 
should  be  referred  to  the  Committee. 
The  other  question  to  which  he  had  al- 
luded under  the  name  of  the  Statntory 
Civil  Service  was  a  more  difficult  one. 
There  could  not  be  the  least  doubt  thai 
a  great  deal  of  discussion  and  some  dii- 
satisfaetion  had  arisen  &om  the  regu- 
lations  under  which  Natives  were  ad- 
mitted to  the  Service.  The  age  for 
admisaion  was  altered  seme  years  ago, 
and  there  had  been  during  the  last  three 
or  four  years  a  strong  agitation  for  a 
return  to  the  former  Umita  of  age.  The 
question  of  age  bore  on  the  admission 
of  Natives  to  the  Statutory  Civil  Ser- 
vice, whieh  was  established  with  a 
special  view  to  meet  the  wants  of  the 
Natives.  They  were  all  agreed  upon 
one  point — namely,  that  full  scope  should 
be  given  to  the  admission  of  the  Natives 
to  Her  Majesty's  Service  in  that  part  of 
her  Empire  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  the 
particular  arrangement  by  whioh  that 
object  should  be  secured  was  by  no 
means  easy  to  devise ;  and,  looking  to 
the  difference  of  opinion  on  the  matter, 
the  labours  of  the  Committee  would  be 
very  wisely  directed  to  that  question. 
It  might  be  asked  if  it  was  utended 
that  this  Committee  should  go  into  lAie 
wh(Je  of  this  vast  subject  which  was 
bung  remitted  to  them.  He  admitted 
that  irom  the  reference  of  the  Act  of 
1868  to  them  this  might  be  inferred; 
but  if  the  Committee  went  into  the 
vartouB  branches  of  tiie  administration 
of  the  Indian  Empire— *to  its  Berenae, 
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its  finance,  its  Army,  its  Judioatnre,  its 
relations  to  Native  States,  its  foreign 
relations,  and,  in  short,  all  the  whme 
admtniBtration  which  was  controlled 
by  that  Act  —  then  he  would  say 
that  the  Committee  might  find  much 
useful  ocoupatioD  for  itself,  but  no  prac- 
tical result  could  come  from  it.  They 
would  produce  two  or  three  enormous 
Blue  Books  which  would  lie  upon  the 
shelves  unread ;  but  no  practical  result 
would  follow.  His  hope  was  that  the 
Committee  would  have  the  wisdom  and 
the  discretion  to  direct  itself  to  those 
particular  points  in  which  there  was 
some  immediate  question  involved,  and 
which  ought  to  be  dealt  with  by  Parlia- 
ment— to  those  on  which  it  was  de- 
sirable there  should  be  stHue  inquiry 
with  a  view  to  legislation.  If  they  did 
that,  they  would  strengthen  the  hands 
of  the  GoTemment ;  because  it  was  ex- 
ceedingly difficult  for  any  Government 
to  come  to  Parliament  with  Bills  altering 
the  Statutes  regulating  the  Indian 
Administration  unless  they  had  be- 
hind them  the  recommendations  of  a 
strong  Committee  who  had  considered 
the  whole  matter.  They  proposed,  on 
this  occasion,  a  Joint  Committee  as  more 
convenient  than  two  Committees,  and  as 
more  likely  to  lead  to  a  practical  result 
than  wae  the  case  am  formw  occasions. 

Movtd,  "  Thai  a  Select  Committee  be  ap. 
pointed  to  join  with  a  Committee  of  the  Com- 
mons to  inqaire  into  the  operation  of  the 
following  Acta  of  Parliament: — 

"  Statute  2lBt  and  S2nd  Vict.  chap.  106.  An 
Act  for  the  belter  Government  of  India  (1868), 
and  the  Acts  of  Parliament  amending  the  same : 

"  SUtote  24th  and  25th  Vict.  chap.  67.  The 
Indian  Coondls  Act  (1801),  together  with  the 
Btatatoty  provisions  amending  the  same,  and 
those refatmg  tc  the  Executive  Councils  of  the 
Crovemors  of  Madraa  and  Bombay : 
;"  Statute  24tb  and  2fith  Vict.  chap.  104.  (1861). 
An  Act  for  establishing  High  Courts  of  Judica- 
ture in  India : 

"  Statute  24th  and 35th  Vict.  chap.  M.  (1861). 
An  Act  to  confirm  cwtain  appointments  in 
India,  and  to  amend  the  law  concerning  the 
civil  service  there : 

"Statute  33rd  Tict.  chap.  3.  (1870).  An  Act 
to  make  better  provision  for  malcin^f  laws  and 
regulations  in  certain  parts  of  India,  and  for 
certain  other  purpooes  relating  thereto." — [  Th4 
Barl  9f  KimbtrUy. ) 

YisoouNi  OEANBEOOK  said,  that 
he  had  no  objecti(m  or  opposition 
to  o£fdr  to  the  proposal  made  fay  the 
noble  Barl  opposite.  The  subject  had 
been  referred  to  in  the  Queen's  Speech, 
and  it  had  beat  the  great  desire  of  the 

n«  Earl  KimbwUy 


noble  Lord  the  lata  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill) 
that  this  inquiry  should  be  held  at  once. 
He  was  very  glad  to  observe  the  tem- 
erate  and  moderate  language  which 
ad  been  used  by  the  noble  Earl ;  and 
if  any  objection  could  be  made  to  an 
injuiry  of  this  sort  it  would  be  on  the 
ground  of  the  very  vague  and  most  in- 
accurate charges  which  had  been  thrown 
out  by  persons  who  had  looked  more  to 
grievances  of  their  own  making  than  to 
those  which  really  affected  the  people  of 
India.  The  assumption  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  by  Her  Majesty  vas  not  to 
be  touched  at  all ;  tiiey  started  from  that 
foundation,  with  the  view  of  seeing 
whether  the  system  of  government 
which  had  berai  carried  on  in  India  had 
been  such  as  followed  to  their  full  oon- 
sequenoes  the  Besolntion  of  Parliament 
and  the  Proclamation  of  Her  Majesty. 
Those  inquiries  would  very  naturally  be 
made  into  the  Civil  Service  including  the 
Judicial  Service,  aa  affecting  both  the 
Natives  and  the  English  ;  but  he  quite 
agreed  with  the  noble  Earl  that  any 
Committee  which  sat  upon  this  question 
should  limit  its  ini^uiries  to  some  dis- 
tinct and  tangible  issues,  or  else  thOT 
would  involve  themselves  in  ineztrioabk 
difficulties,  and  would  never  come  to 
any  decision  or  oondusion  at  all.  He 
believed  that  the  system  of  administra- 
tion in  India  had  worked,  on  the  whole, 
extremely  well;  that  the  Natives  had 
little  cause  to  complain  of  it,  and  that 
the^  were  rapidly  rising  into  positions  for 
which  they  were  fitted.  It  must  be  re- 
membered that  they  werenotdealing  with 
one  nation  and  one  religion,  but  with 
several  nations  and  different  religions, 
and  that  they  had  to  apply  their  legisla- 
tion to  the  different  parts  of  the  country. 
He  hoped  that  the  Committee  would 
apply  themselves  with  temperance  and 
sobriety  to  the  great  task  which  the  noble 
Earl  had  proposed  to  impose  upon  them. 

LoED  STANLEY  of  ALDEELEY 
asked  whether  the  Beference  to  the 
Committee  in  regard  to  the  High  Courts 
of  Judicature  in  India  would  be  suffi- 
ciently wide  to  cover  the  question  of 
establishing  a  Court  of  Appeal  in  that 
country  tax  those  cases  concerning  pro* 

Serty,  which  many  thought  ought  to  be 
ecided  judicially,  and  not,  as  at  pre- 
sent, administratively  P 

The  Eaal  of  ElMBEBXEYsaid.that 
he  understood  his  noble  Friend  to  allude 
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to  ft  certain  dvss  of  cases  vheore  qnet- 
tioni,  which  were  partly  of  a  judicial 
nature  concemiDg  the  proper^  of  some 
privileged  owaers  of  land  m  lodia,  were 
referred  to  the  deoteion  of  the  GovMm- 
ment,  rather  than  of  the  Ooorts.  The 
qnestion  which  his  noble  Friend  had  in 
hie  mind  deeerred  eome  attention ;  and 
he  saw  no  reason  why  the  Oommittee,  if 
they  thought  fit,  should  not  inquire  into 
that  particular  aabjeot. 
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And,  on  March  16,  the  Lords  following  were 
named  of  the  Committeo: — 


D.  Norfolk. 

I>.  Bnckingham  and 

ChandoB. 
H  V&pim. 

E.  Derby. 
G.  Cowper. 
E.  Cadogaa. 
E.  Kimberley. 
£.  Korthbrook. 


£.  Ljtton. 
E.  Iddesloigb. 
T.  Oranbrook. 
Jj.  Horrit. 
L.  Elgin. 
L.  Kapier. 
L.  Revelfltoke. 
L.  Hobhoose. 


And  a  message  sent  to  the  Commons  to  ac- 
qiiaint  thein  that  this  Honsa  has  appointed 
a  Oommittee  of  sixteen  Lords  to  join  with  a 
Committee  of  the  Commons  to  consider  the 
operatiim  of  the  Act  for  the  better  goTern- 
ment  of  India  ^1858),  and  certain  other  Acts 
relating  to  India ;  and  to  request  that  the 
Commons  will  be  pleased  to  ajt^nt  an  equal 
BDmber  of  Members  to  be  joued  vMi  the 
Mem  bore  of  this  House. 

NAVAL  CONSTBTJOTION. 
QtramoH. 

ViscouNTSIDMOUTHasked.Whether 
it  would  be  possible  for  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  following  the  example 
of  his  immediate  Predecessor  in  Office, 
to  take  an  opportunity  of  explaining  in 
that  House  the  intentions  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  reference  to 
naral  construction  ? 

The  first  LORD  (The  Marquess  of 
Bipoh)  said  that,  the  course  adopted  by 
the  noble  Tisoount  being  somewhat  un- 
usual, he  must  ask  him  to  give  Notice 
of  bis  Question. 

SALUUB  FISHEBUS  AUKITDUBHT  (sOOT- 

labd)  btll  [h.l.] 

A  BiU  to  amend  the  law  relating  to  the  salmon 
fisheries  in  Scotland  —  Was  prsunted  by  The 
Harqnesa  of  Hnntly ;  read  1*.   (No.  30.) 

Hoose  adjourned  at  Hve  o'clock, 
t3UTo*mMT0Wt  a  qurter  past 
Ten  o'doch. 


VOL.  COOZII.  [tkxbo  bebixb.] 


HOUSE  OF  OOlCHONS, 
7W«Av,  UM  Mareh,  1886. 


MINUTES.] -Select  Coukittbe— Oommoni, 

afpcinttd  and  nomirtattd. 
SwppLT — eoHiidm-ed  in  C<mmiitt9 — Civil  Seb- 
TioB  BsTiMAna;  Class  I. — Pdbuo  Woais 
AXD  BuiLDlNOS,  Votes  1  to  16— B.F. 
Pritatb  Bill  (Ay  Or^)—S»»nd  Stading  — 

Felixstowe  K^way  and  Dock. 
Pt-'ULic  'BuJM~Oriitred— First  ^«aA'fv— Bail- 
way  and  Canal  Traffic  [138j. 
Second  Reading — Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880) 
Amendment  (No.  2)  [76]. 

Second  Rending —Referred  to  Select  Commtlttt — 
Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendmeut* 
[60]. 

CbnsitHw— Aqwf^Ttaes  (Ireland)  *  [80]. 


FELIXSTOWE  RAILWAY  AND  DOCK 

BILL  (iy  Order). 

SECOND  SEADUra. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time."— (J/r.  Bodd$.) 

Me.  0.  H.  WILSON  (Hull,  W.) :  I 
rise  to  more,  as  an  Amendment,  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  upon  this  day 
six  months.  The  object  of  the  Bill  is  to 
enable  the  Felixstowe  Bailway  and  Do<dc 
Company  to  run  steam  Teesels  between 
Felixstowe  and  certain  ports  on  the  Oon- 
tinent.  One  reason  why  I  oppose  the 
Bill  is  that  it  is  uot  really  what  it  pre- 
tends to  be,  but  that  it  is  an  endeavour 
to  obtain  for  the  Qreat  Eastern  Bailway 
Oompany  powers  which  Farliament  hare 
already  refused  to  confer  upon  that  Com- 
pany (Hrectly.  The  Felixstowe  Company 
propose  to  charter,  hire,  and  maintain 
steam  vessels  for  the  conveyance  of  pas- 
sengers and  g^ods  betveen  their  dock 
pier  and  works  atFelixstowe  and  Amster- 
dam, Dunkerque,  Bremerharon,  Ham- 
burgh,, Altona,  and  Cuxhaven,  or  any 
other  port  on  the  Biver  Blbe.  The 
Great  Eastern  Company  hare  obtained 
powers  to  ran  to  Harwldi,  and  from 
Harwioh  to  Botterdam  and  Antwerp, 
which  powers  they  are  now  using; 
and  one  of  my  contentions,  in  opposing 
the  present  Bill,  is  that  they  do  use  those 
powers  in  a  manner  inimical  to  the  gene- 
ral inteieats  of  the  commuait^.   For  ia* 
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stance,  they  are  making  use  of  their 
railway  monoxK)ly  to  carry  goods  by  this 
route  at  such  rates  as  render  it  impossible 
for  any  other  lines  to  compete  vith  them. 
Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  give  one 
or  two  figures  to  show  the  use  which  the 
Great  Eastern  Railway  Company  are 
making  of  the  powers  they  possess  of 
carrying  goods  by  means  of  steam 
vessels.  They  are  now  carrying  goods 
from  Harwich  to  Antwerp  and  Rotter- 
dam at  the  same  rates  as  the  steamers 
trading  from  Hull  and  other  ports ;  but 
in  order  to  do  this  they  have  to  carry 
goods  from  the  manufacturing  districts 
of  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  at  low  and 
unprofitable  rates.  For  instance,  I  will 
take  the  cases  of  Manchester  and  Leeds. 
The  distance  from  Manchester  to  Hull 
is  90  miles,  while  the  distance  from 
Manchester  to  Harwich  is  229  miles, 
and  yet  the  charge  is  the  same  in  both 
eases — namely,  20*.  a-ton  —  that  is  to 
say,  that  the  Great  Eastern  Bsilway 
Company  make  use  of  their  powers  to 
carry  goods  by  a  line  of  steamers  which 
entails  their  being  carried  for  four  times 
the  distance  than  would  be  the  case  if 
the  more  convenient  port  of  Hull  were 
employed.  At  Leeds  the  same  thing 
happens.  The  distance  from  Leeds  to 
HuU  is  fiO  miles,  whereas  the  distance 
ttom.  liOeds  to  Harwich  is  211  miles,  or 
more  than  four  times  the  distance,  and 
in  both  cases  the  charge  for  railway 
carriage  is  ISa.  Gd.  a-too.  If  Parliament 
is  to  continue  to  give  facilities  for  the 
exercise  of  a  railway  monopoly  of  this 
character,  the  only  effect  will  be  to  en- 
able the  Great  Eastern  Oompany  to  crush 
out  private  enteiprize  in  regud  to  ship- 
ping, and  to  practically  innict  great  in- 
jury upon  the  manufacturing  interests 
of  the  country.  This  Felixstowe  Bailway 
is  a  railway  only  13  miles  in  length.  It 
begins  at  a  small  village,  and  ends  some- 
where on  the  sea  shore,  at  a  place  which 
is,  perhaps,  not  geoerally  known,  but 
which  is  called  Felixstowe.  One  of  the 
reasons  of  the  Company  for  seeking 
these  powers  is  that  when  the  dock  is 
constructed  there  will  be  a  great  depth 
of  water — about  23  feet— below  the  or- 
dinary tides ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  they 
are  asking  for  powers  to  run  steamers 
to  places  on  the  Continent  that  are  con- 
fined to  a  limited  draught  of  water ;  and 
consequently  the  increased  depth  they 
propose  to  give,  and  which  they  set  out 
as  an  advantage,  will  be,  to  the  steamers 

Mr.  C,  n,  Wihm 
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which  will  have  to  ran,  of  no  advantage 

whatever.  The  traders,  however,  are 
already  fully  supplied  by  the  General 
Steam  Navigation  Company,  who  are 
petitioning  against  this  Bill.  Not  only 
are  the  General  Steam  Shipowners*  As- 
sociation Petitioners  against  it,  but  there 
are  Petitions  from  the  Corporation  of 
Hull,  and  also  from  the  HuU  Chamber 
of  Commerce  and  Shipping.  Now,  Sir, 
Hamburgh  is  one  of  the  ports  to  which 
thislittle  railway  asks  to  be  allowed  to  run 
steamers.  But  there  are  aleady  to  Ham- 
burgh from  London  some  10  steamers 
running  per  week,  and  12  steamers  a 
week  from  the  ports  of  Hull,  Goole, 
and  Grimsby.  There  are  also  steamers 
running  already  iettm.  Harwicdi,  which 
is  the  port  from  which  this  little 
railway  proposes  to  carry  on  their 
trade.  In  point  of  fact,  not  only  is  the 
existing  trade  amply  and  satisfactorily 
served,  but,  in  fact,  there  are  at  present 
more  steamers  running  than  there  is 
profitable  employment  for.  If  this  were 
a  genuine  Bill — genuine  in  this  way — 
that  it  is  precisely  what  it  represents 
itself  to  be,  my  impression  is  that,  judg- 
ing from  the  Bill  itself  and  the  clauses 
which  it  contains,  it  would  be  looked 
upon  as  simply  the  measure  which  the 
Great  Eastern  Bailway  Company  inlzo- 
duced  in  1869,  and  which  was  refused 
by  this  House,  which  declined  to  give 
the  Company  the  powers  then  asked  for 
of  ruuning  steamers  to  these  Continental 
ports.  They  are  now  making  use  of  this 
small  railway  of  13  miles  in  length  to 
endeavour  to  obtain  the  powers  which 
Parliament  have  already  refused  to  grant 
to  them.  It  may  be  looked  upon  as  a 
somewhat  extrsordinary  course  that  I 
should  oppose  this  Bill  upon  the  second 
reading ;  but  I  do  so  as  a  matter  of  prin- 
ciple. It  appears  to  me  scarcely  right 
that  any  Company,  especially  such  asmall 
Company  as  theFelixstoweBailway  Com- 
pany, should  introduce  a  Bill  of  this 
nature  into  the  House  of  Commons ;  and 
one  object  I  have  is  to  save  the  expense 
of  time  and  money  which  will  be  in- 
volved, if  the  Bill  is  sent  to  a  Commit* 
tee,  in  establishing  that  the  object  of  the 
Bill  is  not  what  it  pretends  to  be.  I  am 
glad  to  see  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Liverpool  (Lord  Claud  Hamilton)  in 
his  place.  The  noble  Lord  is  one  of  the 
Directors  of  the  Great  Eastern  Bailway 
Company,  and  he  will  probably  be  able 
to  tlurow  some  light  upon  the  subject, 
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and  to  inform  the  Hoose  whether  my 
surmise  is  oorrect  that  this  Bill  is  simply 
intended  to  be  made  use  of  by  the  Great 
Eastern  Eailway  Company,  and  is,  in 
reality,  to  enable  them  to  exercise  povers 
which  Parliament  has  already  refused 
to  grant  to  them  directly  ?  I  would  say, 
fni^b^r,  that  this  is  really  a  national 

auestion.  The  Great  Eastern  Railway 
c»mpany  are  now  running  steamers 
from  Harwich  to  certain  ports  under 
powers  obtained  from  Parliament ;  and  I 
wish  the  noble  Lord  to  explain  to  the 
House  whether  these  steamers  are  run- 
ning at  such  a  profit  that  it  is  desirable 
in  &e  national  interests  to  extend  these 
powers  to  suoh  great  monopolists  as 
Kailway  Companies,  and  by  that  means 
to  crush  out  the  existing  private  ship- 
ping enterprize — that  private  enterprize 
whicb  has  done  so  much  to  extend  the 
maritime  supremacy  of  England,  and 
without  which  England  would  not  have 
occupied  her  present  position.  I  am 
satistied  that  if  this  principle  of  giving 
exceptional  powers  to  Bailway  Com- 
panies had  been  adopted  in  the  past  the 
trade  of  the  country  would  never  have 
been  developed  as  it  has  been.  I  will 
not  further  trouble  the  House.  I  will 
only  add  that,  as  the  whole  question  of 
railway  management  is  about  lo  be 
brought  before  Parliament,  this  is  cer- 
tainly not  the  time  when  it  can  be  oou' 
sidered  desirable  to  ask  the  House  to 
confer  upon  a  Bailway  Company  such 
powers  as  those  now  asked  for.  I  there- 
fore beg  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time  on  this  day  six  months. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Does  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber second  the  Amendment  ? 

Sir  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham,  Bar- 
nard Castle) :  I  beg  to  second  the 
Amendment  moved  by  my  hon.  Friend, 
and  in  doing  so  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  upon  the  principle  iuTolved  in  the 
Bill,  rather  than  upon  any  question 
affecting  any  arrangements  between  the 
Felixstowe  Bailway  Company  and  the 
Great  Eastern  Bailway  Company.  This 
Bill  appears  to  me  to  involve  a  very  con- 
siderable amount  of  principle ;  and  I 
am  sorry  that  there  is  no  Bepresentative 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  on  the  Front 
Bench  to  explain  what  the  views  of  the 
Board  are  in  reference  to  the  question 
and  the  principle  we  are  asked  to  adopt 
on  this  occasion.  The  Bill  pro|>oses  to 
gfive  to  the  3'elizstowe  Railway  Company 


the  power  of  running  steam  vessels  to 
a  variety  of  ports  named  in  the  Bill, 
and  to  charge  such  reasonable  rates  or 
sums  as  they  shall  think  fit.  Now,  that 
places  enormous  power  in  the  hands  of 
this  Bailway  Company.  Suppose  that, 
in  the  course  of  the  new  railway  legisla- 
tion Parliament  is  about  to  adopt,  we 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  foreign  cattle 
must  be  taken,  on  its  arrival  at  the  port 
of  debarkation,  at  the  same  rates  as  are 
charged  on  home-bred  cattle,  this  Bill,  if 
it  is  passed,  will  enable  the  Felixstowe 
Railway  Company  to  convey  cattle  for 
nothing,  in  order  to  equalize  the  dues 
upon  foreign  and  English  cattle,  so  far 
as  the  rauway  charges  are  concerned. 
Many  of  the  Bailway  Companies  possess 
at  this  moment  the  power  of  running 
steam  vessels  to  Continental  ports.  The 
London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Com- 
pany have,  X  believe,  power  to  run  ves- 
sels from  Newhaven  to  French  ports  ;  the 
London  and  North  Western  Company 
from  Holyhead  to  Kingstown,  Dublin, 
and  other  parts  of  the  Irish  Coast,  and 
other  Railway  Companies  possess  similar 
powers.  Then,  how  far  is  this  principle 
to  be  carried  ?  If  you  are  going  to  allow 
the  Great  Eastern  Company  or  Uie 
Felixstowe  Company  to  run  steam  vessels 
to  all  parts  of  the  Continent,  you  cannot 
refuse  the  same  privilege  to  the  North 
Eastern  Company  and  to  other  Compa- 
nies which  at  the  present  moment  have 
no  power  to  run  steam  vessels,  or  to  em- 
ploy them,  except  in  their  own  river  and 
dock  service.  It  certainly  seems  to  me 
that  if  this  doctrine  is  to  go  forward  it 
must  go  forward  at  full  length.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella) 
seemed  to  think  the  other  night  that  we 
had  come  upon  a  new  Free  Trade  era, 
and  that  every  facility  should  be  afforded 
for  conducting  the  trade  of  the  country 
upon  the  lowest  possible  rates,  and  with- 
out restrictions  as  to  capital.  If  that 
is  so,  then  this  Bill  ought  to  be  passed ; 
but  if  the  principle  is  good  in  this  par- 
ticular instance  it  ought  to  be  good  all 
over  the  country.  These  are  the  reasons 
which  have  induced  me  to  second  the 
Amendment  moved  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Hull.  I  was  anxious 
to  have  the  opportunity  of  addressing 
the  House,  in  order  that  I  might  call 
attention  to  the  important  principle  in- 
volved in  the  Bill. 
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Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
tho  word  *'  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  urorda  "  upon  this 
day  six  months."— (Jfr.  Charlea  JFYZwn.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  now  '  etand  part  of  the  Question." 

LoBD  CLAUD  HAMILTON  (Liver- 
pool, West  Derby) :  I  merely  wi^  to 
say  a  word  in  regard  to  the  reference 
which  has  been  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hull  (Mr.  0.  "Wilson)  to  the 
Great  Eastern  Railway  —  namely,  that 
thatCompany,  with  which  lam  connected, 
has  nothings  whatever  to  do  with  the 
Bill.  It  is  neither  for  nor  against  it ; 
and,  therefore,  the  allusions  made  to 
that  Company  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hull  have  been  made  under  an  entire 
misapprehension.  I  have  not  read  the 
Bill  myself;  but  I  understand  that 
Glauses  4  and  5  refer  to  the  Great 
Eastern  Oompany ;  but  they  only  relate 
to  arrangements  which  may  hereafter 
be  made  for  traffic  agreements,  or  for 
the  participation  by  the  Great  Eastern 
Oompany  in  the  joint  ezeroise  of  some 
of  the  powers  sought  for  under  the  Bill. 
I  do  not  know  with  what  object  those 
provieioni  hare  been  inserted  in  the  Bill ; 
but  I  do  know  that  the  Great  Eastern 
Oompany  has  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  the  matter. 

Mb.  QUILTER  (Suffolk,  Sudhury): 
I  am  unwilling,  as  a  new  Member,  to 
intrude  myself  upon  the  House ;  but 
the  extraordinary  attempt  which  has 
been  made  upon  this  side  of  the  House 
to  stop  the  further  progress  of  this  Bill 
has  induced  me,  as  a  resident  in  the 
locality  which  is  served  by  the  Felixstowe 
Railway,  and  one  who  is,  therefore,  natu- 
rally acquainted  with  it  from  the  com- 
mencement of  the  undertaking,  without 
having  any  personal  interest  in  it,  to 
rise  and  say  a  few  words  in  answer  to 
the  arguments  which  have  been  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hull 
(Mr.  C.  Wilson)  and  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Durham  (Sir  Joseph 
Pease),  who  have  moved  and  seconded 
the  Amendment  for  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill.  Now,  this  railway  is  altogether 
an  exceptional  one.  It  has  been  made 
almost  entirely  with  private  capita! ;  it 
has  held  out  no  inducements  whatever 
for  the  investment  of  capital.  It  is  now 
completed  on  contracts  entered  into  with 
private  capital ;  and  all  that  the  Oom- 


pany ask  is  that,  now  the  railway  has 
been  completed  and  the  docks  made, 
they  should  be  permitted  to  enjoy  those 
facilities  for  which  they  have  been  made, 
and  for  which  the  docks  have  been  con- 
structed. And  who  is  it,  and  what  is 
it,  that  seeks  to  interfere  with  the  de- 
velopment of  legitimate  enterprize?  It 
is  certain  vested  interests.  Similar 
vested  interests  have  invariably  sought 
to  interfere  with  every  new  nndertakiog 
brought  forward  in  this  House  on 
former  occasions.  I  think  that  the  House 
has  expressed  a  strong  opinion  agaiost 
any  decided  attempt  to  interfere  with 
an  important  commercial  undertaking ; 
and  I  trust  that  to-day  the  House  will 
be  equally  prompt  to  discountenance 
any  attempt  to  prevent  a  Bill  of  this 
kind— a  bond  fide  genuine  Bill — from 
going  before  a  Select  Committee.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  C.  Wilson) 
has  tried  to  throw  some  doubt  upon  the 
genuineness  of  the  Bill ;  but  I  do  not 
think  that  he  succeeded.  It  is  simply  a 
Bill  to  enable  the  Company  to  hire  and 
employsteam  vessels,  to  makecharges  for 
the  conveyance  of  traffic,  and  to  make 
agreements  with  the  Great  Eastern  Rail- 
way Company  and  the  Steam  Navigation 
Company  for  the  interchange,  collection, 
and  delivery  of  traffic.  There  are  also 
one  or  two  minor  powers  contained  in 
the  Bill.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Liverpool  (Lord  Claud  Hamilton) 
has  already  answered  one  question  which 
I  intended  to  answer — namely,  that  the 
Great  Eastern  Railway  Company  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  Bill ;  and  there 
are  do  powers  sought  for  under  the  Bill 
which  would  confer  upon  the  Great 
Eastern  Oompany  any  advantages  they 
would  not  be  able  to  obtain  for  them- 
selves. I  am  in  a  position  to  say  that 
this  is  a  genuine  Bill  of  the  Felixstowe 
Railway  Oompany  j  and  I  do  trust  that 
the  House  will  enable  those  who  have 
bond  fieU  invested  their  money  in  the  un- 
tertaking  to  enjoy  such  reasonable  faci- 
lities as  they  ask  for  in  the  Bill.  I  would 
further  submit  that  this  is  not  the  place 
where  the  ai^uments  and  reasons  which 
have  been  adduced  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hull  (Mr.  C.  Wilson)  and  the  boo. 
Member  for  Durham  (Sir  Joseph  Pease) 
can  be  properly  discussed.  I  have  always 
understooa — and  if  in  ignorance  I  make 
a  mistake  I  hope  the  House  will  pardon 
me— that  a  Select  Committee  of  this 
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House  was  the  proper  tribunal  for  oon- 
Bidering  points  of  this  oharaoter — points 
which  simply  affect  the  question  of  com- 
petition and  rival  Oompaoies.  It  is 
only  before  a  Committee  that  the  merits 
of  the  Bill  can  be  fairly  argued,  and  the 
arguments  both  in  favour  and  against  it 
can  be  thoroughly  threshed  out.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  trust  that  these 
attempts  to  hinder  and  obstruct  the  pro- 
gress of  an  honest,  bond  jidt  industrial 
eoterpiize  will  meet  with  that  disappro- 
bation whioh  it  merits  at  the  hands  of 
the  Honse. 

Mb.  king  (HuU,  Central) :  I  also, 
as  a  sew  Uember,  venture  to  ask  for  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  while  I  offer  a 
few  remarks  in  opposition  to  this  Bill, 
not  only  upon  general  grounds,  but  also 
upon  the  ground  of  the  special  interests 
involved  and  the  special  injury  which 
may  be  inflicted  upon  the  Port  of  Hull, 
and  even  upon  the  Port  of  London,  if 
the  powers  asked  for  by  tbe  Felixstowe 
Baifway  Company  in  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill  receive  the  sanction  of  Parlia- 
ment. We  have  been  asked  to  accept  the 
statement  that  the  Great  Eastern  Bail- 
way  Company  have  no  interest  in  the  pro- 
motion  of  the  Bill ;  but  I  think  it  would 
bedifficult  to  ooavince  the  House  that  that 
Company  axe  not  very  materially  into* 
rested  in  it,  and  that  they  are  not,  at  any 
rate,  watching  it  with  interested  a£EeotioD, 
in  the  hope  that  they  may  be  able  to 
obtain,  under  the  provisions  contained  in 
the  measure,  powers  which  they  bad  for- 
merly sought  imsuocesafully  to  obtain 
from  this  House.  That  such  is  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Great  Eastern  Company  in 
reference  to  this  Bill  appears  to  me  to 
be  absolutely  beyond  argument.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  livorpool 
(Lord  Claud  Hamilton)  says  that  the 
Great  Eastern  Company  are  not  inte- 
rested in  the  Bill.  Now,  let  me  take 
Clause  5,  which  provides  that  the  Com- 
pany, on  the  one  hand,  and  the  Great 
Eastern  Company  on  the  other,  may, 
from  time  to  time,  make  and  carry  into 
effect,  alter,  and  rescind,  agreements 
and  contracts  for  participation  by  the 
Great  Eastern  Company  in  the  exercise 
jointly  with  the  Company  of  all  or  some 
of  the  powers  conferred  by  the  Act  upon 
the  Company  and  the  Great  Eastern 
Company,  and  shall  have,  and  may  exer- 
cise, all  the  necessary  powers  to  partici- 
pate in  the  exercise  of  Ols  powers  oon- 


ferrel  by  the  Act  upon  the  Company — 
that  is,  the  Felixstowe  Bailway  and 
Bock  Company — by  the  Bill  now  sought 
to  be  read  a  second  time.  And  what 
are  the  powers  in  question.  They  are 
powers  to  run  steam  vessels  from  Felix- 
stowe to  Amsterdam,  Dunkerque,  Bre- 
merhaven,  Hamburgh,  Altona,  Oux- 
haven,  and  any  other  port  or  place  on 
the  Biver  Elbe.  In  1869,  as  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  C. 
Wilson)  has  reminded  the  House,  the 
Great  Eastern  Company  songht  powers 
from  Parliament  to  enable  toem  to  run 
steam  vessels  f^nm  Harwich  to  the-Elbe; 
but  the  House  ■vvry  properly  refused  to 
grant  them.  Felixstowe  and  Harwich 
are  practically  the  same  thing ;  the 
litUe  river,  the  Orwell,  alone  divides 
them ;  and,  consequently,  this  Bill,  if 
passed,  will  confer  upon  the  Great 
Eastern  Company  powers  whioh  they 
previously  sought  to  obtain,  and  which, 
if  this  Bill  passes,  will  be  obtained  by 
the  Company  in  a  most  circuitous,  un- 
fair, indirect,  and  underhand  manner. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  (Liver- 
pool, West  Derby) :  I  rise  to  Order.  I 
have  stated  distinctly  that  the  Great 
Eastern  Company  have  nothing  to  do 
with  this  Bill ;  and  I  therefore  call  upon 
the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw  the  state- 
ment he  has  just  made. 

Mb.  king  (Hull,  Central) :  I  with- 
draw  the  statement  with  the  greatest 
pleasure ;  but  I  certainly  wish  that  the  Bill 
had  been  drawn  in  a  better  manner,  so 
that  the  public  might  have  been  able  to 
understand  who  are  really  promoting  it. 
What  is  it  that  the  promoters  say  on  the 
back  of  the  Bill  ?   They  say— - 

"  A  Bill  to  onable  the  Felixstowe  Bailway 
and  Dock  Company  to  run  tteam  vesBeli  be- 
tween Felixstowe  and  certain  foreign  ports, 
and  for  other  purposes. " 

Now,  I  have  made  a  special  effort  to  find 
out  who  the  shareholders  of  this  Com- 
pany are.  I  went  to  the  ordinary 
channels  of  information ;  but  I  found 
that  although  the  list  of  every  other 
Limited  Liability  Company  is  allowed 
to  be  inspected  at  Somerset  House,  on 
the  payment  of  a  small  fee,  that  in  the 
case  01  Bailway  Companies  there  is  no 
such  right.  Therefore,  I  can  only  form 
I  a  judgment  as  to  the  real  persons  wlw 
are  promoting  the  Bill ;  but,  seeing  who 
is  to  be  benefited  by  it,  I  say,  unhesi- 
tatingly, that  the  only  people  who  can 
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have  an  interest  in  the  BiU  are  the  Great 
Eaetsm  Bailvay  Company.  [CrtM  of 
*'  No!"  and  "Order!"]  1  unreservedly 
withdraw  any  hint  that  they  may  have 
a  pecuniary  interest  in  the  promotion 
of  the  Bill  at  this  moment ;  but  only  let 
the  Bill  go  through  Committee  and  re- 
oeive  the  sauction  of  Parliament,  and  it 
will  soon  be  seen  that  the  Great  Eastern 
Company  will  manifest  a  lively  interest 
in  it.  The  Felixstowe  Company  own 
13^  miles  of  railway,  npon  which 
£288,000  has  been  spent;  and  they 
have  raised  by  share  capital  and  deben- 
tures a  sum  of  £174.000.  Where  the 
other  £114,000  has  ootne  from  I  should 
like  to  know  very  much,  and  I  think  it 
is  very  probable  that  the  Chairman  or 
one  of  the  Directors  of  the  Great  Eastern 
Company  might  throw  some  light  upon 
the  matter.  From  what  has  been  said 
the  House  are  to  believe  that  it  has 
been  raised  by  private  enterpriie,  so 
that  I  am  prepared  to  admit  that  my 
opposition  to  the  Bill  on  this  point 
has  somewhat  falleu  to  the  ground. 
After  what  has  passed  I  feet  bound 
to  acknowledge  that  the  Great  Eastern 
Company  have  not  that  interest  in 
promoting  the  Bill  which  I  believed 
them  to  have  when  I  first  looked  at 
the  BiU ;  but  the  result  is  ezactiy  the 
same.  Iliey  already  work  the  Une  for 
65  per  cent  of  the  gross  receipts,  and 
now  it  is  proposed  to  concede  to  the 
Company  uie  right  of  running  steam- 
vessws  from  Felixstowe  to  certain  foreign 
porta  on  the  Elbe.  Everyone  knows 
that  it  would  be  absolutely  impossible 
for  a  little  Company  like  this  to  work 
steam  vessels  from  Felixstowe  to  the 
Elbe.  This  is  one  of  the  most  out-of- 
the-way  spots  in  the  world,  and  there 
are  already  10  steamers  a-week  from 
London  to  the  Elbe,  four  from  Grimsby, 
four  from  Goole,  12  from  Hull,  two 
from  Newcastle,  and  two  from  Sunder- 
land ;  and  whatever  claims  the  trade 
with  the  Elbe  may  have  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  public,  it  certainly  can- 
not be  said  that  it  is  inadequately  sup- 
plied with  shipping  accommodation.  In 
fact,  there  are  lines  of  steam  vessels 
tradiagthere  already  weekly,  fortnightly, 
and  monthly ;  so  that,  quite  apart  from 
the  question  of  principle  which  has  been 
raised,  and  which  I,  for  one,  am  ver; 
glad  to  see  raised,  at  a  time  when  the 
subject  of  railway  legislation  is  attract- 


ing  special  attention — quite  apart  from 
the  priooiple  whether  the  Railway  Com- 
panies should  be  allowed  to  own  steam 
vessels  or  not~I  think  it  would  be  a 
most  unbusinesslike  proceeding  for  the 
House  to  admit  that  the  Great  Eastern 
Company  have  no  interest  in  the  matter. 
It  certainly  would  be  most  unbusiness- 
like to  allow  a  Company  who  have  al- 
ready spent  £114,000  more  than  they 
have  been  able  to  raise  by  share  capitfd 
or  debentures  to  embark  upon  a  course 
whidi  must  entail  the  raising  of  a  stiU 
further  amount  of  capital,  and  must,  in 
the  end,  result  in  ruin  and  disaster. 

The  chairman  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  CouRTNETHComwall,  Bodmin):  I 
hope  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  HuU  (Mr.  0.  WUson)  will  not 
think  that  I  am  discourteous  if  I  make 
a  very  brief  reply.  In  respect  to  the 
general  question — namely,  the  confer- 
ring of  powers  upon  Bailway  Compa- 
nies to  run  steam  vessels,  I  think  it  is 
somewhat  late  in  the  day  to  raise  an 
objection  now,  seeing  that  several  of  the 
existing  Companies  do  run  steamers  of 
their  own.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
Great  Western  Company  sttU  run  their 
own  vessels,  or  whether  they  have  been 
stopped ;  but  I  believe  that  the  London 
and  South- Western  Company  do,  and 
the  London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast. 
The  South-Eastem,  the  Xiondon,  Chat- 
ham, and  Dover  nrn  to  Calais,  and  the 
Great  Eastern  to  Antwerp  and  Rotter- 
dam. Therefore,  the  principle  of  al- 
lowing steam  vessels  to  be  run  in  con- 
nection with  railways  has  already  been 
sanctioned.  My  hon.  Friend  raises  a 
special  objection  that  the  Bill  is  virtually 
promoted  by  the  Qre&t  Eastern  Rail- 
way ;  but  that  allegation  has  been  re- 
pudiated by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Liverpool  (Lord  Claud  Hamilton), 
and  I  think  we  may  trust  the  Committee 
on  Standing  Orders  to  see  that  no  clauses 
are  inserted  in  the  BiU  which  would  be 
in  contravention  of  the  Standing  Orders 
of  the  House,  and  that  no  clauses  would 
be  sanctioned  which  would  enable  the 
Railway  Company  promoting  the  BiU  to 
enter  into  improper  agreements  with 
any  other  Railway  Company.  If  such 
clauses  do  exist  in  the  Bill  they  will 
inevitably  be  struck  out  in  Committee. 
Other  points  have  been  raised  in  the 
course  of  the  debate,  such  as  the  ques- 
tion of  competition ;  but  if  there  is  any 
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serious  question  of  competition  the  op- 
ponents of  the  Bill  will  be  allowed  to 
argue  it  befor  the  Committee,  and  sub- 
mit evidence  upon  the  whole  question. 
All  of  the  Matters  which  have  been  re- 
ferred to  in  the  discuseion  are  matters 
which  caDDot  be  considered  by  the  House 
as  a  whole,  but  must  go  to  a  Committee. 
It  is  most  undesirable  that  any  Private 
Bill  should  be  disonssed  in  the  House 
except  upon  general  principles  ;  and  the 
kind  of  objection  which  has  been  raised 
to  the  present  Bill  is  precisely  that  which 
should  be  considered  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. For  these  reasons  I  hope  that 
die  House  vill  cooBent  to  read  the  Bill  a 
second  time. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  (Lanca- 
shire, S.W.,  Newton) :  I  only  wish 
to  say  one  word.  It  seems  to  me  that 
this  railway  is  in  this  dilemma.  It 
either  belongs  to  the  Great  Eastern  Bail- 
way  Company  or  it  does  not.  Of  course, 
I  accept  the  statemeot  of  my  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Liverpool  (Lord 
Claud  Hamilton)  that  the  Great  East- 
ern Company  have  nothing  to  do  with 
the  promotion  of  the  present  Bill ;  but 
then  we  are  placed  on  this  horn  of  the 
dilemma.  If  these  powers  are  riven  to 
the  Felixstove  Company,  how  do  they 
propose  to  establish,  and  work  the  steam 
resselB  they  seek  power  to  run?  The 
other  horn  of  the  dilemma  is,  whether 
they  wonld  not  be  compelled  to  call  the 
Great  Eastern  Company  in  to  their  assist- 
ance ?  If  they  have  nothing  to  do  with 
the  Great  Eastern  Company,  how  is  it 
that  we  find  that  Company  working  this 
small  line  of  13^  miles  in  length?  I 
defy  the  Great  Eastern  Company  to  get 
rid  of  both  horns  of  the  dilemma. 

Me.  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  :  Felixstowe  and  the  whole  of 
this  railway  line  are  in  the  division  I 
have  the  honour  to  represent.  The  ori- 
ginal Act  constituting  the  Company 
who  are  promoting  this  Bill  was  passed 
in  1875,  and  by  it  the  Company  was 
authorized  to  construct  a  railway  from 
the  Great  Eastern  line  at  Westeifield  to 
Felixstowe  with  a  pier  at  the  last  named 
place,  and  it  was  inc(nrporated  by  the 
name  of  the  Felixstowe  Railway  and 
Pier  Company.  In  1879  another  Act 
was  passed,  which  authorized  the  con- 
struction of  a  dock  and  other  works  at 
Felixstowe,  and  the  name  of  the  Com- 
pany was  changed  to  the  Felixstowe 
Railway  and  Dock  Company.  The  rail- 


way has  now  been  constructed  for  some 
time,  and  the  dock  is  nearly  finished ; 
and  the  natural  complement  of  the 
work  is  that  the  Company  should  have 
power  to  enter  into  contracts  for  the  hire 
of  steam  vessels  for  carrying  on  trade 
from  the  dock  and  railway  to  Continental 
ports.  That  is  the  request  now  made  to 
the  House,  and  it  is  not  an  unusual  re- 
quest to  make.  In  fact,  the  enterprize  of 
the  Company  would  be  entirely  frustrated, 
and  it  would  be  much  more  likely  to  come 
to  the  grief  which  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  C.  Wilson)  pre- 
dicted for  it  if  these  powers  are 
denied  to  the  Company  than  if  they 
are  granted  to  it.  Hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite hare  expressed  a  doubt  as  to 
where  the  money  is  to  come  from.  Now, 
most  of  the  line  passes  through  the 
single  estate  of  a  man  of  very  lai^e 
wealth,  who  is  deeply  interested  in  what 
is  now  going  forward,  both  in  connec- 
tion with  the  railway  and  the  dock. 
There  is  no  fear,  therefore,  of  the  enter- 
prize coming  to  grief.  The  statement 
that  this  Company  is,  by  some  manoeuvre 
or  false  pretence,  really  acting  on  behalf 
of  the  Great  Eastern  Railway  Company, 
has  been  most  distinctly  denied  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Liverpool 
(Lord  Claud  Hamilton).  I  am  also 
authorized  to  say,  on  behalf  of  the  Felix- 
stowe Company,  that  they  hare  no  con- 
nection whatever  with  the  Great  East- 
ern Company,  except  that  the  existing 
line  is  now  worked  by  that  Company  on 
a  lease  which  terminates  in  the  present 
year.  So  far  from  the  Felixstowe  Com- 
pany being  made  use  of  as  a  cat's-paw 
by  the  Gi*eat  Eastern  Company,  it  is  in 
view  of  the  possibility  of  having  to  enter 
into  competition  with  the  Great  Eastern 
that  the  Felixstowe  Company  desires  to 
obtain  the  powers  of  appearing  before 
the  Railway  Commissioners,  which  the 
passing  of  the  present  Bill  will  confer 
upon  it.  As  a  new  Member,  I  am 
not  well  acquainted  with  the  usual 
mode  of  proceeding  in  regard  to  Rail- 
way Bills;  but  I  am  told  that  it  is 
not  customary  to  oppose  a  Bill  on  the 
second  reading  unless  it  raises  some  new 

Erinciple.  This  Bill  does  nothing  of  the 
ind.  It  is  simply  to  empower  the  Felix- 
stowe Company  to  enter  into  arrange- 
ments for  the  hire  of  steam  vessels,  and 
similar  powers  have  been  constantly  con- 
ferred upon  Railway  Companies.  1  think 
it  would  be  altogether  unjust  of  this 
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House,  Bitting  here  ia  the  interests  of 
the  public,  were  it  to  interpose  diffi- 
otilties  in  the  way  of  extending  trade 
and  commerce,  for  the  interest  of 
the  public  certainly  lies  in  increas- 
ing the  facilities  for  carrying  on  the 
ox>eration8  of  trade.  I  hare  no  wish  to 
impute  motives;  but  I  cannot  help  think- 
ing that  the  speech  which  we  hare 
heard  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Hull 
(Ur.  0.  Wilson)  affords  an  indication 
that  the  fear  in  the  minds  of  the  op- 
ponents of  the  Bill  ia  that  a  competition 
may  arise  in  regard  to  the  trade  of 
the  Fort  of  Hull  which  they  will  find  it 
difficult  to  meet.  But  we  have  all  of 
ne,  in  this  country,  in  every  kind  of 
busineasi  to  face  competition ;  and  I 
would  respectfully  sabmit  that  it  is 
no  part  of  the  duty  of  this  House  to 
put  difficulties  in  the  way  even  of  the 
fullest  and  most  severe  competition. 
I  hope  that  the  House  will  adhere  to  the 
course  it  has  hitherto  pursued  in  regard 
to  a  Bill  of  this  nature,  and  that  It  will 
allow  the  Bill  to  pass  a  second  reading 
and  be  carried  to  a  Select  Committee, 
notwithstanding  the  interested  opposi- 
tion which,  iu  a  somewhat  unusual  man- 
ner, has  been  directed  against  it. 

Sib  henry  TYLER  (Great  Yar- 
mouth):  As  a  Director  of  the  Great 
Eastern  Bailway,  I  rise  to  corroborate 
the  statement  of  my  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Liverood  (Lord  Olaud 
Hamilton)  that  the  Great  Eastern  Com- 
pany have  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House.  It  is 
quite  true  that  for  some  years  the 
Great  Eastern  Company  has  worked  the 
Felixstowe  Bailway,  which  was  con- 
structed through  the  influence  of  Colonel 
Tomline.  It  runs  in  great  part  through 
the  estate  of  that  gentleman,  and  is 
also  connected  with  the  basin  at  Felix- 
stowe ;  and  the  promoters  of  this  Bill  now 
ask  apparently  for  powers  under  which 
they  may  be  able  to  establish  a  sea  ser- 
vice by  steam  vessels  between  Felix- 
stowe and  certain  ports  on  the  Elbe.  So 
far  as  we — the  Great  Eastern  Company 
— are  concerned,  we  consider  Felixstowe 
to  be  on  the  wrong  side  of  the  water. 
Our  establishments  ere  on  the  Harwich 
side,  and  we  do  not  think  that  Felixstowe 
is  properly  situated  for  such  traffio. 
We  have  nothing,  I  repeat,  to  do  with 
the  present  Bill;  and  if  the  question 
comes  to  s  division  we  do  not  intend 
to  vote  for  it. 

Jfr.  ^ertit 
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Mb.  H.  BOBEBTSON  (Kerioneth): 
I  shall  be  very  brief  in  the  remarks  I 
propose  to  make,  and  I  make  them  not 
as  a  new  Member,  but  as  an  old  Mem- 
ber ;  and  I  must  confess  that  it  is  some- 
what irregular,  if  not  almost  an  act  of 
impropriety,  to  discuss  a  question  of  this 
kind  on  the  second  reading  of  a  Private 
Bill.  The  proper  course  is  to  refer  it 
to  a  Select  Committee,  which  is  the  only 
tribunal  by  which  its  merits  can  be  fairly 
considered.  The  Standing  Orders  of  the 
House  prescribe  that  due  notice  shall  be 
given  to  all  parties  whoee  interests  ara 
affected  by  the  provisions  of  any  Private 
Bill  in  wder  that  they  may  get  a  fair 
hearing.  Instead  of  providing  a  fair 
hearing,  are  we  now,  upon  an  exparU 
statement,  to  shut  the  door  of  justice? 
What  is  ^e  case  that  is  sought  to  be 
made  out  againt  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill  P  It  is  contended  that  we  are  not 
to  give  shipping  facilities  to  a  small 
Bailway  Company  owning  a  line  of  only 
13^  miles  in  length,  because  by  so  doing 
we  may  prejudicially  interfere  with  and 
disarrange  the  trade  now  carried  on  in 
the  Forts  of  London  and  Hull.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Durham  (Sir  Joseph  Pease), 
who  seconded  the  Amendment  for  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill,  is  more  interested, 
I  presume,  in  the  fortunes  of  the  North 
Eastern  Bailway ;  and  he  seems  to  fear 
that  some  injury  may  be  done  to  the 
great  railway  monopolies  if  this  little 
Company  is  to  have  the  power  of  char- 
tering steam  vessels  in  order  to  compete 
with  them.  I  can  quite  understand  that 
the  North-Eastern  Bailway  do  not  wish 
to  be  interfered  with ;  and,  so  far  as  the 
Great  Eastern  Bailway  is  oonoemed,  we 
have  been  given  to  understand  that 
Felixstowe  form  a  better  port  than  Har- 
wich. [Sir  Henbt  TfLBB :  No.]  I  am 
told  that  there  is  a  much  greater  depth 
of  water  ;  but  still  that  is  a  matter  of 
fact,  which  can  be  inquired  into  by  a 
Select  Committee,  and  any  injury  any 
traders  or  others  may  sustain  by  com- 
petition is  also  a  fair  subject  for  the  in- 
vestigation of  the  Committee.  Certainly 
these  are  not  matters  which  ought  to 
influence  the  House  in  coming  to  a  de- 
oifflon  upon  the  second  reading. 

Question  put,  and  agreei  to. 
Main  Question  put,  and  egrooi  to. 
read  a  seoond  time,  and  mm- 
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ABMT  (INDIA)— ROYAL  "WARRANTS- 
INSPECTORS  OF  ARMY  SCHOOLS. 

Mb.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  (Croydon) 
(for  YiBoount  Lbwishau)  aeked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Why  the  increase  of  pay  and  allow- 
ances, eanctioned  by  the  Royal  Warrant 
of  25th  June  1 881,  has  been  withheld 
from  Inspectors  of  Army  Schools  in 
India  on  their  promotion  to  the  rank  of 
Oaptaip,  while  the  higher  rates  have 
been  authorised  by  fecial  dmUar, 
dated  10th  November  1682,  for  issue  to 
Qoarter-masters  and  lUdiag-masters ; 
whether  an  Inspector  of  Army  Schools 
was  promoted  Captain  while  serring  in 
India,  and  did  not  obtain  any  of  the  pe- 
cuDiary  benefits  allowed  by  the  Royal 
Warrant,  owing  to  no  provision  for  their 
issue  having  been  made  by  the  officials 
in  India;  and,  whether,  if  he  had  been 
serving  in  England,  he  would  have  re- 
ceived such  pecuniary  benefits,  and  if  be 
will  issue  direotioos  for  this  officer's  case 
to  be  speoially  considered  in  India,  with 
a  view  to  the  extra  pay  and  Indian  al- 
lowanoes  being  issued  to  him  for  the 
period  he  served  in  India  as  Inspector 
of  Army  Schools  with  rank  of  Captain, 
viz.  from  14th  February  1884  to  12th 
July  1884  ? 

The  under  SEOBETABT  of  STATE 

(Sir    UOHTBED    KaT  -  SHnmJEWO&TB) 

(Lancashire,  Clitheroe) :  The  clauses  of 
Royal  Warrants  which  affect  "full  pay 
and  allowances  or  other  pecuniary 
benefit  '*  are  expressly  excluded  from 
applying  to  India,  unless  special  effect 
is  given  to  them  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  in  Council.  Shortly  after 
the  issue  of  the  Warrant  referred  to,  the 
question  whether  this  special  effect 
should  be  given  to  those  of  its  clauses 
which  affected  the  pay  of  Inspectors  and 
Sub-Inspectors  of  ^mySchoolswas  care- 
fully considered  by  the  G)t>vemment  of 
India;  and  it  was  decided,  with  the  con- 
currence of  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
Council,  that  the  Regulations  regarding 
tile  Indian  pay  and  f^wances  of  School 
lo^ectors  should  remain  in  force.  The 
dause  of  the  Royal  Wanrantvhich  gave 
the  officer  referred  to  the  relative  rank 
of  captain  applies  in  India  as  elsewhere; 
but  it  has  not  been  the  praottoe  to  regu- 
late the  rates  of  Indian  pay  and  allow- 


ances by  the  relative  Army  rank  con- 
ferred on  officers  of  non-combatant  Army 
Departments.  The  pay  of  these  officers 
is  fixed  at  consolidated  rates  in  round 
sums,  and  is  governed  solely  by  length 
of  service. 

POST  OFFICE— THE  METEOROLOGICAL 
SOCIETY  —  TRANSMISSION  OF  ME- 
TEOROLOGICAL REPORTS. 
Sib  RICHARD  PAGEI  (Somerset, 
Wells)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  he  will  be  good  enough 
to  arrange  with  the  Meteorologi«d 
Council  of  the  Royal  Society,  for  the 
transmission  daily  to  the  Gkowral  Post 
Offlm,  of  weather  forecasts;  if  he  will 
then  cause  so  maeh  of  such  forecasts  to 
be  telegraphed  daily  to  «wtitj  Postal 
Telegraph  Station  in  the  United  King- 
dom as  is  applicable  to  the  district  in 
which  the  station  is  situated  ;  and,  if  he 
will  further  issue  instructions,  that  such 
forecasts  shall  be  posted  up  daily,  in  a 
conspicuous  position  outside  the  several 
statioDB,  BO  as  to  be  available  for  general 
information  in  the  respective  localities  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  HBsaT  H.  Fowleb)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  This  matter  of  fore- 
casts of  the  weather  by  Postal  Telegraph 
was  very  carefully  considered  by  Mr. 
Fawcett,  who,  on  several  occasions,  in 
reply  to  Questions  in  this  House,  ex- 
plained that  it  was  not  possible  for  the 
Post  Office  to  distribute  weather  fore- 
casts, either  gratuitously  or  othorwise; 
because,  if  the  Post  Office  became  a  pur- 
veyor of  news,  it  would  be  acting  in 
opposition  to  the  uuderstandiog  under 
which  the  Telegraph  Acts  were  passed. 
It  was  contemplated  that  the  Post  Office 
should  confine  itself  to  the  transmission 
of  telegrams.  Mr.  Fawcett  pointed  out, 
at  the  same  time,  that  the  desired  object 
might  easily  be  secured,  because  the 
Meteorological  Office  is  willing  to  supply 
the  forecasts  at  a  nominal  charge  to  any- 
one who  is  willing  to  pay  the  expense  of 
telegraphing,  which  need  scarcely  be 
more  than  6</.  for  each  message.  If  the 
persons  interested  in  forecasts  in  each 
town  or  disbrict  jointly  subscribed,  the 
expense  to  each  would  be  inoonnderable. 
To  the  exhibition  of  forecasts  at  the 
local  post  offices  there  is  no  objection, 
provided  space  is  available,  if  the  per- 
sons to  whom  the  tel^rams  are  ad- 
dressed deeire  them  to  be  so  exhibited 
instead  of  being  delivwed. 
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THE  TRUCE  ACTTS  —  IKFfilKGEUENT 
IN  SOUTH  WALES. 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether,  in  May 
1885,  three  convictions  were  obtained, 
on  the  prosecution  of  the  Treasury, 
against  the  Rhymney  Iron  Company, 
for  the  infringement  of  the  Truck  Act ; 
whether  the  conrictions  were  appealed 
against  and  affirmed,  with  costs,  in  De- 
cember 1865;  whether  the  said  Company 
had  been  previously  conrinted  for  similar 
offencefi ;  whether,  pending  the  appeal, 
the  Ehymney  Company  kept  their  truck 
shop  open ;  whether  any  other  prosecu- 
tion has  eince  been  commenced  agtunst 
the  said  Company;  and,  whether  he  will 
learn  if  the  Rhymney  Company  still 
keep  their  truck  i^op  open  in  defiance 

The  SEORBTABT  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childebs)  ^Edinburgh,  8.):  Yes,  Sir; 
two  convictions  were  obtained  on  the 
prosecution  of  the  Treasury  against  the 
Rhymney  Iron  Company  in  May  of  last 
year,  and  the  convictiODS  were  affirmed, 
with  costs,  in  December  last.  I  have  no 
information  as  to  any  previous  convic- 
tion having  been  obtained  against  this 
Company.  With  regard  to  the  latter 
part  of  the  bon.  Member's  Question,  I 
nave  to  say  that  ovring  to  statements 
that  have  been  made  to  me  recently,  to 
the  effect  that  the  Truck  Act  is  still 
beiog  violated  by  this  Company,  though 
under  an  altered  system,  the  Inspector 
of  Factories  has  been  instructed  to  en- 
deavour to  procure,  and  is  at  the  present 
time  eogaged  in  procuring,  evidence  to 
be  submitted  to  the  Solicitor  of  the  Trea- 
sury, who  will  decide  whether  the  evi- 
dence will  be  sufficient  to  justify  a  pro- 
secution. 

PUBLIC   HEALTH-M.  PASTEUR'S 
TREATMENT  OF  HYDROPHOBIA. 

BiE  HENRY  R08COE  (Manchester, 
S.)  asked  the  President  of  the  Ijocal 
Government  Board,  Whether,  in  view 
of  the  success  said  to  have  attended 
Pasteur's  treatment  for  hydrophobia  by 
inoculation,  be  will  consider  the  pro- 
[iriety  of  appointing  a  Committee,  con- 
sisting of  about  six  persons  eminent  in 
meditane  and  science,  who  shall  be  in- 
structed to  oommunioate  with  M.  Vulpian 
and  the  other  members  of  the  Committee 


of  the  French  Academy  of  Sciences  as  to 
the  exact  position  of  the  question ;  whe- 
ther, in  the  event  of  such  an  inquiry 
seeming  to  them  to  be  satisfactory,  he 
would  authorise  this  Committee  to  ob- 
tain the  best  investigation  this  Country 
affords  as  to  the  reliability  of  Pasteur's 
method,  and  to  advise  as  to  its  appli- 
cability to  this  Country ;  whether  tbe  tio- 
verument  would  provide  such  Committee 
with  funds  for  the  necessary  investiga- 
tions, the  Committee  itself  beiug  unpaid ; 
and,  whether  he  would  inquire  if  such 
investigations  might  be  carried  out  in 
tbe  Brown  Institution,  under  the  guid* 
ance  of  the  Committee,  and  with  the  oo- 
operation  of  the  chief  medical  offiow 
and  of  the  officials  of  the  Brown  Insti- 
tution  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Joseph 
Chauberlun)  (Birmingham,  W.)  :  Sir, 
my  attention  has  been  called  to  the  re- 
ported discovery  by  M.  Pasteur  of  a  cure 
for  hydrophobia.  The  recognized  emi- 
nence of  M.  Pasteur  as  a  scientific  inves- 
tigator, and  tbe  great  interest  and  im- 
portance which  attach  to  the  subject  of 
his  recent  inquiries,  seem  to  me  to  justify 
a  careful  and  impartial  examinauon  of 
the  results  obtained.  At  present,  the 
information  on  the  matter  in  the  posses- 
uon  of  my  Department  is  too  vague  and 
incomplete  to  afford  materials  for  a  full 
appreciation  of  M.  Pasteur's  process.  I 
will  consider  hov  such  an  inquiry  can 
be  most  satisfactorily  conducted ;  and  X 
will  confer  with  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Ezcbequer  vrith 
reference  to  the  question  of  the  expense. 
I  shall  be  glad  to  communicate  privately 
with  my  hon.  Friend,  and  hope  to  be 
able  to  arrange  for  such  an  investi- 
gation as  may  enable  a  just  estimate  to 
be  formed  as  to  the  reliability  of  M. 
Pasteur's  method,  and  its  applicability 
to  this  country. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  any  objection  to  place  him- 
self in  communication  with  the  Foreign 
Office,  with  a  view  of  obtaining  from 
them  copies  of  any  official  statements 
which  had  been  made  upon  the  sub- 
ject? 

Mr.  JOSEPH  OHAMBEBLAIK: 
I  will  mdeavour  to  obtain  the  assiBtanoe 
of  the  Foreign  Office,  in  order  that  we 
may  place  at  the  disposal  of  the  Com- 
mittee Thich  may  be  appointed  all  the 
information  in  our  power. 
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BEGIiiTRATIOX  OF  VOTEBS  (IBELAND) 
ACT— PAYMENT  OF  GLEBES 

OF  UNIONS. 

Ue.  a.  BLAINE  (Armagh,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  hecouldfitftie  by  what 
principle  the  Local  QoTernment  Board 
vere  guided  in  distributing  the  £15,000 
TOted  by  Parliament,  that  in  almost 
erny  case  the  clerks  of  unions  received 
a  snm  equal  to,  if  not  greater,  than  the 
total  amount  paid  to  the  collectors  in 
each  onion  combined,  having  due  regard 
to  the  fact  that  the  greater  part  of  the 
work  was  performed  by  the  rate  col- 
lectors, and  that  the  73rd  section  of  the 
Act  of  1860  insured  a  further  remunera- 
tion to  clerks  of  unions  always  paid 
them,  whilst  heretofore  rate  collectors 
had  none,  though  having  performed  the 
duty;  whether  in  the  Armagh  Union 
the  derk  received  £44,  in  addition  to 
the  remuneration  of  the  Act  of  1850, 
whilst  eight  collectors  received  £49 
amongst  them  ;  whether  in  the  Lurgan 
Union  tbe  clerk  received  £99,  and  re- 
muneration under  the  Act  of  1860, 
whilst  tbree  collectors  received  £90 ; 
and,  whether  in  the  distribution  of  the 
additional  £2,000  voted  by  Parliament 
the  inequalities  will  as  far  as  possible 
be  adjusted  ? 

Me.  p.  J.  O'BBIEN  (Tipperaiy,  N ) : 
Might  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  include  in  his  answer  to  my  hon. 
Friend,  whether  be  considers  it  just  to 
the  ratepayers  to  require  tbem  to  sup- 
plement a  Government  grant  insufficient 
for  the  eerrices  rendered ;  and,  whether 
he  will  consider  the  propriety  of  having 
a  further  sum  provided  to  discharge  the 
amounts  still  remaining  due  to  the  rate 
collectors  ? 

CoLoiTBL  WARING  (Down,  N.)  also 
adced,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  aware  that  Olerks  oi  Unions  were 
the  only  officers  whose  duties  obliged 
them  to  provide  assistants  whom  they 
had  to  pay  out  of  their  own  salary;  and, 
whether  the  additional  work  thrown  on 
them  by  the  late  Act  had  not  obliged 
them  in  each  Union  to  employ  such 
assistance  to  a  very  great  extent  f 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne):  In  reply 
to  the  Question  on  the  Paper,  the  prin- 
ciple adopted  by  the  Local  GDvernment 
Board  in  the  distribution  of  £1S,000  for 
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registration  work  was  explained  to  the 
House  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  some  nights  ago.  It  is 
true  that  the  Clerks  of  Unions  usually 
receive  sums  about  equal  to  the  amount 
paid  to  the  collectors ;  but  this  seems 
only  fair,  aa  they  have  to  deal  with  all 
the  names  on  the  Registry  from  the  dis- 
tricts of  the  collectors.  As  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
mentioned,  colteotors  have  in  many  oases 
received  further  remuneration  for  their 
work  £rom  the  poor  rates.  The  addi- 
tional £2,000  voted  by  Parliament  was 
for  the  payment  of  assistants  tu  Olerks 
of  the  Peace,  and  no  part  of  that  money 
could  be  applied  for  other  purposes. 
That,  I  think,  meets  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member.  In  reply  to  the  other 
Questions,  I  must  remind  hon.  Members 
that  this  was,  after  all,  settled  in  the 
last  Parliament,  and  it  would  be  difficult 
now  for  us  to  overhaul  the  decision  come 
to  by  Parliament  after  the  passing  of  the 
Registration  Act.  I  am  informed  that 
the  average  cost  per  head  was  consider- 
ably  greater  in  Ireland  than  it  was  in 
Great  Britain. 

FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1876— 
JURISDICTION    OF  OODNTY  COURT 
JUDGES. 

Me.  DUNCAN  (Barrow-in-Furness) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General,  In  conse- 
quence of  very  conflicting  opinions  and 
diverse  decisions  of  county  court  and 
other  judges,  relating  to  their  jurisdic- 
tion, in  cases  of  dispute  between  mem- 
bers and  persons  claiming  on  their  be- 
half against  Friendly  Societies ;  and, 
whether,  under  the  22nd  section  of  "  The 
Friendly  Societies  Act,  1876,"  and  under 
their  own  rules,  duly  certified  in  con- 
formity with  the  same,  power  is  given 
to  settle  these  without  appeal  to  courts 
of  law  7 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Oharles  Russell),  in  reply,  said,  the 
Question  called  attention  to  the  fact  that 
there  was  a  difference  of  opinion  amongst 
County  Court  Judges  and  other  Judges ; 
and  he  would  point  out  that  if  he  were 
to  answer  the  Question  it  would  involve 
him  in  a  condemnation  on  one  side  or 
other  of  those  judicial  opinions,  and 
possibly  of  both.  He  could  not  usurp 
a  judicial  function  which  in  no  sense 
belonged  to  him. 
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FRANCE-ARREST  OF  MESSRS. 

WETMAN  NEAR  OLOEON. 

Mr.  ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Lyne) 
aaked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  the  attention 
of  the  GoTemment  has  been  called  to 
the  arrest  of  Mr.  Staoley  Weyman  and 
his  brother,  at  Aramitz,  on  December 
1 4th,  1885,  while  ia  possefision  of  Foreig:n 
Office  Passports;  and,  wfaetherthe  French 
GtoTemment  have  offered  any  and  vhat 
explanation  of  the  conduct  of  the  gen- 
darmes on  that  oocanon  ? 

The  under  SEORETAET  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Beyce)  (Aberdeen,  S.): 
The  arrest  of  these  gentlemen  was 
brought  to  the  knowledge  of  the  Em- 
bassy at  Paris  by  Her  Majesty's  Consul 
at  Bordeaux  on  the  20th  of  December  last, 
and  on  the  23rd  of  that  month  a  strong 
representation  on  the  subject  was  ad- 
dressed to  the  French  Government  by 
Her  Majeety's  Minister  at  Paris.  On 
the  1st  of  January  the  two  commanding 
officers  of  the  gendarmes  of  the  Fau 
district  called  on  the  British  Vice  Consul 
at  Pau,  and  expressed  their  regret  that  a 
misunderBtandingshould  have  led  to  the 
arrest  of  Messrs.  Weyman.  A  reply  was 
received  by  Sir  John  Walsham  from 
the  .  French  Government  on  the  20th  of 
Februfu-y.  It  mentioned  the  apology 
made  by  the  officers  of  the  gendarmerie, 
and  stated  that  the  brigadier  who  had 
effected  the  arrest  had  been  punished 
by  eight  days'  confinement.  No  formal 
apology  has  been  tendered  on  the  part 
of  the  French  Government,  who  have 
expressed  their  opinion  that  under  the 
circumstances  the  conduct  of  the  gen- 
darme was  excusable.  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  do  not  share  this  opinion  ; 
but  before  addressing  any  further  re- 

Sresentation  on  the  subject  to  the  French 
ovemment  they  await  Mr.  Weyman's 
answer  to  a  letter  addressed  to  him  on 
the  27th  ultimo  by  Her  Majestjy's  Am- 
bassador at  Paris,  communicating  the 
substance  of  the  reply  of  the  French 
Government. 

SEED  SUPPLY  (IRELAND)  ACT- 
FOURTH  INSTALMENT  OF  SEED  RATE 

—POSTPONEMENT  OF  PAYMENTS. 

CoLOKEL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  aaked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  he  can  now  state 
whether  he  will,  in  ooiuequenoe  of  the 
present  depreuion,  permit  Buoh  uniona 
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as  may  apply  for  delay  to  postpone  the 
payment  of  tibie  fourth  instalment  of  the 
Seed  Bate  for  another  year  ? 

The  chief  SEORETAET  (Mr. 
JoHK  Mobley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  sorry  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  was  so  long  de- 
layed a  reply  to  this  Question,  which 
involves  matters  of  considerable  im- 
portance. The  Irish  Government  have 
had  this  matter  for  some  time  under 
their  oonsidoration.  The  loan  stood 
on  the  5th  of  last  month  thus  —  tiie 
amount  advanced  was  £598,306,  and 
of  that  £536,255  was  repaid.  This 
left  a  debt  outstanding  of  £62,051,  and 
of  this  there  are  amounts  recovered  in 
hand  which  leave  the  balance  not  actually, 
recovered  not  more  than  from  £35,000  to 
£37,000.  These  figures  show  that  the 
loans  so  far  have  been  admirably  paid  ; 
and  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  Boards 
of  Guardians  have  generally  made  every 
effort  to  collect  the  outstanding  rate. 
Nevertheless,  in  some  instances,  the  in- 
stalments  are  overdue.  In  such  cases 
the  Act  empowers  the  Local  Govern* 
ment  Board  to  impound  the  poor  rates 
to  the  extent  of  the  deficiencies.  In 
view,  howevw,  of  the  exceptional 
distress  prevailing  in  the  country, 
and  of  the  fact  £at  such  an  inroad 
on  the  resources  of  the  Unions  might 
eeriously  embarrass  the  Boards  of  Gnar- 
diails  concerned,  we  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  this  impounding  of  the 
rates  is  a  step  not  to  be  resorted  to  at 
present.  The  Treasury  have,  therefore, 
agreed  to  the  following  arrangement: — 
They  will  authorize  the  Commissioners 
of  Public  Works  to  accept  the  sums  al- 
ready collected  by  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians as  seed  rate,  and  now  in  their 
hands,  if  paid  over  on  or  before  the  let 
of  May  next;  and,  further,  not  to  press 
until  the  month  of  April,  1867,  for  the 
payment  of  the  amount  of  seed  rate 
which  may  now  be  uncollected  and  due  to 
the  Guardians  by  the  purchasers  of  seed. 

Mr.  ABTHUE  O'CONNOE  :  Might 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  the  non-payment  of  this 
seed  rate  wUl  interfere  with  the  right  of 
these  people  to  vote  at  elections ;  and, 
also,  when  it  comes  due,  it  will  be  re- 
covered as  a  charge  against  the  indi> 
vidual,  or  against  the  Union  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  MOELEY :  I  think  that 
these  are  points  which  very  obviously 
require  that  Notice  should  be  givra. 


{OOMUONS}  - 
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EGYPTIAN  ASH  SOUTH  AFRICAN  EX- 
PEDITIONS—THE WAB  CONTRACTS. 

Db.  GAUEBON  (GlMgow,  College) 
asked  the  Suirejor  General  of  the  Ord- 
nance, Whedier  any  steps  have  yet  been 
taken  to  bring  home  responsibility  to 
the  contractors,  brokers,  or  officials 
through  whom  bad  bay,  flour,  biscuits, 
or  other  supplies  were  despatched  to 
recent  Egyptian  or  South  African  Ex- 
peditions ;  whether  any  case  for  the 
reoorery  of  the  price  of  articles  not  up 
to  contract  standard  has  been  submitted 
to  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  ;  whe- 
ther any  opinion  has  been  giren  that  in 
any  case  grounds  for  an  action  existed  ; 
and,  whether,  in  any  case,  any  oompro- 
mise  has  been  offered ;  and,  if  so,  what  ? 

Thb  8UEVET0R  GENERAL  (Mr. 
WooDAiJ.)  (Hanley) :  There  is  no  reason 
to  suppose  that  the  flour  shipped  in  I8B2 
was  not  jperfeotly  sound  and  good  when 
it  left  tiuB  country ;  and  there  is  no  im- 
putation whatever  against  the  brokers 
through  whom  it  was  purchased.  The 
reasons  for  its  subsequent  deterioration 
are  now  tolerably  well  known ;  but  they 
oonld  not  have  been  foreseen  when  the 
Expedition  was  despatched.  The  opi- 
nion of  the  Law  Officers  has  been  ob- 
tuned  with  regard  to  the  eontraot  for 
the  hay  complained  of ;  but  in  the  pre- 
sent stage  it  will  be  inconvenient  to 
make  any  statement.  I  am  not  aware 
that  it  has  erer  been  alleged  that  bad 
supplies  of  any  kind  were  sent  to  the 
later  Expeditions  to  the  Nile,  to  Suakin, 
or  to  Bechoanaland.  On  the  contrary, 
it  is  admitted  that  they  were  perfect  in 
quality,  and  ample  in  quantity.  Owing 
to  the  unezamjded  difficulties  of  the  Nile 
route,  and  to  the  fact  that  to  meet  a ! 
military  necessity  the  whaler  packages 
had  been  made  exceptionally  light,  there 
was  some  loss  of  supplies  ;  but  the  mili- 
tary opinion  is  that  the  loss  was  due  to 
the  rough  usage  the  cases  were  neees- 
sarily  subjected  to,  ratherthan  to  defects 
in  the  padcages. 

UB.  BRADLAUOH.  ; 

Ub.  NOBBIS  (Tower  Hamlets,  Lime- 
house)  aded  Hr.  Attorney  General,  If 
he  can  give  any  information  to  the  House 
as  to  what  proceedings  are  or  will  be : 
taken  in  the  Law  Courts  on  the  question  j 
of  the  legality  of  the  junior  Member  for  ; 
Northampton  sitting  and  voting  in  this  I 
House,  and  to  state  when  a  decision  is  | 
likely  to  be  amred  at?  j 
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The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Chabi^s  Russbll)  (Hackney,  S.),  in 
reply,  said,  that,  the  hon.  Member 
having  been  kind  enough  to  explain 
that  the  Question  referred  to  the  sitting 
and  voting  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  during  the  present  Parlia- 
ment, he  had  to  state  that  there  was  no 
intention  on  the  part  of  the  Govemment 
of  taking  any  steps  in  the  matter. 

NATIOKAL  SCHOOL  TEACHERS  (IRE- 
LANDj-GRATtTITY  TO  A  DECEASED 
TEACHER'S  REPRESENTATIVES  — 
CASE  OP  B.  O'FLYNN,  NEWPOET,  CfO. 
MAYO. 

Me.  1>EA8T  (Mayo,  W.)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the 
retiring  gratuity  of  fifty  pounds,  recom- 
mended to  be  granted  to  the  late  Robert 
O'FIynn,  National  School  Teacher,  New- 
port, county  Mayo,  will  be  handed  over 
to  his  widow  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Hbhkt  H.  Fowlbe)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  I  am  informed  that, 
according  to  the  Report  of  the  Registrar 
of  Deaths,  Mr.  0*Flynn,  whose  widow 
is  referred  to  in  this  Question,  died  a 
bachelor.  The  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
are  of  opinion  that  in  the  case  of  the 
death  of  a  teacher  before  the  Warrant 
granting  the  gratuity  is  completed  there 
is  no  power  to  pay  the  amount  to  the 
pOTSonal  representatiTes  of  the  deceased 
teaoher. 


INLAND  REVENUE— DOG  LICENCES. 

Me.  mark. STEWART  (Kirkoud- 
bright)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, If  he  will  consider  the  hardship 
of  dog  licences  having  to  be  paid  by 
drovers  in  the  exercise  of  their  catling; 
and,  if  he  will  classify  these  persons 
with  others  ennged  in  agriculture,  who 
pay  no  licence  duty,  and  give  Uiem  ex- 
emption  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Hbhet  H.  Fowi.ee)  ^Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  When  the  Dog  Licence 
was  raised  from  5t.  to  7<.  64^.  (41  ft  42 
Vict.  0;  15,  8.  17),  the  exemptions  were 
at  the  same  time  increased  to  such  an 
extent  that  the  amount  of  revenue  col- 
lected under  the  increased  duty  is  less 
than  when  the  licence  was  only  54.  In 
these  circumstances,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  does  not  intend  to  recom- 
mend any  eztmsion  of  eiempti^s. 
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TRADE  STATI8TICS. 

Sir  JULIAN  aOLBSMID  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  S.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Whether  he  will  consider 
the  desirability  of  giving  more  complete 
figures  with  regard  to  quantities  in  the 
^de  statistics  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
BO  that  more  accurate  conclusions  may 
be  arrived  at  than  ean  be  obtuned  from 
figures  of  Talne  only  ? 

The  FBESIDKNT  op  thb  BOABD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mvndxlla)  (Sheffield, 
Brightside)  (who  replied)  said :  The 
Board  of  Trade  are  anxious  to  give  the 
quantities  as  well  as  values  of  articles  im- 
ported and  exported,  and  they  will  en- 
deavour to  do  BO  as  far  as  practicable. 
There  are  great  difficulties  lu  the  way, 
owing  to  the  miscellaneous  character  of 
the  trade  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
the  objection  of  merchants  to  declaring 
particulars  which  they  can  only  ascertain 
with  difficulty  themscuves. 

FIEB8  AND  HARBODBS  (IRELAKD)— 
CAPPA  PIEE. 

Mb  JORDAN  (Clare,  W.)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  What  is  the 
reason  for  the  delay  in  vesting  the  Cappa 
(Kilrush)  Pier,  in  the  Town  Commis- 
doners  of  Kilrush,  West  Clare,  under 
the  Shannon  Act  of  last  year ;  and,  if 
steps  will  be  taken  to  hasten  the  action  of 
the  Iri^  Board  of  Works  in  thlsmatter  ? 

Thz  BEOBETABY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (lir.  HXHBT  H.  FOWLES)  (Wol- 

verhamptOB,  E.),  in  reply,  said,  the 
Board  of  Worlu  had  been  in  corre- 
spondence with  the  Town  Commis- 
sioners of  Kilrush  about  the  Oappa 
Pier,  and  they  were  now  awaiting  a 
reply  from  the  Commissioners  to  their 
last  communication.  There  would  be  no 
delay  in  the  matter. 

ENFIELD  SHALL  ARMS  FACTORY— DIS- 
CHARGE OF  GOVERNMENT 
■WORKMEN. 

Mb.  KITCHIKG  (Essex,  Maldon) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  the  notice  posted  in  the  Enfield 
Small  Arms  Factory,  announcing  the 
intended  reduction  in  the  number  of 
men  employed  there,  stated  that  the 
step  was  rendered  necessary  "  owing  to 
the  great  reduction  in  the  Estimates  by 
the  present  Government;"  and,  if  so, 
whether  that  is  tiie  usual  form  in  which 


to  make  such  announcements;  and,  in 
what  manner  it  is  ascertained  which 
men  shall  be  disohai^ed  when  Govern- 
ment establishments  are  reduced  ? 

The  SEORETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
CAMMBUr^BAJUTEMiAH)  (Stirling,  &0.): 
lu  answer  to  my  hon.  Friend,  Ibave  to 
say  that  the  notice  referred  to  was  quite 
unusual  in  form ;  and  the  Superintendent, 
Colonel  Arbuthnot,  has  expressed  to  me 
his  regret  that  he  issued  it.  I  may  add 
that  the  passage  quoted  by  my  hon. 
Friend  is  not  accurate,  because  no  Eeti- 
mates  for  Army  Services  were  left  to  me 
by  my  Predecessor,  and,  therefore,  I 
could  not  reduce  them.  I  have,  how- 
ever, already  stated  to  the  House  that 
we  do  not  intend  to  maintain  a  pro- 
gramme based  on  the  recent  rate  of 
manufacture.  There  are  certain  definite 
rules  regarding  service,  &c.,  according 
to  which  msn  are  selected  when  dis- 
charges are  necessary,  and  these  have 
been  found  to  work  well. 

MERCHANT  8HIFFING— THE  WRECK 
OF  THE  "  LESLIE." 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  heroic  conduct  of 
several  of  the  Islanders  of  InnistrahuU, 
off  the  Coast  of  Donegal,  on  the  occa- 
sion of  the  wreck  of  the  schooner  ZetUs, 
of  Glasgow,  on  Friday  night  last,  the 
crew  of  which  they  rescued  at  the  im- 
minent peril  of  their  own  lives ;  and, 
whether  he  will  consider  the  propriety 
of  some  recognition  of  their  services  ? 

Thb  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Mutobixa) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside) :  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  wreck  of  the 
Zetlu  on  Friday  last.  I  have  caused  in- 
quiry to  be  instituted  into  the  ease,  in 
order  to  ascertain  the  nature  of  the  ser- 
vices rendered  by  the  Islanders,  with,  a 
view  to  deciding  whether  it  is  (me  in 
which  some  rec<^ition  should  be  given. 
I  have  not  got  the  particulars. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
whether  this  was  not  the  third  crew 
rescued  lately  by  those  Islanders? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  was  not 
aware  of  the  oiroumstances. 

METROPOLIS-WORK  FOR  THE  UNBM- 
PLOYED— NEW  POLICE  STATION 
AT  HOLLOWAY. 

Ms.  BABTliEY  (IsUngton,  N.)  asked 
the  Seoretazy  of  State  lor  the  Home  Da- 
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partment,  Whether  he  can  expedite  the 
olearing  of  the  ground  and  the  exca- 
vations for  the  new  police  station  in 
tTpper  HoUowaj,  with  a  view  of  finding 
work  for  the  unemployed  ? 

The  SEOEETARIT  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Chudebs)  (Ediuburgh,  S.)  :  In  reply  to 
the  hon.  Qentleman,  I  beg  to  state  that 
the  purchase  of  this  site  oaonot  be  com- 
pleted till  the  31st  instant.  No  time 
will  then,  be  lost  in  commencing  the 
vork.  The  hon.  Member  will  be  glad 
to  hear  that  the  building  of  two  new 
police  stations  has  been  commenced 
during  the  past  fortnight,  and  a  third 
^at  North  Fulham)  wiU  be  commenced 
in  a  few  days. 

EDTTOATIOK   DEPARTMENT  —  BOAKD 
SCHOOLS— INFANT  SCHOOL 
ATTENDANCE. 

Mb.  AltTHTTR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Oommittee  of  Council,  Whether,  in  view 
of  the  diminished  attendance  in  infant 
Bohools  necessarily  caused  by  the  excep- 
tional Beverity  of  the  weather,  he  will 
oonmder  the  equity  of  making  some  al- 
lowance in  the  matter  of  average  attend- 
ance to  those  managers  of  echoole  to 
whom,  without  any  nult  of  their  own, 
considerable  loss  is  now  threatoied  f 

Thb  vice  president  (Sir  Ltok 
FZ.&TFA1B)  (Leeds,  B.):  No  provision 
exists  in  the  Code  by  which  the  Depart- 
ment is  empowered  to  make  allowance 
for  diminished  attendance;  but  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Inspectors  have  instructions,  at 
their  inspection,  to  take  carefully  into 
accoimt  all  exceptional  circumstances 
which  may  put  the  school  into  an  un- 
favourable position. 

LAW  Aim  JUSTICE— DURHAM  QUAR- 
TER SESSIONS— INEQUALIT7  OF 
SENTENCES. 

Mb.  T.  fry  (Darlington)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  unequal  sentences  passed  upon  two 
men,  at  different  quarter  sessions  at 
Darham  for  the  crime  of  sheep  stealing 
at  Darlington  on  October  4th  1885  ;  the 
originator  of  the  theft,  an  ex-policeman 
named  Adams,  previously  convicted,  who 
absconded  (but  was  afterwards  appre- 
hended), receiving  only  two  months*  im- 
prisonment from  January  4th  1886, 
Thilst  his  acoomplice  Bairon,  long  out 


of  work,  and  who  confessed  at  the  time 
to  the  part  he  had  taken,  was  sentenced 
to  ten  months  on  October  2l8t  1885 ; 
and,  if  he  will  take  steps  to  rectify  this 
unequal  punishment? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Cbildebs)  (Edinburgh,  S.):  The  fact  of 
the  inequality  of  these  two  sentences  is  a 
thing  much  to  be  regretted.  I  have 
most  carefully  gone  into  all  the  facts, 
and  have  come  to  the  opinion  not  that 
Barron's  sentence  was  too  severe,  but 
that  Adams's  sentence,  owing  to  a  mis- 
carriage of  justice,  was  far  too  light.  I 
should  not  feel  justified,  for  the  sake  of 
reducing  what  is  undeniably  an  ine- 
quality of  punishment,  in  recommending 
a  remission  of  the  severer  sentence.  I 
have  oommunioated  with  the  Chairman 
of  Quarter  Sessions  with  regard  to  the 
two  cases. 

TEADE  AND  COM  MERGE -BRITISH 
COMMERCIAL  INTERESTS  ABROAD. 

Sib  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  S.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  "Whether  there 
is  any  objection  to  laying  upon  the 
Table  the  Papers  referred  to  in  the  fol- 
lowing extract  hom  Lord  Randolph 
Ohurtmill's  speech  at  Ifanohester  on  the 
Srd  instant : — 

"Lord  Salisbtuy,  aettiog  aside  altosetber  a 
Treasury  Minute  of  Mr.  <3iUden,  which,  to  a 
great  extent,  cramped  the  efforts  of  oar  ageata 
Abroad  for  fosterii^  and  encouraging  British 
enterpriHa,  sent  special  inatructione  to  our  agents 
Abroad  that  they  were,  on  every  occaaion,  to 
lose  no  opportunity  of  asaiating  British  com- 
merce, either  in  the  person  of  individuale  or  in 
the  form  of  co-operative  effort; " 

and,  whether  this  statement  is  correct  ? 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  asked, 
whether  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  been  drawn  to  a  statement 
made  by  a  correspondent  at  Constanti^ 
nople  in  Times  of  that  day  to  the 
following  effect : — 

"  Ever  and  always  the  English  Representa- 
tive here  sternly  and  indignantly  refuses  to 
give  his  support  to  any  British  subject's  de- 
mand for  a  concession  ....  so  much  bo  that 
the  English  applicant  frequently  obtains  his 
end  through  a  foreign  Representative,  instead 
of  his  own,  or  more  frequently  is  left  out  in  the 
cold;" 

and,  whether  this  was  the  case? 

Thb  UNDER  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Bbtoe)  (Aberdeen,  S.)  :  I 
think  that  the  hon.  Member  can  hsrdly 
expect  me  to  answer,  without  tHoUce, 
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Qneations  referring  to  a  matter  which 
only  appeared  in  uiis  momiog's  paper. 
I  would  also  beg  to  reniind  the  hen. 
Member  that  our  BepresentattTO,  Sir 
Edward  Thornton,  hae  only  been  at 
Oonstantinople  for  the  last  fortDig;ht. 
With  regard  to  the  Question  of  the  Hon. 
Baronet,  I  will  take  this  opportunity  of 
answering  a  similar  Question  which  my 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Stratford- 
upon-Avon  Division  (Lord  William 
Gompton)  has  put  on  the  Paper.  A 
diligent  search  has  been  made ;  but  no 
trace  can  be  found  in  the  Treasury  of 
the  Mtnate  referred  to  in  the  speech 
quoted  by  the  hon.  Baronet  and  the 
noble  Ijcnrd.  Should  such  a  Minute  ever 
be  disoovered,  I  see  no  obj  ection  to  its 
being  laid  upon  the  Table  ;  but  I  fear 
that  I  must  damp  the  hopes  of  hon. 
Members  by  reminding  them  that,  aa 
Her  Majesty's  Agents  abroad  are  en- 
tirely  under  the  orders  of  the  Foreign 
Offloe,  it  is  hard  to  see  how  any  stub 
Minute  can  erer  have  emanated  from 
the  Treasury.  With  the  exception  of 
the  Instructions  sent  to  Her  Majesty's 
Bepresentatives  in  China  and  Japan  — 

"  To  support  British  oommercisl  tntArests 
where  foreign  RepreBentatives  interfered  to 
their  detriment," 

and  which  were  referred  to  in  the  letter 
addressed  by  the  Foreign  Office  to  the 
London  Chamber  of  Commerce  on  Feb- 
ruary22,  no  Instrnotions  whatever  would 
appear  to  hare  been  given  by  the  Mar- 
quesa  of  Salisbury  to  our  Agents  abroad 
relating  to  the  promotion  of  British 
oommeree.  As  to  the  steps  which  are 
being  now  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  pre- 
sent Govenunent,  I  need  only  refer  to 
the  answer  whioh  I  gave  last  Monday  on 
this  snbjeot. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HIOKS  -  BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.)  :  In  reference  to  the 
answer  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  I  wish, 
with  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  on 
behalf  of  my  noble  Friend  who  is  unable 
to  be  here  this  evening,  to  state  that  he 
made  the  statement  with  regard  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Childers)  on  what  he  believed  to  be  re- 
liable authority,  and  he  is  confident  that 
he  can,  if  necessary,  justify  the  substance. 

IRELAND— THE  MAGISTRAOY— THE 
ENNI8TTM0N  MAGISTRATES. 

Mb.  JOEBAN  (CUre,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieateoont 
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of  Ireland,  Whether,  on  the  19th  No- 
vember last,  the  C(m8tabalary  at  Ennii- 
tymon,  county  Clare,  having  arrested 
for  drunkenness  a  man  named  Michael 
Cunningham,  found  upon  him  a  loaded 
revolver,  for  which  he  had  no  licence ; 
whether,  after  repeated  adjournments, 
a  prosecution  instituted  by  the  local  Ex- 
cise officer  against  Cunningham,  for 
carrying  the  weapon  without  an  Excise 
licence,  was  dismissed  on  the  24th  ultimo, 
the  presiding  Justices,  Mr.  H.  V. 
M'Namara  and  Mr.  Thomas  Lucas,  ex- 
plaining their  decision  by  the  statement 
that  the  case  was  peculiar,  and  that 
there  was  a  point  of  Law  involved  as  to 
which  they  could  procure  no  direction 
from  the  authorities  in  Dublin ;  whether 
the  same  Justices  have  in  sev^al  recent 
cases  inflicted  penalties  upon  poor  far- 
mers and  herdsmen  for  having  weapons 
required  for  the  care  of  their  farms  and 
sheep,  and  did  not  in  any  such  case 
apply  for  or  await  direction  from  Dublin 
GasUe;  what  steps  will  be  taken  to 
apply  the  Law  in  the  case  of  the  bailiff 
Cunningham ;  and,  whether  the  conduct 
of  the  Justices  will  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration ? 

Thb  CHIEF  SEOEETAEY  (Mr.  John 
Mobi£Y)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne),  in  reply,  - 
said,  the  facts  were  as  stated  in  the  first 
two  paragraphs  of  the  Question,  except 
Cunningham  had  a  licence  under  the 
Peace  Preservation  Act.  The  point  of 
law  occurred  at  the  first  hearing  of  the 
case,  and  was  raised  by  the  Beeident 
Magistrate.  The  matter  was  referred  to 
Dublin ;  but,  as  there  was  no  person 
there  to  give  an  opinion,  the  magis- 
trates at  last  acted  on  their  own  view 
and  dismissed  the  case.  The  Inland  Be- 
vraue  informed  him  that  it  was  thar 
intention  to  appeal  in  Uie  case  to  the 
Quarter  Sessions ;  but,  owing  to  some 
irregularity,  the  appeal  had  to  be  with- 
drawn. Since  then  four  persons  had 
been  fined  at  the  same  Petty  Sessions 
for  breaches  of  the  Gun  Licences  Act ; 
but  the  Bench  on  those  occasions  was 
not  constitated  as  in  the  case  referred  to 
in  the  Question. 

CHARITABLE  BEQUESTS  fIRELAND)— 
THE  EATON  BEQUEST. 
Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.J 
asked  the  Chief  Secretanr  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  he  can  say 
when  the  rights  of  the  clumants  to  the 
Eaton  Bequest,  in  abeyance  since  1876, 

Digitized  by  Google 


449         Puhlie  Meetings  {Uasch  11,  1886}  (Irelan^.  450 


will  be  inquired  into  and  decided  on ; 
and,  would  Ke  hare  any  objection  to  give 
a  Betum  of  the  several  snms,  left  for 
oharitable  or  indnatrial  purposes,  now 
locked  up  in  the  Court  of  Ohanoery  in 
Ireland,  Bhowing  the  name  of  the  tes- 
tator, the  date  of  death,  the  object  of 
each  bequest,  and  the  amount,  principal 
and  interest,  of  the  several  sums  so  be- 
queathed, at  the  present  time  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  (Mr.  John 
MoBi^y)  (Newoastle-on-Tyne) :  I  am 
advised  that  it  is  not  ^saible  to  name 
any  specific  time  at  which  the  olaim  or 
claims  to  the  Eaton  Bequest  will  be  dis- 
posed of.  The  Grown  and  Treasury 
Solicitor  is  at  present  inquiring  into 
them,  and  he  has  been  requested  to  ex- 
pedite the  matter.  There  are  no  mate- 
rials for  giving  the  Ketum  mentioned 
in  the  Question,  nor  any  staflF  available 
for  the  purpose.  There  is  a  list  pub- 
lished in  the  Accountant  General's 
Office  which  gives  a  statement  of  the 
names  and  particulars  of  suits  in  which 
funds  are  lying  dormant.  But  the  par- 
ticular object  of  each  fund  or  portion  of 
it — where  there  is  any  such — devoted  to 
charitable  or  industrial  purposes  could 
only  be  ascertained  by  unravelling  the 
history  of  each  suit  from  the  papers 
connected  with  it,  and  these  papers  are 
not  under  the  control  of  the  Court 
officials. 

POST  OPPICB  (IRELAND)  —  EURAL 
LETTER  CARRIERS  -  THE  BAL- 
LINGLEN  AND  MOYNE  POSTMAN. 
Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  CWiotlow,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  a  sum  of  only  seven  shillings  a 
week  is  paid  to  the  postman  for  the  daily 
carriage  of  letters  and  parcels  post  be- 
tween Ballinglen  and  Moyne,  the  dis- 
tance travelled  on  foot  being  four  sta- 
tute miles  each  way,  and  for  a  similar 
service  for  three  days  between  Moyne 
and  Aughavanua  three  shillings  and 
sixpence  for  five  statute  miles  journey 
each  way ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
mountainous  and  exposed  character  of 
the  roads  makes  the  duty,  especially  in 
winter,  very  severe ;  and,  will  he  bring 
the  matter  under  the  notice  of  the  post- 
master at  Dublin,  with  a  view  of  having 
this  man  adequately  remunerated  ? 

Thk  8E0BETABT  to  the  TBEA- 
SURT  (Mr.  Henby  H.  Fowlee)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.),  in  reply,  said,  the 
facta  were  as  stated  in  the  Question,  and 


he  wonld  lay  the  facts  before  the  Post- 
master (General,  in  order  to  obtain  for  the 
man  larger  payment. 

PALACE  OFWESTMINSTER-ELECTRIO 
COMMUNICATION  IN  THIS 
HOUSE. 

Me.  BUXTON  (Essex,  Walthamstow) 
asked  the  honourable  Member  for  Staf- 
fordshire (North  Western  Division)  as  a 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  will 
consider  the  advisability  of  establishing 
electrical  or  telephonic  signals  to  the 
Library,  Beading  Boom,  and  other 
parts  of  the  House,  whereby  Members 
may  be  informed  of  the  business  under 
discussion,  and  of  the  name  of  the 
Member  addressing  the  House? 

The  LORD  op  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.,LEVE80N  Gowee)  (Stafford,  N.W.), 
in  reply,  said,  the  First  (Commissioner  of 
Works  would  consider  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member,  which  was  one  of 
some  magnitude,  in  consultation  with 
tiie  officers  of  the  House. 

PUBLIC  MEETINGS  (IRELAND)— 
SPEECH  OP  ME.  W.  H.  H.  LYONS. 
Mb.  sexton  (Sligo,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  the  attention  of  the  Irish 
Executive  has  been  given  to  a  Report  in 
Tht  Bel/Mt  Evening  Tgiegraph  of  the  20th 
ultimo,  of  a  speech  delivered  the  pre- 
vious evening,  at  a  meeting  in  the 
Orange  Hall  Dundrod,  by  Mr.  W.  H. 
H.  Lyons,  described  in  the  report  as 
"  D.G.M."  of  Antrim,  who  preai  ^ed  over 
the  meeting ;  whether  the  following 
passage  in  the  speech  has  been  con- 
sidered : — 

"  In  the  case  of  any  risiog  in  Ireland  he  wotild 
cettainly  recommend  the  loyal  minority  in  the 
North  to  lay  their  handi  on  every  priest  in  this 
part  of  the  country  as  hoBtages,  and  let  it  be 
known  that  if  a  hair  of  the  head  of  any  Protes- 
tant in  the  South  and  West  were  touched  they 
would  make  quick  work  of  them,  biahops  and 
all.   (Loud  cheers) ; " 

whether  Mr.  Lyons  is  engaged  in  the 
public  service  as  cess  collector  for  the 
baronies  of  Upper  Belfast  and  Upper 
Masscreene;  and,  what  action  will  be 
taken  in  regard  to  him  ? 

The  CHIEF  SBCBETARY  (Mr. 
John  Moezjby)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  I 
cannot  say  whether  tlus  is  a  correct 
report  of  Mr.  Lyons's  observations,  be- 
cause this  paper  is  not  taken  in  at  the 
Castle.  In  any  case,  whether  the  report 
be  correct  or  not,  in  the  capacity  of  coss 
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collector,  "Mr.  Lyons  is  a  servant  of  the 
Grand  Juiy,  and  the  Qovemment  have 
no  control  over  him. 

Mr.  SKXTON  :  As  Grand  Juries 
make  suggestions  to  the  GkTemment, 
woold  not  the  GoTernment  make  a 
suggestion  to  the  Grand  Jurj  in  this 
matter? 

Mh.  JOHN  MOELET:  It  does  not 
follow  that  because  the  Grand  Juries 
make  suggestioDS  to  the  Govemment 
that  the  GoTemment  should  make  sug- 
gestions to  tho  Grand  Jury. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)- 
INTIMIDATION. 

Captain  M'CALMONT  (Antrim,  E.] 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  a  Mr.  M'Garigle,  general 
merchant,  hotel  proprietor,  and  court- 
house keeper  in  Tulla,  county  Clare,  has 
been  boycotted  by  order  of  the  local 
branch  of  the  National  League;  whe- 
ther Mr.  M'Garigle  was  appointed  to 
take  charge  of  the  court-house  in  1883, 
on  the  resignation  of  a  Mr.  Golboume 
who  weot  off  to  America  ;  whether  Col- 
bourne  returned,  after  an  absence  of 
more  than  twelve  months,  and,  if 
M'Garigle  was  not  forthwith  called 
upon  to  appear  before  the  National 
League  to  answer  a  charge  of  "  situa- 
tion grabbing ; "  whether  M'Garigle  has 
entered  into  securities  with  the  Grand 
Jury  for  a  period  of  two  years,  and  if 
his  general  business  has  been  entirely 
ruined,  whilst  he  and  his  family  are 
subject  to  daily  insult  and  annoyance; 
and,  if  the  authorities  will  take  any 
action  to  protect  a  publio  officii  and 
loyal  subject  of  the  Crown  under  such 
oircumstances  ? 

The  chief  SECBETAEYCMr.  John 
Mokley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  My  at- 
tention WM  called  to  this  case  some  con- 
siderable time  ago,  and  the  facts  of  it 
were  pretty  much  as  stated  in  the  Ques- 
tion. I  laid  the  case  before  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland,  and  he  advised  that  there 
was  no  evidence  of  an  actual  breach  of 
the  law.  I  am  glad  to  say  that  accord- 
ing to  the  last  report  which  reached  me 
there  has  been  an  improvement  in  the 
public  feeling  towards  Mr.  M'Garigle. 
He  is  receiving  all  necessary  aid  and  pro- 
tection. 

Me.  AETHUE  O'CONNOECDonegnl, 
£.)  asked  whether  the  right  hon.  G«atle- 
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man  was  avare  that  Colboame  lost  his 
situation  because  he  was  incarcerated 
under  the  Coercion  Act  f 

Me.  JOHN  MOBLET:  Tea;  I  be- 
lieve that  is  BO. 

Me.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
Is  it  a  fact  that  Mr.  M'Garigle  was  sum- 
moned before  the  Tulla  Branch  of  the 
National  League  as  alleged  in  the  Ques- 
tion ? 

[No  reply.] 

CONTAaiOUS  DISEASES  ACT  (IRELAND) 
—VETERINARY  PORTAL  INSPEOTOES. 

Me.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  the  Irish  Government 
will  take  into  consideration  the  disad- 
vantages in  regard  to  salary,  increment 
of  salary,  retiring  allowance,  dismissal 
without  adequate  notice,  and  the  dis- 
allowance of  the  privilege  of  private 
practice  under  which  the  veterinary  sur- 
geons constituting  the  staff  of  veterinary 
portal  inspectors  in  Ireland  are  placed, 
as  compared  with  the  veterinary  sur- 

geons  employed  by  the  English  Privy 
ounoil ;  and,  whether  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment will  take  any  steps  to  amend 
the  unequal  treatment  of  these  public 
servants  in  Ireland  and  England  ? 

The  CHIEF  8ECBETAET  (Mr. 
John  Morlet)  ( Newcastle- on-Tyne) : 
The  salaries  of  Veterinary  Portal  In- 
spectors in  England  and  Ireland  neces- 
sarily vary  in  accordance  with  the  size 
and  business  of  the  ports  at  which  they 
are  engaged.  In  respect  to  the  other 
matters  mentioned  in  the  Question,  I  find 
that  the  Inspectors  in  both  countries  are 
treated  on  very  similar  lines,  except  that 
in  England  somewhat  longer  notice  is 
given  for  the  termination  of  an  enp^a^ 
meut,  and  there  is  a  limited  permission 
to  engage  in  private  practice.  I  think 
it  is  worthy  of  consideration  whether  the 
services  in  both  countries  might  not  be 
advantageously  assimilated  in  these  re- 
spects. 

TITHE    EENT-CHARGES  (IRELAND)— 
EXTENSION  OF  TIME  FOR  PAY- 
MENT BY  LANDLORDS. 
Me.  E.  POWEE  (Waterford)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  l?rea3ury,  Whether 
he  would  take  into  consideration  to 
afford  relief,  by  extension  of  time  for 
the  payment  of  tithe  rent-charge  in  tc^' 
laadf  to  persona  irho  could  uiow  that 
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they  had  not  receiTed  the  rents  dae  for 
the  gales  in  which  tithe  rent-charge  was 
now  claimed,  or  to  accept  payment 
thereof  pro  rata  on  the  rent  actaally  re- 
ceived ? 

The  8ECBETAET  to  thk  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Hbket  H.  Fowlbe)  (Wol- 
Terhampton,  E.) :  The  Land  Commis- 
sioners do,  in  fact,  extend  time  for 
payment  to  all  payers  of  tithe  rent- 
charge  who  satisfy  them  that  they  have 
not  received  their  rents,  and  that  they 
are  not  postponing  their  rent-charge — 
which  is  the  first  charge  on  the  land 
except  Crown  and  quit  rent — to  pniane 
charges.  Other  oases  are  examined  on 
their  merits,  and  such  relief  is  given  as 
the  Commissioners  think  is  required  by 
the  circumstances'  of  the  case ;  and  I 
tiiink  that  it  is  not  desirable  to  alter  the 
present  ^tem. 

FISHERY  PIEBS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRE- 
LAND)—TEEIJII  PIER. 

Ur.  KELLY  (Donegal,  S.)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  How  much 
money  has  been  expended  by  Board  of 
"Works  in  connection  with  Teelin  Pier, 
county  Donegal,  since  it  was  first  ten- 
dered to  or  handed  over  to  the  Grand 
Jury  as  a  finished  work  ? 

The  SECRKTABY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  Hbkby  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.),  in  reply,  said,  that 
£125  had  been  spent  in  completiog  the 
approaches  to  Teelin  Pier,  County  Done- 
and  £35  in  removing  stones ;  but 
noUiing  had  been  spent  on  the  pier  itself 
since  its  completion. 

AKMT— GOVERNMENT  CONTRACTS. 
Sir  henry  TYLER  (Great  Yar- 
mottth)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  What  quantity  of  work  is  now 
being  performed  for  the  War  Depart- 
ment on  the  Continent ;  what  contracts 
are  running ;  what  is  the  total  of  those 
contracts  in  money  and  materials ;  and, 
-what  proportions  remain  to  be  com- 
pleted? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
CAMPBELi^BiiraERMAN)  (Stirling,  &c.): 
I  cannot  give  this  information  to-day, 
and  its  preparation  would  involve  a  good 
deal  of  detailed  calculation.  If  the  boo. 
Member  thinks  a  good  public  purpose 
will  be  served  I  am  ready  to  order  the 
preparation  of  the  information  be  asks 
for;  bat  I  must  request  a  few  days' 
Motioe* 


LABOURBRS  (IRELAND)  ACTS  1888  AND 
188«— APPEALS  TO  PRIVT  COUN- 
CIL AGAINST  SCHEMES. 

Mb.  TTJITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether,  in  case  of 
an  appeal  to  the  Irish  Privy  Council 
against  an  improvement  scheme  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Irish  Local  Government 
Board,  under  authority  61  the  Labourers 
(Ireland)  Acts,  1888  and  1885,  the  success 
of  the  appeal  in  regard  to  the  merits  of 
any  portion  of  an  improvement  scheme 
leads  to  the  r^ection  of  the  whole  ? 

The  chief  secretary  (Mr.  Joan 
Moblky)  (Newoastle-on-Tyne),  in  reply, 
said,  the  success  of  an  appeal  in  regard 
to  the  merits  of  any  portion  of  an  im- 

{irovement  scheme  did  not  necessarily 
eadto  therejectiou  of  the  whole  scheme. 
The  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council  might 
confirm  the  whole  scheme,  or  might  dis- 
allow it,  or  amend  and  modify  it  under 
terms  and  conditions  set  forth  in  the 
Order  in  Council. 

HOUSE   OP   COMMONS— ACCOMMODA- 
TION  OF  MEMBERS-LOCKERS. 

MB.0'HANLON(0avan,E.)a8kedthe 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether 
he  is  aware  that  many  Irish  Members  are 
without  lookws  for  the  accommodation 
of  their  Parliamentary  Papers;  and, 
whether  he  could  provide  an  increase  of 
lockers  equal  to  the  number  of  Members 
of  the  House  7 

The  lord  op  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  Leveson  Goweb)  (Stafford,  N.W.) 
(who  replied)  said,  he  was  happy  to  say 
that  steps  would  be  taken  to  provide  the 
additional  lookers. 

CITIL  SERVICE  WRITERS. 

Lord  GLAITD  HAMILTON  (liver- 
pool,  West  Derby)  asked  Mr.  Ghanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  WheUier  he  has  yet 
had  under  his  consideration  the  Me- 
morial of  the  Civil  Service  Writers, 

f (resented  to  the  Treasury  in  August 
ast,  supported  by  the  signatures  of  120 
Members  of  Parliament ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  can  state  to  the  House  the 
nature  of  hie  decision  thereon? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  (who  replied):  The 
Civil  Service  Writers*  Memorial  is  be- 
fore the  Treasury.  Its  subject-matter, 
together  with  similar  general  questions 
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affecting  the  Oivil  Ser  rioe  as  a  whole,  is 
rec^Ting  our  careAil  oonsideration,  and 
I  hope  it  will  be  possible  before  very  long 
to  announce  the  oonohuions  anired  at. 

OOMHISSIONEBS  OF  NATIONAL  EDU- 
CATION (IRELAND)— THE  LISTOWEL 
SCHOOLS. 

Mb.  stack  (Kerry,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Oommissioaers 
of  National  Education  in  Ireland  are 
aware  that  a  sum  of  £1,800  has  been 
expended  at  Listowel,  county  Kerry, 
under  the  direction  of  a  local  Committee, 
in  the  erection  of  schools,  to  enable  the 
Presentation  Nuns  to  meet  the  necessi- 
ties of  the  town  and  district  in  regard  to 
education  conducted  by  the  nuns  under 
the  system  of  the  National  Board ;  and, 
whether  the  Oommissioneis  will  apply 
their  rules  as  to  grants  for  the  erection 
of  school  houses  so  as  to  enable  the 
Committee  to  clear  off  a  debt  of  £1,000 
incurred  by  the  erection  of  the  schools 
in  question  ? 

The  chief  secretary  (Mr.  John 
Mo«lby)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne),  in  reply, 
said,  the  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  informed  him  that  under 
these  rules  they  bad  no  power  to  make  a 
grant  to  pay  off  a  debt  incurred  in  the 
erection  of  a  school. 

Mr.  sexton  (Sligo,  8.)  asked  who 
made  the  rules? 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY  said,  he  could 
not  say  whether  the  Commissioners  made 
their  own  rules  or  whether  they  were 
made  for  them. 

ABMY— DEFERRED.  PENSIONS— CASE 
OP  JAMES  BRADY. 
Mb.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  E.)  asked 
the  Seoretaiy  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther it  is  a  faot  that  James  Brady,  of 
Lisagavan,  Kingscourt,  county  Cavan, 
served  seven  years  in  the  Army,  six  of 
which  was  in  India  during  the  mutiny 
of  1857  and  1858,  received  s  medal  for 
same,  got  sixpence  a-day  pension  for 
three  years,  with  a  penny  per  day  for 
good  conduct ;  whether  he  is  now  unable 
to  work,  being  over  fifty  years  old  and 
in  delicate  health ;  and,  whether  this 
man  will  get  the  pension  of  seveupence 
per  day  for  the  remainder  of  his  days  ? 

Thb  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY 
(Mr.  Hebbebt  Oladbtonb)  (Leeds,  W.) 
(who  replied)  said  :  There  is  nothing  to 
take  this  case  out  of  the  usual  courae  by 

Mr.  Senry  B.  FowUr 


which  the  man  will  be  allowed  apenaon 
of  4(7.  a  day  from  the  time  he  reaches  the 
age  of  60  years,  which  will  be  in  April, 
1887.  He  should  then  ^ply  for  his  de- 
ferred pension. 

Mb.  O'HANLOK  said,  he  had  not 
been  able  to  hear  the  answer,  and  he 
would  have  to  put  the  Question  on  the 
Paper  again. 

Mr.  HERBERT  GLADSTONE  re- 
peated the  answer  he  had  previously 
given. 

RAILWAYS  (INDIA)— THE  SCINDE, 
PUNJAUB,  AND  DELHI  RAILWAY. 
Ma.  E.  R.  RUSSELL  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  When  the  Bill  is  to  be 
broughtin  to  enable  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  issue  India  3(  per  cent,  stock  to  the 
shareholders  of  the  Scinde^  Punjaub, 
and  Delhi  Railway ;  and,  whether  it  is 
not  important  to  shareholders,  many  of 
tbem  trustees,  that  the  Bill  ^ould  be- 
come law  by  the  1st  of  May  in  order 
that  dividends  may  be  paid  on  the  SOUli 
June  ? 

ThbUNDERSECRETARYof  STATE 
(Sir  Ughtred  Kat  -  Shtjttleworth) 
(Lancashire,  Clitheroe) :  The  Secretary 
of  State  already  has  the  power  to  issue 
India  3^  per  Cent  Stock  in  redemption 
of  the  annuities  created  in  purchase  of 
the  Scinde,  Punjaub,  and  Delhi  Rail- 
way. This  power  ie  given  under  Sec- 
tion 2  of  the  Act  44  &  45  Vict.  c.  53, 
as  modified  by  Part  2  of  Section  25  of 
the  Act  48  &  49  Viet.  o.  25. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— APFAIBS  OF 
BASUTOLAND. 
Mb.  LEAKE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Bad- 
olifPe)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  he  has 
read  the  Letter,  dated  16th  July  1885, 
addressed  by  Sir  Hercules  Robinson  to 
the  late  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, and  iacloeing  Correspondence  ex- 
tending over  the  years  1884  and  1885, 
between  the  High  Commissioner  of  the 
Cape  Colony,  the  President  of  the 
Orange  Free  State,  the  Resident  Com- 
missioner in  Basutoland,  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  Cape  Colony,  and  Mr. 
Van  der  Wath,  on  the  subject  of  a 
horse  forcibly  taken  from  Van  der 
Wath  80  far  back  as  the  month  of 
November  1883  by  one  Bereng  Leteea, 
ai>.d  claimed  as  his  own  beast  which  had 
been  lost,  whereas  it  had  been  bought 
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out  of  a  district  pound  in  the  Orange 
Free  State  by  Yan  der  Wath ;  whether 
any  reply  was  sent  to  the  Letter  of  Sir 
Hercules  Bobinson  by  the  late  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  to  whom 
he  had  referred  the  matter  for  instruo- 
iiooB,  or  has  been  sent  by  the  present 
Secretary  of  State ;  whether  this  horse 
case,  which  the  the  High  Authorities  of 
Cape  Colony,  the  Orange  Free  State, 
and  Basntoland  had  not  been  able  to 
settle  on  the  spot,  has  been  settled  by 
the  interposition  of  the  late  or  the 
^sent  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies ;  and,  whether  he  can  sn^fest 
any  less  complicated  and  dilatory 
method  of  administering  the  affairs  of 
Basutoland  than  would  appear  to  exist 
at  present? 

The  UNDEE  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  OsBOHNB  Mokqan):  (Den- 
bighshire, E.):  I  have  read  the  letter 
of  Sir  Hercules  BobineoD,  incloBiDg  cor- 
respondence extending  over  the  years 
1884  and  1885,  on  the  subject  of  the 
horse  forcibly  taken  from  Van  der  Wath 
BO  far  bach  as  November,  1883,  by  one 
Bereng  Letsea,  which  does  not  seem  to 
have  been  a  very  valuable  animal,  as  his 
outside  price  was  only  £  1 0  5«.  No  reply 
to  this  letter  was  sent  by  the  late  or 
present  Secretory  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies ;  but  no  doubt  the  oaee  formed  one 
of  Ihe  snbiects  of  disonssion  at  the  inter- 
view which  took  place  between  Sir  Her- 
cules Robinson  and  the  President  of  the 
Orange  Free  State  at  Bloemfontein  last 
November,  and  as  the  matter  has  not 
been  mentioned  in  any  subsequent  de- 
spatch, I  am  in  hopes  that  it  has  been 
settled  without  the  interposition  of 
the  late  or  present  Secretary  of  State. 
But  Bir  Hercules  Robinson  is  about  to 
visit  England  very  shortly,  and  if  my 
hon.  Friend  thinks  it  worth  while  to 
pursue  the  matter  further,  I  may  be 
able,  after  communicating  with  him,  to 
throw  some  further  light  upon  the  sub- 
ject. With  regard  to  the  last  part  of 
the  Question,  no  doubt  the  difficulties 
of  administering  a  country  like  Basuto- 
land are  great ;  hut  I  cannot  suggest 
any  better  modie  of  dealing  with  such 
matters  as  those  to  which  the  Question 
refere  than  to  leave  them  to  be  settled 
by  Colonel  Clarke,  the  Besident  Com- 
missioner in  Basutoland,  who  has  dis- 
charged his  duties  with  ability  and  tact, 
and  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  Her 
Majes^B  Government. 


COMMONS  AND  OPEN  SPACES  (METRO- 
POLIS)—A  RECREATION  OROUNn 
FOR  FULHAM. 
Me.  FISHER  (Fulham)  asked  the 
Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  Whether  a  piece  of  land  situ- 
ated by  the  river  in  Fulham  was  pre- 
sented and  conveyed  to  the  Board  by 
the  late  Bishop  of  London  for  the  pur- 
poses of  a  recreation  ground ;  whether 
any  offer  has  been  made  to  the  Board 
of  any  money  for  the  purpose  of  provid- 
ing labour  for  the  laying  out  of  that 
land  as  a  recreation  ground ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Board,  in  view  of  the  large 
numbers  of  the  unemployed  in  Fulham, 
will  at  once  take  steps  to  avail  itself  of 
any  offer  which  may  have  been  made  or 
in  any  case  will  undertake  to  carry  out 
this  work  of  public  utility  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Sir  James 
M'Garkl-Hogo)  (Middlesex,  Hornsey): 
In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  beg  to 
state  that  no  such  piece  of  land  was  pre- 
sented and  conveyed  to  the  Metropolitan 
Board  by  the  lato  Bishop  of  London.  A 
little  more  than  two  years  ago  the 
Bishop  offered  to  the  Fulham  Blstrict 
Board  the  meadow  adjacent  to  his 
Palace  at  Fulham,  and  the  District  Board 
asked  the  Metropolitan  Board  to  accept 
the  land  and  lay  out  and  maintain  it  as 
an  open  space.  The  Board  went  to  see 
the  locality  twioe,  and  gave  careful  con- 
sideration to  the  matter;  but,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  expense  of  laying  out,  it 
would  have  been  necessary  to  expend  a 
large  sum  in  protecting  the  land  from 
overflow  of  the  river,  and  it  was  not 
considered  expedient  to  comply  with  the 
request  of  the  District  Board.  With 
regard  to  the  second  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion, an  offer  was  recently  made  to  the 
Board  by  the  Committee  of  the  Mansion 
House  Relief  Fund  of  a  sum  of  money 
to  be  devoted  to  certain  works,  among 
which  was  named  the  laying  out  of  a 
public  garden  at  Fulham  on  ute  g^und 
referred  to.  The  Board,  however,  were 
unable  to  accept  this  offer,  not  being  in 
possession  of  any  land  at  Fulham  which 
could  be  devoted  to  the  purpose,  and  I 
am  afraid  they  are  not  m  a  position  to 
come  to  any  other  conclusion. 

BYIOTION  OP  PITMEN  (DTJBHAM). 

Mr.  a.  E.  PEASE  (York)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  there  is  any  truth 
in  the  account  published  in  Th4  New- 
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eiutU  Daily  ChroHieU  of  March  5th,  of 
several  pitmen  with  their  families  being 
evicted  from  their  cottages  at  the  village 
of  South  Medomsley,  in  Durham,  during 
the  snowstorm  of  Tuesday  laBt ;  whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  the  bailiffs  were  assisted 
in  carrying  out  the  evictions  by  the 
county  police ;  and,  whether,  in  the 
event  of  the  account  being  a  corect  one, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  can  take  any 
action  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  such 
incidents  ? 

Me.  JOHN  WILSON  (Durham, 
Houghton-le-Spring)  asked  whether  it 
was  true  that  the  police,  in  assisting  the 
bailiffb,  used  insulting  language  to  the 
people,  and  brutal  conduct  to  many  of 
them,  and  caused  serious  damage  to  the 
fumitore  of  those  evicted  by  pitching  it 
out  in  the  snow  ? 

The  SEOEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Chuj>ebs)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  I  must 
have  Notice  of  this  last  Question.  It 
is  impossible  for  me  to  have  informa- 
tion on  the  Bubjeot.  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  A.  E.  Pease),  I  have  to 
say  that  the  accounts  which  have  been 
published  do  not  give  all  the  material 
facta  of  the  case.  The  men  have  been 
on  strike  for  upwards  of  three  months ; 
and  I  am  informed  that  they  had  ample 
time,  after  the  usual  legal  notices,  to 
remove  their  families  and  furniture  to 
houses  provided  for  them  within  five 
minutes'  walk.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  warrants,  which  were  issued  on  the 
4th  of  February,  were  not  executed 
until  one  day  before  the  statutory  time 
expired ;  and  the  Police  Authorities  re- 
port to  me  that  the  men  had  been  ad- 
vised to  remove  peaceably,  but  that 
their  chief  representative  dedinedf  de- 
claring that  "they  were  determined  to 
put  the  county  to  all  the  expense  and 
trouble  they  could."  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, it  is  no  doubt  unfortunate 
that  the  last  day  was  a  stormy  one ;  but 
the  fault  was  clearly  with  the  miners. 
The  police  constables  were  present  to 
preserve  order,  but  no  complaint  was 
made  as  to  their  conduct,  and  they  ap- 
pear to  me  to  have  behaved  well.  My 
hon.  Friend  is  aware  that  I  have  no 
authority  over  county  and  borough 
police,  still  less  over  bailiffs  executing 
a  civil  process. 

Mb.  WILSON  gave  Notice  that  he 
should,  on  the  first  opportunity,  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  proceed- 
ings in  question. 

Mr.  A.  K  Peate 


Me.  AETHUE  O'OONNOE  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  whether  there  was  any 
truth  in  the  allegation  that  one  of  the 
men  who  was  removing  the  goods  be- 
came disgusted  with  the  work,  and 
declared  that  he  could  not  proceed  with 
it  any  longer,  and  that  he  was  prevented 
from  leaving  the  house  by  the  police 
tmtil  the  arrival  of  Inspector  Oliver  ? 

Mr.  CHILDEBS  repeated  that  he 
had  no  authority  over  county  or  borough 
police.  All  he  could  do  was  to  apply  to 
the  Chief  Constable  for  information. 
He  suggested  that  the  hon.  Member 
should  give  Notice  of  the  Question  ? 

CDBRENOT,  &c.— THE  APPRECIATION 
OF  GOLD. 
Sib  GEOBQE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
oaldy,  &o.)  asked  the  I^sident  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  li  it  ie  within  the  scope 
of  the  Boyal  Oommisuon  on  Trade  De* 
pression  to  inquire  how  far  recent  eco- 
nomic and  agricultural  disturbances  may 
have  been  caused  or  aggravated  by  ap- 
preoiation  of  gold,  due  to  increased  de- 
mand for  that  metal  for  currency  pur- 
poses in  Europe  and  America;  and,  if 
he  can  say  whether  they  have  yet  applied 
themselves  to  that  branch  of  the  sub- 
ject ? 

Mb.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitechapel)  asked  whether  the  de- 
preciation of  silver  would  also  be  in- 
quired into  by  the  Boyal  Oommis- 

sioners  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Musdella) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside),  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  informed  by  the  Earl  of  Iddee- 
leigh,  the  Chairman  of  the  Boyal  Oom- 
mission,  that  the  subject  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  EjriDBaldy  ^Sir  George 
Campbell)  ref nred  was  wiuiin  the  soope 
of  their  inquiry,  and  that  th^  were  up- 
plying  themselTes  to  that  branch  of  the 
subject.  With  regard  to  the  second 
Question,  he  asked  the  hon.  Monber  to 
give  Notice. 

NAVY— H.M.S.  "BENBOW." 
Me.  LEICESTER  (West  Ham,  S.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
If  it  is  true  that  arrangements  are  being 
made  to  remove  H.M.S.  Senioto  from 
Victoria  Docks  to  a  Government  dock- 
yard for  completion ;  and,  if  so,  as  a 
large  number  of  men  are  at  the  present 
time  engaged  on  the  vessel,  which  can- 
not be  ready  for  sea  in  leas  than  12to  18 
months,  and  oonudezing  that  great  die- 
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tress  already  prevails  in  the  east  of 
London,  whether  he  could  allow  the 
work  to  be  completed  in  the  Yiotoria 
Docks? 

The  8E0EETAEY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  Hibbbbt)  (Oldham):  I 
have  to  say  that,  in  accordance  with 
the  contract,  the  Bmhow  will  be  de- 
livered and  removed  to  Chatham  in  the 
course  of  next  summer.  The  work  then 
remaiciag  to  be  done  in  connection  with 
the  armament  and  equipment  of  the 
ships  is  of  a  character  practically  neces- 
sitating her  completion  in  a  Cbvemment 
Dockyard,  provision  for  the  cost  of 
which  has  been  made  in  the  Dookyard 
Vote  of  1886-7.  Another  large  armour- 
dad,  the  Santpareil,  is  bnilding  for  the 
Admiralty  by  the  same  contractors,  and 
is  now  reaching  a  stage  of  progress  af- 
fording employment  to  a  large  number 
of  men. 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE  -  OOUUEB- 
OIAL  INTERCOURSE  WITH  SPAIN 
AND  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  negotiations  with 
the  Spanish  Government,  with  the  view 
of  obtaining  fair  treatment  in  respect  of 
duties  for  British  exports  to  that  coun- 
try or  to  the  Spanish  West  Indies,  are 
making  such  progress  as  to  make  it  pro- 
bable that  further  Papers  on  the  sub- 
ject will  be  shortly  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment; whether  any  negotiations  are 
pending  with  the  Government  of  the 
ITnited  States  of  America  with  refer- 
ence to  the  difference  between  that  Go- 
vernment and  the  GDvemment  of  Her 
Majesty  in  the  interpretation  put  upon 
tiie  Most  Favoured  Kation  Clause  in 
the  Commercial  Treaty  between  the  two 
countries ;  and,  whether,  in  default  of 
agreement,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  endeavour  to  secure  such  a  modifi- 
cation of  the  existing  Treaty  as  will 
make  it  capable  of  being  understood  in 
the  same  sense  by  both  parties  to  it  7 

The  UNDEB  SEOKETAEY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Beycb)  (Aberdeen,  S.) : 
Immediately  after  the  present  Govern- 
ment came  into  OfBce,  Sir  Clare  Ford, 
Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Madrid,  was 
instraoted  to  take  steps  with  a  view  to 
the  removal  of  the  impediments  existing 
to  British  trade  with  Spain;  but  no  such 
progT8B8  has  been  made  as  to  render  it 
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probable  that  further  Papers  on  the 
subject  will  be  shortly  laid  on  the  Table. 
I  may  add  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  of  opinion  that  any  arrange- 
ment to  be  made  ought  not  to  be  of  a 
merely  transient  nature,  and  they  believe 
that  this  is  also  the  view  of  the  commer- 
cial community  in  Great  Britain.  A 
Besolution  to  this  effect  was  lately  re- 
ceived by  the  Foreign  Office  from  the 
AssociatiDn  of  Chambers  of  Comm«roe. 
"^th  regard  to  the  hon.  Member's 
Question  as  to  negotiations  with  the 
United  States,  there  is  no  disagreement 
with  respect  to'  the  meaning  of  the  ex- 
isting Treaty  which  relates  to  trade 
between  the  British  Possessions  in 
Europe  and  the  United  States.  The 
United  States  Government,  however, 
are  unwilling  to  extend  its  stipulations 
to  the  British  West  Indies ;  but  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  expecting  a 
further  communication  from  Washing- 
ton in  reply  to  Earl  Granville's  de- 
spatch to  Sir  L.  West  of  February 
12th,  188S,  which  the  hon.  Member  will 
find  on  page  20  of  Commercial,  No.  4, 
1885. 

LITERATCRE.   SCIENCE,  AND  ART- 
SCULPTURES   AT    THE  BRITISH 

MUSEUM. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  asked 
the  honourable  Member  for  North-West 
Stafford,  as  representing  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  Whether  it  is  the 
fact,  as  stated  by  Mr.  Newton,  in  a 
lecture  lately  delivered  by  him  at  the 
Boyal  Institution,  that  there  are  in  the 
British  Museum — 

"  A  number  of  scolptures  which  have  been 
buried  in  a  cellar  sioca  the  year  lfl53,  vhioh 
are  defaced  or  begrimed  with  dirt,  uid  utterly 
QseleBS  to  anybody ; " 

whether  these  sculptures  are  of  great 
value  and  archeeological  interest  both 
on  account  of  their  intrinsic  merit  and 
of  the  inscriptions  upon  them  ;  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  contemplate 
proposing  alterations  or  extensions  at 
the  Museum  in  order  to  allow  of  the 
proper  exhibition  of  these  ancient  works 
of  art ;  and,  whether,  in  case  no  such 
alterations  or  extensions  are  to  be  pro- 
posed, consideration  will  be  given  to  the 
question  whether  any  of  these  objects 
could  be  sent  for  exhibition  to  provin- 
oial  muBeuma? 
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The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Hbney  H.  Fotsxeb)  (who 
replied)  said:  The  Newton  CoUection 
of  sculptures  are  placed  in  a  large 
basement  roon),  imperfectly  lighted; 
but  they  are  kept  in  good  condition, 
and  are  periodically  washed  by  expe- 
rienced masons.  They  were  originidly 
arranged  for  exhibition ;  but  the  room 
was  found  unsuitable  for  the  admission 
of  general  visitors,  and  the  light  on  one 
side  has  lately  been  intercepted  by  new 
buildings.  They  are  examined  by 
students,  accompanied  by  a  Museum 
attendant.  A  great  part  of  these  sculp- 
tures are  known  from  engravings  in  the 
work  entitled  Mus»um  Marvelt,  published 
by  the  Trustees,  and  they  have  been 
copied  for  publication  by  Qerman  Insti- 
tutions. They  form  an  essential  part  of 
the  Museum  Oollection,  and  ought  not 
to  be  separated  from  it.  Proposed  ad- 
ditions to  the  Museum  buildings  to 
provide  for  the  proper  exhibition  of  the 
antiquities  in  ue  basement  have  for 
same  time  been  under  the  consideration 
of  Her  Mf^estv's  Government. 

Mb.  TOMLmdON  asked  was  not  the 
room  in  which  the  sculptures  were  so 
dark  as  to  render  artificial  light  neces- 
sary ?   

Me.  henry  H.  fowler  :  Base- 
ment rooms  are  gen»aUy  imperfectly 
lighted. 

INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION  (WALES) 
—LEGISLATION. 
Mb.  KENYON  (Denbigh,  &o.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Oolo- 
nies,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Qorernment  to  introduce  a  Bill  for  pro- 
moting intermediate  education  in  Wfdes ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  the  Confiscatory 
Clauses  of  last  year's  Bill  will  be  omitted 
in  deference  to  the  wishes  of  the  Prin- 
cipality ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Ltow 
Flatfaib)  (Leeds,  S.)  (who  replied)  said, 
the  question  was  so  intimately  mixed  up 
with  the  Educational  Endowment  Act 
of  1869  and  the  Amending  Acts  now 
under  consideration  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee that  the  Government  were  un- 
able to  promise  that  a  Bill  would  be 
introduced  this  Session  until  they  knew 
what  changes  might  be  recommended 
by  the  Committee.  In  those  circum- 
stances, he  could  not  say  in  what  respect 
the  Bill  to  be  introduced  would  differ 
from  liiat  of  last  year. 


THE  METROPOLITAN  POLICE— PEN- 
SIGNS-SIR  EDMUND  HENDERSON 
AND  MR.  WALKER. 
Sis  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &o.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  the 
pensions  which  he  has  recommended  for 
Sir  EMmund  Henderson  and  other  re- 
tiring officials  of  the  Metropolitan  Police, 
are  pensions  to  which  they  are  strictly 
entitled  under  the  rules  of  the  service, 
OQ  the  ground  of  age,  service,  &o.  and 
have  not  been  awarded  or  specially  in- 
creased on  account  of  their  recent  ser- 
vices? 

The  SECBETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childebs)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  The  pen- 
sions to  be  awarded  to  Sir  Edmund 
Henderson  and  Mr.  Walker,  the  only 
other  officer  who  has  retired,  will  come 
strictly  within  the  Bules  of  the  Service. 
Mr.  Walker's  pension,  coming  whoUy 
out  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  Fund, 
has  been  already  sanctioned  by  me.  Sir 
Edmund  Henderson's  pension,  coming 
partly  and  chiefly  from  the  Imperiu 
Fund  and  partly  from  the  Polioe  Fundf 
is  still  the  subject  of  consideration  with 
the  Treasury. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (BANKRUPTCY)— 
ESTATE  OP  DR.  FORBES  WINSLOW. 
Me.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  asked  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  AVhether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  an  application,  made  on 
the  19th  February,  before  Mr.  Justice 
Cave,  by  the  trustee  of  the  estate  of  Dr. 
Forbes  Winslow,  bankrupt,  for  an  order 
directing  the  landlord  of  tiie  bankrupt 
to  deliver  up  to  him  certain  cheque 
books,  letters,  counterfoils,  and  docu- 
ments essential  in  order  to  enable  the 
trustee  properly  to  investigate  the 
debtor's  affiiire,  which  were  hdd  by  the 
said  landlord  under  an  agreement  re- 
serving to  him  **  the  ordinary  rights  of 
the  landlord ; "  whether  the  application 
was  made  under  Kule  259  of  Uie  Bank- 
ruptcy Rules  1883,  which  provides  that 
no  person  shall,  as  against  the  trustee, 
be  entitled  to  withhold  possession  of  the 
books  of  accounts  belonging  to  the 
debtor,  or  to  set  up  any  lien  upon  them; 
whether  Mr.  Justice  Cave  decided  that 
cheque  books,  counterfoils,  letters,  and 
similar  documents  were  not  within  the 
Rule,  although  they  might  furnish  ma- 
terials iox  making  up  an  aoooant,  and 
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that  tLe  Eule  must  be  coastrued  strictly; 
and,  whether  he  is  prepared  so  to  amend 
the  Law  relatiDg  to  distoaint  as  to  make 
it  impossible  to  take  away  not  only 
a  non-trader's  account  papers,  but 
the  tools  and  instruments  of  a  man's 
trade  or  profession,  and  the  necessary 
furniture  of  his  home  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  MmrDEU-A) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside) :  It  is  not  within 
the  functions  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  deal 
generally  with  the  Law  of  Distraint;  but 
in  any  future  amendment  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Act  I  shall  be  prepared  to  con- 
sider whether,  for  the  purpose  of  bank- 
ruptcy, any  such  amendment  as  that 
suggested  is  desirable. 

METROPOLIS -DWELLINGS  OF  THE 
"WOIiKING  CLASSES  -  INQUIRY  AT 
ST.  JAUES  AKD  ST.  JOHN,  OLERKfiN- 
WELL. 

Sn  BOBEBT  FOWLEB  (London) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Departaient,  Whether  he  has 
receired  uie  Rept^  of  the  Inspector 
who  held  the  inquiry,  suggested  by  the 
Mansion  Hotue  Council  on  the  Dwell- 
ings of  the  People,  into  the  immediate 
sanitary  requirements  of  the  parish  of 
St.  James  and  St.  John  Olerkenwell  as 
far  back  as  November  1885,  and  whe- 
ther he  wiU  lay  the  same  before  Parlia- 
ment ;  and,  if  he  has  not  yet  received 
the  Eeport,  whether,  in  view  of  the 
importance  attaching  to  the  inquiry,  he 
wiU  give  instructions  to  the  Inspector 
for  ito  immediate  presentation  7 

Thb  SEORETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Chilbbbs)  (Edinburgh,  S.),  in  reply, 
said,  the  Beport  of  the  Inspector  who 
held  the  inquiry  suggested  by  the  Man- 
sion Honse  Committee  into  the  dwellings 
of  the  ^^ple  had  been  recetved,  and 
would  in  all  probability,  when  he  had 
read  it  himself,  be  laid  on  the  Table. 

POST  OFFICR-PBOVISIONAL 
APPOINTMEHTS. 
Mr.RADCLIFFE  COOKE  (Newing- 
ton,  W.)  aiked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Whether  "provisional"  ap- 
pointments have  been  made  in  the  major 
and  minor  establishments  of  the  Post 
Office;  and,  if  so,  whether  they  are 
made  under  the  condition  that,  on  the 
ratification  of  a  provisional  appointment, 
service  shall  account  for  tiie  full  ap- 
pointment from  the  date  of  the  making 
of  the  pronalfmal  appdntmoit  ? 


Thb  SECEETAEY  to  thb  TBEA- 
8UEY  (Mr.  Hbhet  H.  Fowlbe)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  Provisional  appoint- 
ments hAve  been  made  to  the  major  fuid 
minor  establishments  of  the  Poet  Office, 
in  connection  with  the  introduction  of  the 
6<^.  rate  for  telegrams.  The  services  of 
the  officers  so  appointed  will  count  from 
the  date  of  their  provisional  appoint- 
ment in  those  cases  in  which  the  ap- 
pointments are  made  permanent. 

PALACE  OP  WESTMINSTER— THE 
KEEPER  OF  THB  VICTORIA  TOWER. 

MB.EADCLIFFE  COOKE  (Newing. 
ton,  W.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Who  is  the  keeper  of  that 
part  of  the  Boj^  Palace  of  Westminster 
which  is  known  by  the  name  of  the 
Victoria  Tower  ? 

The  SECBETAET  to  the  TBEA- 
SXJEY  (Mr.  Henbt  H.  Fowler)  ( Wol- 
verhampton, E.),  in  reply,  said,  the 
Victoria  Tower,  Westminster,  was  imder 
the  control  of  the  Deputy  Lord  Oreat 
Chamberlain. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE  COURTS- 
FINES  AND  PENALTIES. 

Mh.  KENYON  (Denbigh,  &c.)  (for 
Mr.  Sr^miBY  Leiohtoh)  asked  the  Se- 
oretazy  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  all  filies  and  penalties 
imposed  in  courts  of  justice  within  the 
Metropolitan  limits,  which  in  other 
places  go  to  the  treasury  of  the  county 
or  borough  in  aid  of  local  rates,  are 
paid  into  the  National  Exchequer  ;  and, 
whether  he  can  state  what  was  the 
amount  of  those  fines  during  the  year 
188S? 

The  SEOBETABY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Childbbs)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  The  gene- 
ral princijde  is  that  the  fund  which 
bears  the  expenses  in  oonnection  with 
the  Courts  receives  the  finee  which  are 
imposed.  In  London,  as  the  salaries  of 
the  police  magistrates  and  the  expenses 
of  providing  and  maintaining  the  Courts 
are  borne  by  the  Exchequer,  all  the  fines 
imposed  with  the  exception  of  a  few,  go 
to  the  Exchequer.  The  amount  paid  to 
the  Exchequer  for  the  year  1885  was 
£10,981. 

POST  OFFICE— TRANSMISSION  OP 
PRINTED  llATTEB  AT  ELECTIONS* 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Qateshead) 
aaked  the  Seerataiy  to  the  Treoaniy, 
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Whether  compIaintH  have  been  made  to 
the  Post  Office  authorities  as  to  the 
charge  of  one  penny  upon  wrappers 
enclosing  poll  cards  and  circulars  at 
Parliamentary  elections  \  and,  whether, 
oonsiderinff  the  statutory  limitations 
now  plaoed  upon  the  expenses  of  Par- 
liamentary elections,  the  Post  Office  will 
consider  some  modification  of  their 
order,  and  admit  of  these  circulars 
being  transmitted  for  one  halfpenny  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
STJBT  (Mr.  Henbt  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton,  E.),  in  reply,  said,  this  was 
not  the  case  with  his  own  election 
circulars,  and  it  was  only  a  matter  that 
required  a  little  conBideration  on  the 
part  of  the  candidate  and  his  agents. 
The  question  had  been  considered  by 
the  Post  Office,  when  it  was  found  the 
regular  charge  could  not  be  altered. 

POST  OFFICE  (rRELAND)-TELEGRAPH, 
&c.  STATION  AT  TORY  ISLAND. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  a^ed  the  Secretary  to  the 
Xreasory,  Whether  the  Lords  Commia- 
sionere  of  the  Treasury  hare  received 
several  representations  from  Ireland, 
England,  and  Scotland,  urging  the  de- 
sirability of  establishing  a  telegraph 
and  signal  station  on  Toir  Island,  off 
the  coast  of  Donegal ;  and,  whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
give  effect  to  the  same  ? 

The  secret ABY  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  Several  representa- 
tions have  been  made  from  time  to  time 
for  the  establishment  of  a  telegraph  and 
signal  station  on  Tory  Island.  The 
Post  Office  has  no  monopoly  of  the 
business  of  signalling  ships,  which  is 
altogether  outside  action  of  the 
Telegraphs  Act.  It  is  a  business  which 
is  mostly  undertaken  by  the  Committee 
of  Lloyds.  Some  time  ago  that  Committee 
made  an  offer  to  establish  a  signal  and 
telegraph  station  on  Tory  Island,  and 
the  Postmaster  Q-eneral  expressed  lus 
readiness  to  grant  a  licence  upon  nomi- 
nal terms  for  establishing  telegraph 
commnnication  with  the  main  land ; 
but  the  Lloyds  C^immittee,  owing  to 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  laying  and 
maintaining  the  cable,  did  not  proceed 
with  the  work.  I  do  not  think  that  I 
can  hold  out  any  hope  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  undertake  to  establish  a  tele- 
graph and  signal  station  on  Ttny  Island. 

JVr.  W.  S.  Jmn 


AFRICA  {EAST  COAST)  —  ZANZIBAR 
DELIMITATION  COMMISSION. 
Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Afiaixs,  Whether  he  can 

SVe  the  House  any  information  as  to 
e  progresa  made  by  the  Zanzibar 
Delimitation  Oommission  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Beyce)  (Aberdeen,  8.): 
The  Commission  has  been  at  work  since 
the  10th  of  December,  when  its  first 
meeting  was  held ;  but  as  it  was  then 
agreed  that  its  proceedings  should  be 
kept  secret,  X  am  unable  at  presoit  to 
give  any  further  information. 

AFRICA  (EAST  COAST)- ANNEXATIONS 
IN  ZANZIBAR. 

Mr.  HUTTON  (Manchester,  N.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Consul  at  Zanzibar  has  communicated 
any  information  relative  to  further  an- 
nexations made  by  Europeans  since 
November  1886,  on  the  Zuuibar  Ooa«t 
or  in  Eastern  AJiica;  and,  when  furUier 
Correspondence  wIUl  Her  Majesty's 
Government  on  this  aubject  w^  be 
presented  to  Parliament  ? 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Bbtoe)  (Aberdeen,  S.): 
No  European  Government  has  assumed 
the  protectorate  of  any  territory  since 
the  date  named  by  the  hon.  Member, 
and  it  is  understood  that  no  annexations 
will  be  made  while  the  Delimitation 
Commission  is  sitting.  It  is  not  proposed 
to  present  further  Correspondence  until 
after  the  Oommifision  haa  finislied  its 
work. 

AFRICA   (EAST   COAST)— THE  SLAVE 
TRADE  BLUE  BOOK. 

Me.  HUTTON  (Manchester,  N.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  When  commumoation 
uid  information  relating  to  commerce, 
received  irom  Her  Majesty's  OtmsiUa  at 
Zanzibar  and  on  the  Mozambique  Coast 
during  the  past  twelve  months,  will  be 
presented  to  Parliament  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (Mr.  Bryoe)  (Aberdeen,  S.): 
The  Slave  Trade  Blue  Book  about  to  be 
laid  on  the  Table  will  contain  all  the  in- 
formation on  commercial  subjects  which 
has  been  received  from  Zanzibar.  No  in- 
formation haa  beeu  reoeived  from  Ho- 
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sambique,  the  Oonsul  haring  been 
granted  leave  to  recover  his  health. 

POOR  LAW  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)— 
■  AGED  COUPLES  IN  WOEKHOTJSES. 

Mb.  p.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  asked  the  Fresident  of  the  Local 
Goyernment  Board,  Whether,  in  view 
of  the  extent  to  which  see.  23,  10  and 
II  Vic.  c.  109,  by  vhich  it  is  provided 
that  married  persons,  being  both  above 
eixty  years  oi  age,  shall  not  be  com- 
pelled to  live  apart  in  workhouses,  has 
been  allowed  to  remain  a  dead  letter,  he 
will  uige  upon  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
the  necessity  for  complying  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Act  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Joseph 
Chauueei^n)  (Birmingham,  W.):  Last 
November  my  Predecessor  at  the  Local 
Qovemment  Board  sent  a  Circular  to 
Boards  of  Guardians  on  this  subject. 
I  am  informed  that  in  a  good  number  of 
oases  in  which  provision  nas  been  made, 
as  suggested  in  the  Question,  the  aged 
couples  prefer  not  to  live  together.  But 
if  my  hon.  Friend  has  any  evidence  as 
to  any  particular  case  he  has  in  view  in 
which  such  provision  has  been  refused, 
I  will  take  care  that  special  representa- 
tion be  made  to  the  Board  of  Guar- 
dians. 


POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)-BOAKDS  OF 
GUARDUNS  AND  THE  GOYERN- 
MENT. 

Mb.  sexton  (Sligo.  S.)  asked  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  with  regard  to  the  First 
liord  of  the  Treasury's  Letter  to  Lord 
de  Tesd,  inviting  inisrmation  and  ex< 
pressims  of  opinion  on  certain  Irish 
public  qaestions,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  Count  de  la  Poer,  Chairman  of  the 
Clonmel  BoaxA  of  Guardians,  Mr. 
William  Malcolmson;  Chairman  of  the 
Carrick-on-Suir  Board  of  Guardians,  and 
other  chairmen  of  boards  of  guardians 
in  Ireland,  have  prevented  the  boards 
over  which  they  preside  from  responding 
to  the  invitation  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
by  refusing  to  allow  any  Resolution  to 
be  moved  on  the  subjects  referred  to  in 
the  Prime  Minister's  Letter ;  whether 
BOoh  Besoltttions  have  been  moved  and 
carried  at  many  meetings  of  Irish  boards 
of  guudians,  and  also  at  meetings  of 
town  ooundls,  grand  juries,  and  other 


fublio  bodies;  whether  Count  de  la 
'oer  and  Mr.  William  Maloolmson  have 
also  refused,  at  meetings  of  their  re- 
spective boards,  to  allow  guardians  re- 
presenting the  interests  of  tenant  far- 
mers to  offer  a  Resolution  on  the  injury 
done  to  the  agricultural  class  by  the 
sale  of  butterine  as  butter ;  and,  what 
steps  will  be  taken  to  secure  that  no 
chairman  shall  prevent  the  board  over 
which  he  presides  from  affording  infor- 
mation requested  by  the  head  of  the 
Government,  or  from  dealing  with  ques- 
tions regarded  as  concerning  the  interest 
of  the  ratepayers  ? 

Thk  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
John  Mokley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  I 
am  informed  that  the  Chairmen  of  the 
Boards  mentioned  in  the  Question  de- 
clined to  put  certain  resolutions  to  their 
Boards.  I  do  not  know  whether  other 
Chairmen  have  acted  similarly ;  but,  of 
course,  I  am  aware  that  other  Boards 
of  Guardians  and  public  bodies  have 
adopted  similar  resolutions.  The  Local 
Government  Board  are  not  informed  as 
to  what  happened  with  respect  to  the 
resolution  on  the  injury  done  to  the 
agricultural  class  by  the  sale  of  butterine 
as  butter.  There  is  no  power  in  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  compel 
Chairmen  to  put  resolutions  of  the  kind, 
nor  do  I  thiim  it  would  be  advisable  to 
seek  such  powers.  Whatever  action  is 
advisable  would  appear  to  me  to  be  in 
the  hands  of  the  Boards  themselves. 

METROPOLIS— WORK  FOR  THE 
UNEMPLOYED— THE  NEW  STREET 
FROM  GREAT  DOVER  STREET, 
BOROUGH. 

Mb.  BAIXJIiIFFE  OOOEE  (Newing- 
ton,  W.)  asked  the  Chairman  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  Wbether, 
in  view  of  the  want  of  employment  in 
South  London,  there  is  any  immediate 

Sroepect  of  the  proposed  new  street  from 
^^eat  Dover  Street,  Borough,  through 
to  Tabard  Street,  and  the  buildings  for 
the  re-housing  of  the  working  classes  in 
connection  therewith  being  proceeded 
with? 

The  chairman  (Sir  James 
M'Gabjbl-Hoog)  (Middlesex,  Homsey) : 
I  beg  to  inform  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  Board  hopes  to  commence  the  clear- 
ance of  the  remainder  of  the  houses 
acquired  for  the  new  street  within  a 
mottdi  of  the  pres«it  date.  A  contract 
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Till  be  entered  into  immediately  after- 
vards  for  the  construction  of  the  street 
itself.  When  this  work  is  completed 
artizans'  buildings  vill  be  commenced 
upon  the  land  to  be  devoted  to  that 
purpose. 

FISHERY  PIEKS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRE- 
LAND)-ARD  AND  MASON  ISLAND 
PIERS,  CO.  GALWAY. 

Ub.  8HEEHY  (Galway.  S.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Is  it  a 
fact  tiiat  a  gentleman  has  been  appointed 
by  the  Board  of  Works  to  pay  the  wages, 
Ac.  on  the  piers  being  built  at  Aid  and 
Mason  Island  (Qalway)  who  lives  a  dis- 
tance of  twelve  or  fourteen  milee  from 
the  works,  and  who  has  to  be  paid  car 
hire  and  traTelling  expenses  each  time 
he  goes  to  and  from  the  works  ;  and,  if 
so,  how  much  travelling  expenses  are 
paid  to  him  each  time ;  if  another  pay- 
master under  the  Board,  who  is  paying 
the  wages  at  another  work  in  the  same 
locality,  lives  within  a  mile  or  two  of 
Ard  and  Mason,  whose  travelling  ex- 
penses would  be  comparatively  tnfling 
if  he  had  been  appointed  to  pay  at  these 
works ;  if  the  gentlemad  who  pays  at  the 
Ard  and  Mason  works  is  obliged  to  drive 
past  the  very  door  of  the  other  pay- 
master when  going  to  Ard  and  return- 
ing; and,  if  any  satisfactory  explanation 
can  be  given  why  the  Piers  and  Har- 
bours money  should  be  so  unneoessarily 
expended?  - 

Thb  SEOBETART  to  the  TKEA- 
SUET  (Mr.  Hbnbt  H.  Fowlee) 
(Wolverhampton,  E.),  in  reply,  said, 
the  facts  stated  in  the  first  part  of  the 
Question  were  substantially  correct.  The 
extra  expense  involved  in  the  present 
arrangement  amounted  to  about  £2  out 
of  a  total  estimate  of  £1,670.  The  Com- 
missioners of  Public  Works,  after  careful 
consideration  of  the  case,  decided  in 
their  discretion  to  employ  the  present 
paymaster,  who  was  already  pcrformiDg 
other  duties  which  did  not  require  hu 
whole  time. 

JAMAICA— FEVEE  AT  PORT  ROYAL. 

Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  S.)  (for  Sir  Thouas  Bka.b8bt)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 
ther an  epidemic  of  yellow  fever  has 
recently  visited  Port  Royal,  and  what 
number  of  cases  have  been  reported 
from  H.1C.S.  Vrgmt;  and,  whether  any 
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faoilitiee  exist  for  remorii^f  men  in  the 
NavaljSenrioe  from'F<ni  Royal  to  a  sana- 
tarium  or  hill  station,  similar  to  that 
occupied  by  the  Military  at  Newcastle, 
Jamaica  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMI*- 
RALTY  (Mr.  Hibbert)  (Oldham):  I 
regret  to  have  to  say  that  since  October, 
1885,  19  oases  of  yellow  fever  have  been 
admitted  into  Jamaica  Hospital  from  the 
Urgmt,  of  which  number  four  have  ter- 
minated fatally.  Besides  these,  an  officer 
who  was  on  board  waiting  to  join  the 
Wye  was  attacked  and  died.  There  has 
been  one  other  case — from  the  Tynt. 
There  is  no  "  sanatarium  or  hill  sta- 
tion "  attached  to  Jamaica  Hospital; 
nor  is  it  thought  by  our  medical  adviswe 
that  any  sudi  establishment  is  necessary 
for  such  cases  of  infectious  diaeaae^  as 
Port  Royal  is  so  swept  by  tiie  sea 
breezes  that  it  is  oonsidei«d  more  healthy 
than  a  hill  station.  I  am  informed  that 
troops  with  yellow  fever  are  not  moved 
to  the  hill  station  occupied  by  the  mili- 
tary at  Newcastle,  Jamaica,  as  suggested 
in  the  Question, 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND) 
—LOAN  FOR  BtllLDING-CASE  OF 
JOHN  M'NAMARA,  BRAWNEY, 
CO.  WESTMEATH. 
Mr.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Westmeath,  8.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  John 
M'Namara,  who  resides  at  Golden  Island, 
in  the  barony  of  Brawney,  county  West- 
meath, applied  to  the  Board  of  Works 
in  July  last  for  a  loan  for  the  purpose  of 
erecting  a  house  on  a  tenant's  holding ; 
whether  his  rent  was  paid,  and  all  neces- 
sary notices  served,  and  fbrmalitiw  re- 
quired com[deted,  and  the  security 
offered  believed  to  be  ample ;  whether 
the  tenant  and  his  &mily  are  at  present 
located  in  a  dilapidated  and  almost 
ruinous  hovel  on  the  holding;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Board  granted  the  loan  f 

Thb  SECRETARY  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Henet  H.  Powlbe) 
(Wolverhampton,  E.)  (who  replied)  said, 
an  application  for  a  loan  oi  £50  was 
made  in  July,  1884.  Subsequently  de- 
lay had  arisen  owing  to  disputes  aa  to 
rent  and  sureties,  and  an  appeal  was 
brought  forward  by  the  landlord  against 
the  rent  fixed  by  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners. Until  the  appeal,  which  was 
stillpending,  waa  settled  the  matter  ooold 
not  be  proceeded  with. 
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P08T  OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANK. 

Ub.  DE  COBAIN  (Belfast,  E.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whethw,  with 
a  view  to  the  greater  usefulness  of  the 
Post  Office  Savings  Bank,  he  would 
undertake  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  during  the 
present  Session,  to  extend  the  limit  of 
amount  that  can  be  legally  deposited 
therein  within  any  current  year,  and 
also  to  extend  the  limit  of  amount  that 
may  stand  to  the  credit  of  any  depoaitor 
in  the  said  Post  Office  Savings  Bank  ? 

The  SECEETABT  to  the  TEEA- 
SUBT  (Mr.  Henbt  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton,  E.)  (who  replied)  said, 
that  the  Postmaster  General  was  not  at 
present  able  to  give  any  undertaking  in 
regard  to  this  matter.  A  proposal  of 
this  kind  was  introduced  into  the  last 
Parliament,  and  he  might  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  it  was  strongly  op- 
posed on  both  sides  of  the  House.  The 
subject  would,  however,  reoeive  his  con- 
uderation. 

BEITISH  UnSEITU— DISUISSAL  OF 
WILLIAM  BRIGHTWELL. 

Mb.  OBEMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston)  asked  the  honourable  Member  for 
Staffordshire  (North  Western  Division), 
as  a  Junior  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  he 
could  state  what  were  the  acts  of  in- 
Bubordination  alleged  as  a  cause  of 
William  BrightweU's  dismiesal  from  his 
employment  as  a  gardener  at  the  British 
Museum ;  what  were  the  dates  of  such 
acts  ;  whether  any  complaints  in  regard 
to  idleness  or  insubordmation  had  been 
made  against  him  before  he  gave  evi- 
dence at  Bow  Sbreet  F<^ce  Oourt;  what 
was  the  evidence  of  the  alleged  idleness 
assigned  as  the  cause  of  his  dismissal ; 
and,  will  he  lay  the  evidence  on  both 
oases  before  the  House  ? 

The  loud  of  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  liEVBSON  Gowbe)  (Stafford,  N.W.). 
in  reply,  said,  that  there  had  been  com- 
plaints with  regard  to  Brightwell  before 
he  had  given  evidence  at  Bow  Street 
Police  CJourt.  The  Earl  of  Morley  had 
considered  the  case,  and  fully  indorsed 
the  decision  of  his  Predecessor  at  the 
Office  of  First  Commissioner  of  "Works. 

Mn.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  asked  whether  William  Bright- 
well  was  not  several  weeks  out  of  em- 
ployment aiter  his  arbitrary  dismissal, 
and  whether  employment  was  not  given 
to  him  out  of  eompaasi<m  at  the  House 


of  Oonmums  at  the  instanoe  of  the  IU^bI 
Sooielj  for  the  FreveotimL  of  Omdty  to 
Animals  ? 

Mh.  LEVE80N  GOWER  said, 
Brightwell  was  now  employed  at  Uie 
House  of  Commons,  and  might  have 
been  so  employed  immediately  on  his 
dismissal  from  Uie  British  Museum  if  he 
had  chosen.  The  interval  between  his 
dismissal  and  employment  at  the  House 
of  Commons  was  due  to  no  fault  of  the 
authorities.  He  was  now  employed  at 
a  lower  rate  of  remuneration.  The  mat- 
ter had  been  thoroughly  investigated  by 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  and 
upon  that  investigation  he  took  his 
stand.  He  must  ask  the  House  to  take 
it  from  him  that  no  partiality  of  any 
kind  whatever  bad  been  brought  to  the 
consideration  of  this  ([uestion. 

FISHERY  PIERS  AND  HARBOURS 
(SCOTLAND)— DUES  AT 
GTRVAN  HARBOUR. 

Me.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  con- 
dition of  the  harbour  of  Girvan,  in  Ayr- 
shire, and  to  the  complaints  of  fisher- 
men that  heavy  dues  are  exacted  from 
them   under   the    Provisional  Order 

granted  for  the  construction  of  the  har- 
our ;  the  original  condition  being  that 
a  depth  of  four  feet  would  be  maintained 
at  low  water,  whereas  the  depth  at  low 
water  does  not  now  exceed  two  feet,  that 
portions  of  the  quay  have  fallen  in,  and 
that  the  harbour  is  in  an  unsafe  condi- 
tion ;  and,  if  he  would  take  immediate 
steps  to  inquire  into  the  case,  and  have 
the  defecto  complained  of  remedied  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Mukdklla) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside),  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  complaint  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  referred  had  only  lately  been 
brought  under  his  notice,  and  he  had 
given  instructions  to  have  it  inquired 
into. 

THE  MANCHESTER  SHIP  CANAL. 
Me.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liverpool, 
Eirkdale)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  Report  on 
the  Manchester  Ship  Canal  Bill  stetes 
that— 

"  The  cunditions  contained  in  ClaoM  8  of  the 
preaent  Bill  are  in  acowdanoe  with  Standing 
Order  167 ; " 

and,  whether  it  is  intended  to  extend  in 
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fatore  Standing  Order  167,  which  is  ex- 
plicitly oonfined  to  Bailway,  Tramway, 
and  Subway  Oompaniea,  to  other  Bills  f 

The  president  (Mr.  Muitoblla) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside),  in  reply,  said,  he 
was  aware  that  the  Beport  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  stated,  and  with  perfect  accu- 
racy, that  the  conditions  contained  in 
Clause  3  of  the  Manchester  Ship  Canal 
Bill  were  in  accordance  with  those  con- 
tained in  Standing  Order  167.  He  had 
no  intention  of  proposing  to  extend  the 
Standing  Order  to  other  Bills. 

Mb.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liverpool, 
Eirkdale)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  "Whether,  in  conse- 
Quence  of  the  decision  of  the  House  on 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  autho- 
rising the  Manchester  Ship  Canal  Com- 
pany to  pay  interest  out  of  capital,  he 
intends  to  take  steps  to  amend  Standing 
Order  No.  167,  so  that  it  may  apply  to 
Companies  other  than  Railway,  Tram- 
way, or  Subway  Companies ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  Standing  Order  No.  156  will 
still  hold  good,  or  whether  he  intends  to 
amend  the  Joint  Stock  Companies'  Ajots, 
so  as  to  abrogate  the  rule  that  no  divi- 
dend shall  be  payable  except  out  of  the 
profits  arising  from  the  business  of  the 
Company? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Muitdella) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside),  in  reply,  said,  he 
had  already  stated  tbat  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  extend  Standing  Order  167  to 
other  Bills.  Standing  Order  1 56  would 
still  hold  good,  inasmuch  as  it  did  not 
appear  to  him  to  have  any  bearing  upon 
the  question.  He  had  no  intention  of 
amending  the  Joint  Stock  Companies 
Act,  so  as  to  abrogate  the  rule  that  no 
dividends  should  be  payable  except  out 
of  the  profits  arising  out  of  the  business 
of  the  Company. 

ENFIELD  SHALL  ABMS  FAOTOBT— 
DISMISSAL  OF  WORKMEN. 

ViscoTOT  FOLKESTONE  (Middle- 
sex, Enfield)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  true,  as 
stated  in  a  telegram  exhibited  in  this 
House  yesterday,  that — 

"  NotTithstanding  recent  telegrams  from 
War  Office,  aixty  viewere  and  ninety  workmen 
were  diwharged  from  the  barrel  department  of 
tihe  Small  Arms  Factory  at  Enfield  to- 

and,  whether  there  is  any  foundation 
for  the  rumour,  which  the  same  tele- 
gram says  is  prevalent  tiiore,  that  one 

Mr.  Badm-PomU 


thousand  hands  in  similar  snuiU  batches 
will  shortly  be  discharged  P 

Thb  SEiOEETART  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Cjlmpbell-Baitehicai?)  (Stirling,  &o.) : 
la  answer  to  my  noble  Friend^  I  am 
unaware  of  the  existence  of  the  telegram 
referred  to,  and  I  do  not  know  how 
such  a  telegram  came  to  be  exhibited 
in  the  House.  No  discha^es  have 
taken  place  at  Enfield,  and  none 
are  at  present  contemplated.  On  in- 
quiry, I  find  that  a  few  men  have  been 
temporarily  put  out  of  work  in  conse- 
quence of  the  part  of  the  manufacturing 
process  in  which  they  were  engaged 
oeing  for  the  moment  too  far  in  advance 
of  the  rest.  This  may  be  the  origin  of 
the  report. 

PARUAMBNTART  ELECTIONS-POLL- 
ING ARRANGEMENTS. 

Sib  henry  MEYSEY-THOMP- 
SON  (Lincolnshire,  Brigg)  asked  the 
President  of  the  Local  Oovernment 
Board,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  at  the  last  general 
election  some  voters  were  prevented 
from  exercising  the  franchise,  and  very 
many  others  were  put  to  most  serious 
inconvenience  by  the  very  long  distances 
they  had  to  walk  to  the  poU ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  intends  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  pollingplaoes  in  counties  f 

The  SlBCBETABT  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Ohildbhb)  (Edinburgh,  S.)  (who  replied) 
said :  In  reph^  to  my  hon.  Friend,  Ihav« 
to  say  that  I  am  not  aware  that  any 
complaints  have  reaohed  the  Home  Office 
with  regard  to  the  inconvenient  arrange- 
ment of  the  polling  districts  during  the 
last  election.  The  polling  districts  in 
counties  are  fixed  by  Courts  of  Quarter 
Sessions ;  and  they  are  the  authority  to 
whom  any  representations  should  be 
addressed.  I  can  say  nothing  now  as  to 
any  intention  to  legislato  on  Uie  subject. 

ST.  JOHN  AND  ST.  JAMBS, 
CLEREENWELL. 

Mb.  BATJMANN  (Oamberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  the  Middlesex  House  of 
Detention  and  the  Middlesex  House  of 
Correction,  both  situate  in  the  parish  of 
St.  John  and  St.  James,  Clerhenwell, 
and  occupying  an  area  of  about  eleven 
acres,  are  no  longer  wanted  for  the 
purposes  of  prisons;  and,  if  so,  whether 
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the  Oommiadonen  of  Her  Majes^s 
Treasnry  wiU,  in  accordance  vitli 
Olause  3  of  "  The  Houses  of  the  Work- 
ing dassefi  Act,  1886/'  recocimend  Her 
Majesty,  without  further  delay,  to  sell 
and  convey  that  site,  or  any  part  or 
parts  thereof,  to  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  at  a  fair  market  price,  for  the 
purposes  of  the  said  Act  ? 

The  8E0EETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Ohildbbs)  (Edinburgh,  8.)  (who  re- 

Slied)  said,  he  had  answered  an  identical 
taestion  the  other  day.  He  was  now 
considering  what  was  the  best  means  of 
disposing  of  the  sites  under  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  and  no  unnecessary  delay 
would  be  allowed  to  take  place. 

ABMT— SURPLUS  8T0BBS— THB  PLANT 
OF  THE  SUAEIN-BEBBEB  RAILWAY. 
Mb.  JAOKSON  (Leeds.  N.)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  a  Copy  of  the  Sche- 
dule of  railway  plant,  stores,  and  other 
material  purchased  for  the  Suakin  and 
Berber  railway  now  lying  at  Woolwich 
and  other  places;  if  he  can  state  ap- 
proximately its  cost ;  and,  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  GkiTerament  to  dis- 
pose of  it ;  and,  if  so,  how,  and  when  ? 

The  SECEETAET  op  STATE  (Mr. 
OAHPBELL-BAmrERicAN)  (Stirling,  ftc.) : 
I  should  have  no  objection  to  present 
a  Return  of  the  Suakin  and  Berber  rail- 
way ^iant,  now  lying  at  Woolwich  and 
other  places,  if  the  hon.  Member  movea 
for  it ;  but  he  will  know*  from  his  own 
experience  at  the  Treaanry,  that  the  in- 
terest in  and  value  of  these  voluminous 
and  detailed  Betums  are  rarely  propor- 
tioned to  the  great  cost  and  trouble 
their  preparation  entails.  The  approxi- 
mate cost  of  these  materials  has  been 
£320,000  ;  and  it  is  proposed  to  use 
them  as  opportunity  occurs  in  construct' 
ing  any  railways  that  may  be  required 
for  military  or  War  Department  pur- 
poses. 

BOARD  OP  TRADE-REPORT  OP  THE 
LIOHTHOUSE  ILLUMnTANTS 
COMMITTEE. 
LoBD  CLAUD  HAMILTON  (Liver- 
pool, West  Derby)  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  the 
Report  of  the  Trinity  House,  on  the  ex- 
periments made  at  South  Foreland,  to 
aso»tain  the  best  illuminant  for  light- 
houses has  been  objected  to  \(j  shipping 


authorities,  harbour  boards,  and  oflim, 
on  Uie  ground  that  its  oonolanons  are 
serionsly  erroneous,  and  that  the  experi- 
ments were  not  fairly  made ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Board  of  Trade,  is  view  of  the 
correspondence  which  has  taken  place 
between  that  Board  and  such  shipping 
and  other  authorities,  will  refer  the  re- 
port for  examination  to  some  competent 
scientific  gentlemen  quite  independent 
of  the  Trinity  House,  and  will  sub- 
mit their  observations  thereon  to  the 
House  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Mundelu.) 
(Sheffield,  Brighteide):  The  only  per- 
son who  has,  so  far  as  X  know,  objected 
to  &e  Trinity  House  Report,  on  the 
ground  that  its  conclusions  are  seriously 
erroneous,  and  that  tiie  experiments 
were  not  fairly  made,  is  Mr.  JT.  B.  Wig- 
ham,  the  well-known  gas  engjneOT  and 
mann&ctnrer,  of  Dublin.  Applications 
— five  in  all — have  been  received  from 
certain  harbour  authorities  and  ship- 
ownen  asking  for  inquiry  into  Mr.  Wig- 
ham's  statements,  but  expressing  no 
opinion  as  to  the  conclusions  arrived  at, 
or  the  manner  in  which  the  experiments 
were  conducted.  I  have  to-day  received 
a  Report,  which  I  have  not  yet  been 
able  to  read,  from  Mr.  A.  G.  Yemon 
fiarcourt,  F.R.8.,  who,  at  the  request  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  was  present  at 
many  of  the  experiments,  and  who  is  a 
competent  scientific  authority,  and  quite 
independent  of  the  Trinity  House.  I  also 
expect  Reports  from  the  representatives 
of  some  Foreign  Governments  who 
attended  the  experiments.  TTntil  these 
Reports  are  considered,  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  come  to  any  final  decision 
upon  the  points  at  issue  between  Mr. 
Wigham  and  the  Trinity  House.  The 
Oommissioners  of  Northern  Lighthouses 
advise  me  that  they  cononr  in  the  oon- 
dusions  of  the  Trinity  House  Report ; 
and  their  engineers,  who  have  had 
several  opportunities  of  witnessing 
them,  report  that,  in  their  opinion,  the 
experiments  have  been  conducted  in  a 
spirit  of  the  most  perfect  faimees  and 
impartiality  to  all  parties. 

NAV7  —  REDUCTION  OP  DOCKYARD 
EMPL0TE8. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Pulkstoit  (Devon- 
port), 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
BAI/TY  (Mr.  Hxbbxbt)  (Oldham)  said, 
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that  theTO  was  no  intention  ni  auJring 
any  redaction. 

SOABOITT  OF  EHPLOTUENT— THE 
EETUBN. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  inquired,  Whe- 
ther the  Betums  relating  to  the  prera- 
lenoe  of  diatress  would  be  in  the  nands 
of  Members  in  time  for  the  discasaion  of 
the  Motion  of  the  hoa.  Member  for  East 
Leeds  (Mr.  Bavson)? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Joseph 
Ohambxulain)  (Birmingham,  W.),  in 
reply,  said  that  the  Be^m  had  already 
been  laid  on  the  Table  "in  dummy. 
The  greater  part  of  the  infcnmation  had 
been  for  some  time  in  the  printer's 
hands  ;  but  he  was  still  waiting  for 
some  important  replies.  He  hoped,  in 
the  course  of  adayortwo,tobe  enabled  to 
place  the  whole  of  the  information  in  the 
possession  of  the  House. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAT. 


8TIPPLT-CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 
SuFFLT — conndired  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Oommittee.) 
Glass  I. — ^Pcbuo  Woass  ahd  BuiLDmos. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  n  Bam,  not  exceeding;  £31,997,  "be 
granted  to  Her  Hajeety,  to  defray  the  Ctuuge 
vhich  will  come  in  conrse  of  payment  daring 
the  year  oading  on  the  31et  day  of  March  1887, 
for  the  Maintenance  and  Bepair  of  Royal 
Palocea." 

Mr.  LABOUOHEEE  (Northampton): 
I  have  given  Notice  of  an  Amendment 
to  this  Vote,  and  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  Vote  itself  is  not  capable  of  a  still 
lai^r  reduction  than  that  which  I  am 
aboutto propose.  TheOommitteewillsee 
that  the  Vote  is  divided  into  three  heads 
—-for  palaces  in  the  occupation  of  Her 
Majesty,  palaces  partly  in  the  occupa- 
tion of  Her  Majesty,  and  palaces  not  in 
the  oooupation  of  Her  Majesty.  Now, 
in  regard  to  the  first  head — namely,  the 
palaces  in  the  occupation  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty, they  may  be  looked  upon  as 
national  monuments,  and  therefore 
ought  to  be  maintained,  although,  with 
respect  to  Buckingham  Palace,  1  do  not 
see  why  there  should  be  a  large  Estimate 
for  maiutaining  it,  seeing  that  it  is 
generally  empty.  I  do  not  find,  how. 
ever,  that  there  is  any  Estimate  for 
Bockingham  Falaoe,  although  there  is 
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(me  for  the  Boyal  Mews  at  Pimlioo.  I 
do  not  know  what  is  in  that  Boyal 
Hews ;  bat  I  rappoae  it  is  horses,  and 
that  it  oont^ns  those  cream-oolonred 
horses  which  only  come  oat  when  Par* 
li&ment  meets  and  there  is  a  Conserva- 
tive Government  in  Office.    The  item 
which  appears  in  the  Estimate  for  the 
Boyal  MewB  at  Pimlico  certainly  appears 
to  be  a  lai^e  sum.  The  next  item  is  for 
Windsor  Home  Park,  and  the  sum  put 
down  for  that  is  £1,020.    Now,  I  pre- 
sume that  this  Home  Park  produces 
something ;  but  there  is  no  statement  in 
regard  to  what  it  produces.    Surely  it 
goes  to  somebody,  and  I  would  ask  to 
whom  ?  It  seems  to  me  quite  ridiculous 
that  we  should  have  to  pay  for  main- 
taining the  Home  Park,  and  that  the 
results  of  the  expenditure  upon  the 
Home  Park  should  not  go  into  the 
Public  Treasury.   Then  there  is  a  sum 
in  regard  to  Windsor  Koyal  Kitchen 
Gardens.  [ An  hon.  Membeb  :  No.]  An 
hon.  (Gentleman  says  "No;"  but  here 
is  an  item  for  the  ooet — ^£217.  I  am 
not  aware  that  the  country  gets  any- 
thing in  return  ^m  these  Windsor 
Kitchen  Gardens.   If  people  have  vege- 
table gardens,  let  them  pay  for  them. 
Then  there  is  a  sum  of  £341  for  Frog- 
more  House  and  Grounds.  They  cannot 
be  said  to  be  in  the  personal  occupation 
of  Her  Majesty,  and  I  think  there  must 
be  some  mistake  about  that.    The  same 
remark  applies  to  White  Lodge,  Hich- 
mond  Park.     I  should  like  to  know 
whether  Her  Majesty  ever  goes  there, 
and  what  portion  of  the  year  she  spends 
there  ?     Next  we  come  to  the  palaces 
partly  in  the  occupation  of  Her  Majesty. 
St.  James's  Palace  is  one  of  them,  and 
as  there  are  State  rooms  there,  I  sup- 
pose we  must  allow  tlmt  item.    I  come 
next  to  the  palaces  not  in  the  occupa- 
tion of  Her  MajesU ;  and  the  first  item 
is  an  additional  Vote  for  St.  James's 
Palace,  for  the  residence  of  Her  B<^al 
Highness  the  Duchess  of  Cambridge, 
for  Clarence  House,  and  for  other  resi- 
dences of  Members  of  the  Hoyal  Family. 
That  Estimate  amounts  to  £1,622.  I 
find,   further,  that  the  Vote  includes 
items  for  rent.   I  certainly  do  not  know 
whj  rent  should  be  paid  for  portions  of 
the  Hoyal  Palaces ;  but  there  is  an  item 
here  of  rent— £440,  and  another  item 
of  £312,  aud  two  items  for  fuel,  gas, 
and  water— £3,676  and  £290.  Of  course, 
dareaoe  House  is  technically  regarded 
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as  part  of  St.  James's  Falaee.  But  the 
House  has  provided  for  the  Duke  of 
Edinburgh,  vho  has  £25,000  a^ear; 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  when  the  House 
has  given  him  £25,000  per  annum,  aud 
provided  him  with  a  house,  it  is  per- 
fectly preposterous  that  he  should  call 
upon  us  to  keep  the  house  in  repair,  and 
pay  his  ^s  and  water  rates.  The  next 
item  is  for  Kensington  Palace.  The 
same  remarks  apply  to  that.  One  of  the 
Boyal  Family  lives  there,  and  thero  is 
a  charge  of  £218  for  fuel  and  water, 
making  the  total  Estimate  for  Kensing- 
ton Palace  £1,034.  The  next  item  is 
Hampton  Oonrt  Palace ;  and  I  think  ve 
ought  to  allow  that,  because  it  is  more 
of  a  National  Palace  than  anything  else, 
and  possesses  picture  galleries  which 
are  thrown  open  to  the  public.  The 
next  item  is  Kew  Palace  and  Kew 
Buildings  at  Kew  Green,  and  Kew  Boyal 
Observatory.  I  make  no  objection  to 
those  items ;  but  the  next  is  an  item  for 
Hampton  Court  Stud  House.  I  have 
more  than  once  asked  Questions  with 
regard  to  that  establishment.  I  pre- 
sume that  a  stud  is  productive,  and  if 
we  have  to  pay  for  it,  I  think  we  ought 
to  have  some  foals  there.  Where  do 
the  foals  go  7  Nobody  has  ever  yet 
been  able  to  give  me  a  reason  why  we 
should  keep  up  that  stud- house,  or  ex- 
plained what  benefit  w«  derive  from 
keeping  it  up.  We  do  not  get  a  foal; 
and  nobody  who  understood  business 
would  have  a  stud  of  that  sort.  We 
have  to  keep  the  stud  and  maintain  the 
building,  and  yet  we  derive  no  benefit 
whatever  from  it.  The  next  item  I 
make  no  objection  to — namely,  Ifilitary 
Knights'  Houses,  Windsor  Oastle.  It 
is  only  right  to  allow  that.  But  now  I 
come  to  an  item  for  Pembroke  Lodge, 
Thatched  House,  and  East  Sheen  Cot- 
tage, Biohmond  Park,  Bushey  House 
Gardens  and  Stables,  Tipper  Lodge  and 
Paddocks,  Hawthorne  Lodge  and  Haw- 
thorne Cottage,  Waylands,  and  the 
Park  Carpenters'  Cottages  in  Bushey 
Park.  Now,  I  do  not  know  who  lives 
in  these  houses ;  butthey  are  all  movided 
for  under  the  head  of  Boyal  Palaces. 
At  any  rate,  I  do  not  see  the  necessity 
for  keeping  up  these  Palaces  merely  for  j 
the  pleasure  of  spending  large  sums  of  | 
money  upon  maintaining  them.  I  sup-  | 
pose  that  certain  persons  are  allowed  to  ! 
live  in  them ;  but  I  do  not  know  who 
they  are.     It  is  only  reasonable  that ' 
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with  a  Monarchy  we  should  have  a 
Palace  in  London,  and  another  in  the 
conntry.  But  why  keep  up  a  number 
of  Palaces  which  are  not  in  the  occupa- 
tion of  Her  Majesty,  or  even  of  Her 
Majesty's  Family,  for  which  we  are  oalled 
upon,  year  after  year,  to  vote  consider- 
able sums  of  money  ?  Let  them  be  sold 
or  let ;  but  do  not  let  us  waste  our  money 
in  keeping  them  op.  I  have  no  doubt 
my  hon.  Friend  uie  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  will  be  able  to  explain  the 
reasons  for  keeping  up  these  Palaces ; 
but,  in  the  meantime,  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  ihe  sum  of 
£8,274.  That  will  include  the  items 
for  those  portions  of  St.  J  ames's  Palace 
not  occupied  by  Her  Majesty,  but  used 
as  residences  by  the  Duchess  of  Cam- 
bridge and  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh, 
Kensington  Palace,  Kew  Palace,  Hamp- 
ton Court  Stud  House,  Windsor  Kitchen 
Gardens,  &o.  So  far  as  Kew  Gardens 
are  concerned,  I  have  often  been  to 
Kew,  but  I  never  saw  the  Palaoe;  but 
it  is  a  red  brick  house,  I  am  told. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sam,  not  exceeding  £2S,723,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  vill  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  Slstday  of  March  1887, 
for  the  Maintenance  and  Repair  of  Royal 
Palaces."— (Jfr.  £a&M(«Anv.l 

Tub  LOBD  of  thb  TBEASUBY  (Mr. 
Leveson  Gowbe)  (StaflEbrd,  N.W.) :  My 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Labonchere)  inks  what 
is  the  reason  why  we  shonld  maintain 
these  establishments.?  Now,  the  reason 
why  we  should  maintain  them  is,  that 
an  arrangement  was  made,  upon  Her 
Majesty's  accession  to  the  Throne,  by 
which  a  considerable  reduction  of  the 
Civil  List  was  efiTected  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  Palaces  and  Pleasure 
Grounds  belonging  to  the  Sovereign 
were  to  be  maintained  and  kept  up  at 
the  cost  of  the  nation.  I  see  that  the 
Civil  List  was  reduced,  first  of  all,  from 
£1,750,000  to  £510,000,  and  then,  in 
1838-9,  it  was  still  further  reduced  to 
£339,000.  As  far  as  I  can  see,  we  hare 
really  no  option  in  the  matter,  because 
we  have  entered  into  an  undertaking  to 
maintain  Uiese  Boyal  Palaces.  With 
regard  to  the  particular  items  to  whidi 
my  hon.  Friend  has  called  attention,  the 
6r6t  is  the  Boyal  Mews  at  Pimlico. 
Now,  I  do  not  know  whether  my  hon. 
Friend  is  awaro  that  the  building  in 
quwtiott  is  of  great  size,  and  that  it 
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Qeoessarily  iarolreB  s  gnat  deal  of  ex- 
penditaxe  to  keep  it  wo.  He  adu  if  it 
xa  nwd  tot  hoTWB  ?  Of  coqtb^  from  its 
dtle,  he  mvat  know  that  it  is  used  for 
horses.  There  axe  no  less  thaa  100 
horses  employed  in  the  !RoyaI  servioe, 
lodged  there,  and  there  are  also  230 
persons  quartered  in  the  building.  I 
do  not  think,  thwefore,  that  the  Yote 
for  the  Royal  Mews  can  be  looked  upon 
as  exceseire.  Then,  in  regard  to  the 
Kitchen  Gardens  at  Windsor,  I  do  not 
know  whether  my  hon.  Friend  objects 
to  the  maintenance  of  these  Boyai 
Kitchen  Gardens,  or  to  the  sum  pro- 
posed for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEBE  :  I  object  to 
their  maintenance  altogether,  as  a  rule. 

Mr.  LEVESON  GOWER  :  Well,  the 
Gardens  in  question  come  within  the 
groonds  of  ue  Royal  Palaces  which 
were  undertaken  to  be  provided  for  by 
the  arrangement  of  the  Civil  list,  to 
which  I  hare  already  refeired.  They 
supply  the  Royal  Palaces,  to  which  they  , 
are  attached,  with  fruit  and  vegetables. 
Then,  with  regard  to  St.  James's  Palace, 
my  hon.  Friend  objects  to  that  part  of 
the  Vote  which  ia  required  for  the  main- 
tenance of  portions  of  the  Palace  occu- 
pied by  the  Dnohess  of  Cambridge  and 
the  Duke  of  Edinburgh.  With  regard 
to  Clarence  House,  I  wish  to  point  out 
that  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh  has  spent 
a  considerable  sum  of  money  from  his 
own  private  reeonroes  in  improving  and 
repairing  this  residence.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  that  is  a  circumstance  the 
Committee  will  take  into  consideration 
in  coming  to  a  deoision  on  the  matter. 
Then,  with  regard  to  Hampton  Court 
Stud  House,  the  hon.  Member  seems  to 
think  that  s  stud  honse  is  a  source  of 
pofit  to  tiie  owners  of  it.  There  are 
many  hon.  Members,  however,  who  will 
agree  with  me  when  I  say  that  an 
establishment  of  this  kind  is  not  always 
a  profitable  one  to  maintain.  This  estab- 
lishment is  under  the  management  of 
the  Master  of  the  Horse;  and  as  the 
hon.  Member  is  anxious  to  know  what 
becomes  of  the  foals  which  are  reared 
there,  I  promise,  for  the  information  of 
the  hon.  MembM*  and  in  order  to  satisfy 
his  curiosity,  to  make  inquiry,  so  that  it 
may  be  seen  what  is  done  with  these 
animals.  In  reference  to  the  objection 
raised  with  respect  to  Frogmore,  I  have 
to  inform  the  hon.  Meinber  that  it  is 
used  for  the  reception  of  Her  Majesty's 
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facets  whoi  Windm  OasUe  ia.  iuU. 
he  othw  xesidraeea  zofemd  to  come 
under  the  head  of  "Grace  and  Favour 
Reudeneee that  is.  to  say,  houses 
as  to  which  Her  Majesty  may  exer- 
cise the  right  of  allowing  to  be  occu- 
pied by  some  Member  of  the  Royal 
Family. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
There  appears  to  be  some  slight  mis- 
conception, either  in  my  own  mind  or 
in  that  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  addressed  the  Committee.  I  under- 
stand him  to  say  that  the  Civil  List  was 
reduced  very  much  on  the  aooessiou  of 
Her  Majesty  to  the  Throne.  I  have 
gone  into  this  question  over  and  over 
again ;  andlhavenow  to  point  out  that  tha 
reduction  mentioned  was  pur^y  fictive, 
and  was  obtained  by  omitting  items 
which  were  formerly  included  in  those 
going  to  make  up  the  Civil  List  and 
transferring  them  to  other  places  where 
they  appear  in  the  accounts.  Kot  only 
has  there  been  no  reduction  at  all,  but 
there  has  been  an  absolute  increase. 
This  fact  was  illustrated  by  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- West 
Staffordshire  (Mr.  Leveson  Gower)  who 
has  just  sat  down.  The  Civil  List 
is  now  put  down  at  £386,000 ;  but  that 
result  can  ooly  be  arrived  at  by  omit- 
ting a  laree  number  of  items,  amounting 
to  several  hundred  thousand  pounds, 
which  were  formerly  induded  in  the 
Civil  List.  At  first  the  Civil  List  in- 
cluded the  whole  Civil  List  expenses  of 
the  country.  At  present  it  includes  the 
allowance  to  Her  Majesty ;  but  the  othw 
costs  of  Her  Uajesty  and  of  the  Rc^al 
Family,  which  were  formerly  included 
in  it,  are  now  separated  from  it,  so  that 
the  (Bvil  List  stands  at  a  higher  figure 
now  than  it  has  ever  done  since  the  Revo- 
lution of  1688,  with  the  excepticm,  of  one 
extravagant  period  during  the  Reig^ 
of  George  IIT. 

Me.  RYLANDS  (Burnley) :  I  agree 
entirely  with  the  statement  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North- West 
Staffordshire  (Mr.  Levoson  Gower)  as  to 
the  condition  under  which  Her  Majesty's 
Civil  List  was  settled.  I  am  quite  aware 
that  these  Palaces  in  the  occupation  of 
Her  Majesty,  and  others  not  in  her  oc- 
cupation, are  charges  which  fall  upon 
the  public  Ezohequer  under  an  Act  of 
Parliament.  I,  therefore,  agree  that 
the  Committee  are  not  in  a  jMsition 
to  repudute  the  ob%ations  which  were 
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in<nuT«d  at  the  tame  the  OiTil  List  was 
settled.  An  idea  preraile,  however,  and 
I  think  a  very  proper  idea,  that  it  might 
be  well  that  another  opportunity  should 
be  taken — I  hope  the  day  may  still  be 
lon^  distant  on  the  demise  of  the 
Grown — of  reoonsidering,  in  a  new  Oivil 
list,  the  conditions  under  which  the 
present  Oivil  List  was  settled.  I  think 
it  woold  be  open  to  the  X^liam^t 
<rf  that  day  to  make  new  arrangements 
which,  without  beioff  detriments  to  the 
Bovereign,  may  be  in  great  advantage  to 
the  taxpayers  of  this  country.  My  com- 
plaint is  not  exactly  npou  the  ground 
takm  up  by  my  hon.  Friend  who  has 
moved  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  (Mr. 
Labouehere) ;  but  it  has  reference  to  the 
excessive  charges  always  incurred  in  the 
maintenance  of  Boyal  Falaoesand  build- 
ings in  the  fjocupation  of  individuals 
who  contribute  nothing  to  meet  the 
expenses  of  their  maintenance,  but  who, 
through  a  Department  of  the  State, 
come  to  the  House  of  Commons  and  ask 
for  payment  from  the  taxpayers.  I 
would  ask  hon.  Members  Aether,  on 
looking  through  the  columns  giving  the 
details  of  the  Vote  for  the  ordinary  moin- 
teoance  and  repair  of  these  buildings, 
they  have  not  been  struck  by  the  fact 
that  private  buildings  in  the  country 
never  cost  anything  Tike  the  amount  of 
axpenditure  incurred  in  the  ordinary 
maintenuice,  nor  would  public  buildings 
involve  such  an  extravagant  outlay  if 
the  persons  enjoying  the  buildings  had 
to  pay  for  the  repairs  themselves.  I 
remember,  in  a  former  discussion  upon 
this  matter,  that  an  eminent  authority 
upon  such  questions  said  most  distinctly 
that  great  mansions  belonging  to  the 
nobility  never  cost  anything  like  the 
amount  expended  in  the  maintenance  of 
the  Boyal  Palaces;  and  he  pointed  out 
that  the  money  voted  by  the  House  for 
Uieee  purposes  was  altogether  excessive. 
I  do  not  know  whether  my  hon.  Friend 
who  defends  this  Vote  has  really  any 
oontiol  over  the  expenditure  in  these 
matters;  and  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  there  is  any  hon.  Gentleman 
upon  the  Treasury  Bench  who  is  pre- 
pared to  get  np  and  say  to  the  Oom- 
mittee  that  he  aocepts  the  responsibility 
of  this  expenditure  P  Oan  the  Treasury 
justify  the  expenditure,  or  will  they  tell 
us  that  they  have  secured  a  proper  oon- 
trol  oyer  it  ?  I  should  certainly  like  to 
Bee  Bome  hon.  Ctotleman  get  up  aud 
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take  this  responsibility  upon  himself. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  senior  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouehere)  alluded 
to  the  Boyal  Mews  at  Pimlico.  The 
amount  asked  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
Boyal  Mews  is  £1,220  for  ordinary  re- 
pairs and  maintenance.  Now,  that 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  preposterous  sum. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  told  us — what  is,  no 
doubt,  the  fact — that  these  Boyal  Mews 
are  not  only  places  for  keeping  horses 
in,  but  that  they  are  really  a  private 
rabbit  warren,  in  which  a  large  number 
of  persons  live.  I  think  it  is  altogether 
wrong  that  the  House  of  Oommons 
should  be  called  upon,  year  after  year, 
to  vote  large  sums  of  money'  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  Boyal  Mews.  There- 
fore, if  my  hon.  Friend  goes  to  a  divi- 
sion upon  tbe  rejection  of  this  Vote  I 
shall  support  him,  simply  on  the  ground 
that  I  believe  this  large  sum  for  themain* 
tenance  and  repair  of  this  building  is  an 
excessive  sum ;  and  I  have  no  hesitation 
in  saying  that  if  proper  pressure  were 
brought  to  hear  upon  the  Government 
we  should  have  the  expenditure  re- 
duced. My  hon.  Friend  who  defends 
the  Vote  represents,  I  presume,  the 
First  Commissioner  erf  Works.  Now,  I 
venture  to  maintain  that  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  ought  to  be  in  this 
House.  The  policy  of  putting  the  First 
Oommiseioner  of  Works,  as  bead  of  one 
of  the  great  spending  Departments,  in 
a  House  whi^  does  not  control  the 
Expenditure  of  the  country,  is  altogether 
contrary  to  the  course  which  should  be 
pursued  by  a  Government  anxious  to 
promote  economy.  I  see  tbe  ri^t  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Plunket)  in  his  place  ;  he  was  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  under  the  late 
Government,  and  I  challenge  him  to 
give  the  explanation  I  am  now  asking 
for.  However  eoonomical  the  House  of 
Commons  may  feel  inclined  to  be,  if  we 
are  to  have  the  heads  of  the  great 
spending  Departments  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  where  the  taxpayer  are  not 
represented  at  aU,  we  snail  never  have 
any  real  control  over  the  expenditure. 
I  have  no  desire  to  carry  the  matter 
further;  but  although  I  take  other 
grounds  than  those  of  my  hon.  Friend 
for  supporting  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote,  if  my  hon.  Friend  presses  his 
Motion  to  a  division  I  shaU  certainly 
go  with  him,  as  a  protest  against  what 
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I  iMlieve  to  be  an  unneceeflary  expendi- 
ture. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:— kyw  125  ; 
Noes  240:  Huority  115.— (Diy.  List, 
No.  27.) 

Original  QnestiDn  again  proposed. 

Me.  AETHTJB  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  I  wish  to  ask  a  question  in 
regard  to  one  item  in  this  Vote — 
namely,  the  item  for  fuel,  gas,  and 
water  on  page  3.  The  sum  put  down 
for  that  service  ie  £3,678,  as  compared 
with  a  total  amount  last  year  of  £^,858, 
and  showing  an  apparent  saving  of 
£180.  Now,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
year  before  last  this  item  figured  as 
£1,981,  and  the  expenditure,  as  shown 
by  the  last  Report  of  the  Ck>mptroIter 
'  and  Auditor  General,  amounted  to 
£1,842  ;  so  that  the  present  Estimate  is 
almost  precisely  double  the  actual  ex- 
penditure of  two  years  ago.  When  I 
oome  to  examine  the  items  eet  forth  in 
subsequent  pages  in  the  Estimate,  I 
find  that  the  item  for  Windsor  Castle 
was  last  year  only  £470,  but  is  raised 
now,  without  any  explanation,  to 
£1,083,  or  something  like  250  per  cent, 
and  another  item  for  Hampton  Court 
Palace,  which  was  last  year  £373,  has 
now  Boddenly  jumped  up  to  £1,262; 
being  between  three  and  four  times  as 
much  as  last  year.  The  difference  be- 
tween these  two  items  is  very  con- 
siderable, and  so  startling  that  before 
the  Vote  is  passed  I  hope  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in  oha^e  of  it  will  give 
some  explanation  to  the  Committee. 

Thk  OHAIEKAN  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Coubthet)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin): 
Does  Uie  hon.  Member  move  to  reduce 
the  Vote  ? 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  I  do 
not  wish  to  take  that  course  if  any  rea- 
sonable explanation  can  be  given. 

The  LORD  of  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  Lbteson  Goweb)  (Stafford,  N.W.) : 
I  must  remind  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  that  the  charge  for 
fuel,  gas,  and  vater  constantly  varies, 
and  that  must  necessarily  be  the  case. 
To  some  extent  the  variation  may  be 
attributed  to  the  varying  cost  of  the 
materials,  although,  no  doubt,  more  gas 
and  fuel  may  have  been  used,  and  more 
money  expended,  in  one  year  than  in 
another.   I  would,  however,  remind  the 

Jfr.  JZyMs 


Service  Sitinu^t.  488 


hon.  Member  that  this  sub-head  shows 
a  reduction  of  £180  upon  the  Estimate 
of  last  year,  and  endeavours  will  he 
made  to  reduce  the  amount  still  further. 
Efforts  have  already  been  made  to  in- 
crease the  sources  of  the  supply  of 
water,  and  I  am  happy  to  say  that  in 
some  instances  it  has  been  found  pos- 
sible to  do  so.  I  am  sure  that  every  en- 
deavour will  be  made  to  improve  our 
resources  in  that  respect. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  I  am 
sure  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  done 
his  best  to  vindicate  the  Vote ;  but  I  am 
simply  asking  him  for  an  explanation 
in  regard  to  extraordinary  charges  con- 
tained  in  it — namely,  the  charge  for 
Windsor  Castle,  which  was  last  year 
£470,  and  is  now  £1,083,  and  tha 
charges  for  Hampton  Court  Palace, 
whi(A  were  last  year  £373,  and  are  now 
£1,262.  Now,  allowing  the  Board  of 
Works  the  utmost  latitude  which  the 
most  generous  ^Ereaauiy  could  possiUy 
sanction,  I  do  think  that  such  a  re- 
markable increase  for  these  two  services 
require  some  special  explanation.  So 
far  from  the  Vote  being  reduced,  al- 
though the  figures  ore  as  the  hon. 
Member  has  stated,  yet  they  do  not 
quite  tally  with  the  Estimates  of  last 
year ;  because,  although  the  sum  last 
year  was  put  down  at  £3,358,  the  snm 
expended  was  really  only  £2,260,  so 
that,  instead  of  there  being  a  diminution 
of  £180  this  year,  there  is  really  an  in- 
crease over  the  Estimates  of  last  year  by 
£1,488. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Heney  H.  Fowleb)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  My  hon.  Friend  ia 
quite  correct  in  saying  that  there  has 
been  an  increase  during  the  past  two 
yean.  The  expenditure  in  1880  was 
about  £2.000;  in  1681,  £1,800;  in 
1882,  £1,900;  in  1888,  £2,000;  and 
last  year,  £2,260.  It  will  be  seen, 
therefore,  that  the  sum  has  constantiy 
varied.  But  this  year  the  additionsl 
expenditure,  I  am  informed,  is  in  con- 
nection with  Hampton  Court  Palace, 
and  it  has  been  occasioned  by  the  im- 
provements in  the  supply  of  gas ;  and  in 
making  better  provision  against  fire  by 
securing  a  more  abundant  supply  of 
water  it  has  been  found  neomsary  to 
construct  large  tanks. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  What  ii 
the  explanation  in  rM^ard  to  the  inereaM 
in  connection  with  Windsor  Oastle  f 
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Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  :  I  can 
offer  no  explanation  upon  that  point; 
but  it  seems  to  me  that  the  whole  Tote 
for  Windsor  Oastle  is  less  this  year  than 
last. 

Mr.  T.  H.  B0LT0N(8t.  Pancras,  N.): 
There  are  some  small  items  here  which, 
althougli  thej  do  not  amount  to  a  great 
deal,  require,  I  think,  a  little  expUna- 
tion.  I  refer  to  the  items  for  rent.  It 
is  difficult  to  nndmrstand  how  £10,  in 
tSie  shape  of  rent,  has  to  be  paid  for 
Windsor  Castle ;  £25  for  Windsor  Home 
Park,  and  other  sums  of  the  same  cha- 
racter in  regard  to  the  other  FaJaceB 
and  Pleasure  Grounds.  I  would,  there- 
fore, venture  to  aek  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to  give 
the  Oommittee  some  explanation  in  re- 
ference to  these  items  in  the  Vote. 
There  are  some  other  items  of  rent 
which  come  on  later  in  the  Estimates, 
and  probably  the  explanation  given  in 
reference  to  these  items  will  afford  some 
explanation  as  to  those  which  still  re- 
main. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY:  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  Members  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's GoTernment  who  have  defended 
the  Vote  have  given  all  the  explanation 
which  they  are  able  to  give,  or  of 
which  they  are  possessed ;  but  I  hardly 
think  that  hon.  Members  will  be  satisfied 
with  the  explanation  given,  and  I  think 
the  replies  we  have  got  have  proved 
very  conclusively  how  useless  it  is  for 
the  Committee  to  discuss  the  Estimates 
in  the  form  in  which  they  are  now  pre- 
sented to  us.  If  we  call  in  question 
some  particularly  glaring  instances  of 
extravagance,  some  outlay  which  hon. 
Members  cannot  understand,  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  makes  the  best 
explanation  he  can,  and  says  he  will 
inquire  into  the  matter;  but  nothing 
more  is  ever  heard  of  the  subject  after 
the  Vote  is  passed.  We  had  a  signal  ex- 
ample of  that  in  the  annual  Question 
put  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton (Mr.  Labouchere)  respecting  the 
foalfl  reared  at  the  Hampton  Court 
8tnd.  I  believe  there  are  some  foals, 
because  I  have  seen  notices  of  the  sale 
of  them  in  the  newspapers.  I  would 
point  out  to  the  Committee  how  much 
more  advantageous  it  would  be  if  there 
were  a  Select  Committee  of  this  House 
sitting  in  one  of  the  rooms  upstairs 
who  would  call  before  them  the  beads 
of  Deportments,  and  all  who  are  re. 


sponsible  for  the  spending  of  money, 
so  that  they  might  be  able  to  give  some 
satisfactory  explanation  of  the  different 
items  of  public  Expenditure  included  in 
the  Votes.  If  no  satisfactory  explana- 
tion of  the  Expenditure  were  forth- 
coming, then  the  Committee  of  Supply 
could,  with  confidence,  disallow  the 
Vote.  At  the  present  moment  hon. 
Members  are  very  mnoh  in  the  dark. 
There  is  a  sbrong  desire  on  the  part  of 
the  Committee  to  give  full  effect  to 
principles  of  economy  in  the  Expendi- 
ture of  the  country ;  but  when  we 
question  a  particular  item,  and  point 
out  its  extravagance,  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  ana  his  assistants  can  give 
us  no  explanation.  What  we  have  been 
experiencing  during  the  last  half-hour 
forms  a  conclusive  proof  of  the  inability 
of  the  Committee  to  discuss  the  Votes 
which  are  brought  before  them,  and 
shows  the  necessity  of  having  a  Select 
Committee  appointed  by  the  House  to 
examine  the  Estimates  beforehand  with 
power  to  call  the  head  of  every  Depart- 
ment before  them. 

Sib  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  S.) :  Perhaps  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  the  late 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr. 
Flunket)  will  come  to  the  assistance  of 
the  Government,  and  be  able  to  give  the 
information  asked  for.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  has  always  performed 
in  a  satisfactory  manner  all  the  work 
he  has  undertaken  in  the  House,  may 
have  better  information  in  regard  to 
the  items  included  in  this  Vote  than 
hon.  Gentlemen  now  upon  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  have  yet  had  time  to 
attain.  But  there  is  another  sugges- 
tion I  would  also  make,  and  that  is  that 
it  would  be  well  if  in  some  things  a 
Liberal  Government  would  take  a  leaf 
out  of  the  book  of  their  Conservative 
opponents.  Some  years  ago,  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Strand  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  was 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  he  made  a 
statement  on  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply.  In  introducing  the  Estimates 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  a  long* 
and  general  statement,  pointing  out  the 
difference  and  variations  made  in  the 
Estimates  for  the  year ;  and  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saving  that  the  explana- 
tions which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gave  were  most  melul  to  the  Committee, 
and  tended  materially  to  shorten  the  dis- 
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OQBsionoftheEstimateainGominittoe.  A 
Liberal  Govemment  had  neyer  adopted 
that  plan ;  but,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  the 
right  and  proper  plan  to  pursue,  and  it 
is  the  plan  adopted  in  every  other  coun- 
try with  wbich  I  am  acquainted.  It  is 
an  invariable  practice  in  other  countries 
to  explain  the  Civil  Service  Estimates  ; 
and  1  venture  to  hope  that  before  an- 
other year  comes  round,  it  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  still  in  Office,  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  will  undertake  to 
make  a  statement  to  the  Committee.  It 
would  he  an  economy  of  time,  because 
the  Committee  would  at  once  have 
pointed  out  to  them  all  the  heads  of 
Ex]^enditure  on  which  there  is  any 
Tanation,  and  the  Committee  would  be 
able  to  do  their  work  more  thoroughly 
than. they  can  do  now.  As  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee  to  go  through 
the  Estimates  beforehand  

The  chairman  op  COMMIT- 
TEES :  The  question  raised  by  thehon. 
Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  "W. 
Barclay)  is  altogether  apart  from  this 
Vote,  and  it  would  not  be  regular  to 
pursue  it  further. 

Sib  JULIAN  QOLDSMID :  Then  I 
will  do  no  more  than  express  a  hope 
that  the  matter  will  be  considered  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government ;  and  I  trust 
that  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Flunket)  will  be  able  to  give  an 
explanation  in  regard  to  these  Estimates, 
if  Her  Majesty's  Qorernment  are  unable 

to  do  80. 

The  SECEETAET  to  the  TRBA- 
8UET  (Mr.  Huhby  H-  Fowise)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  I  had  no  time  to  rise 
before  the  hon.  Member  rose  himself, 
immediately  after  the  hon.  GFentleman 
the  Member  for  Forfarshiro  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Barday)  sat  down,  or  else  I  intended  to 
rise  at  once  to  give  an  explanation,  as 
far  as  I  could,  of  the  points  to  which 
attention  has  been  called.  The  explana- 
tion of  the  term  "rent  "  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  St.  Pancras 
(Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton)  ih  a  very  simple  one. 
These  are  old  quit-rents,  and  the  items 
appear  in  the  Estimates  year  after  year. 
There  is  no  question  as  to  the  liability 
of  the  country  to  pay  them.  "With  re- 
gard to  the  general  question,  I  can  only 
express  my  entire  agreement  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  St.  Fancras  (Sir 
Julian  Gbldamid).    So  long  as  tiw 
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present  slovenly,  haphuard,  inocmaln- 
sive,  unsatisfactory,  extravagant,  and 
foolish  system  is  adopted,  I  can  <mty 
do  my  best  in  answering  such  questions 
as  may  be  put  to  me.  I  hope  the  House 
will  discover  some  better  mode  of  deal- 
ing with  the  Estimates ;  and,  for  my  own 
part,  I  should  be  very  glad  to  make 
such  a  general  statement  as  that  which 
has  been  referred  to  as  having  been 
made  some  years  ago  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Strand  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith),  when  he  was  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury. 

Mb.  FLUNKET  (Dublin  University) : 
In  answer  to  the  challenge  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  ^uth  St.  Fan- 
cras (Sir  Julian  Goldsmid),  I  must  con- 
fess that  I  do  not  bear  in  my  reoollecUon 
all  the  items  whioh  were  brought  under 
my  notice  when  I  was  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works,  and  which  I  was 
required  to  consider  in  their  preliminary 
stages  before  they  were  ready  to  be 
submitted  to  the  House.  If  the  hon. 
Member  could  only  see  the  piles  upon 
piles  of  Papers  in  the  Office  of  the  Chief 
Commissioner  of  Works  connected  with 
these  Estimates,  he  would,  I  am  sure, 
excuse  me  from  hearing  the  whole  of 
them  in  my  memory.  These  piles  of 
Papers  are  sent  up  to  the  Treasury  along 
wiOi  our  request  that  investigation 
should  be  made,  especially  when  there 
is  any  increase  proposed  in  uiy  particu- 
lar Vote,  or  even  when  there  is  a  pro- 
posal for  a  reduction.  The  Treasury,  I 
need  scarcely  say,  applies  a  very  strict 
and  severe  scrutiny  to  any  proptwal  for 
an  increase,  although  they  are  always 
ready  to  ti^  immediate  advantage  of 
any  opportunity  for  effecting  a  reduction. 
I  can  only  say  that  while  T  was  in  the 
Office  of  Works  all  the  Estimates  that 
were  sent  up  to  the  Treasury  were  most 
closely,  and  even  most  severely  scruti- 
nized ;  and  I  regret  that  it  is  not  in  my 
power  to  enter  into  details  in  regard  to 
every  item  which  may  now  be  eubjected 
to  the  criticism  of  the  Committee. 

SiB  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  S.);  Perhaps  the  Committee  will 
allow  me  to  explain.  I  had  no  deure  to 
cast  any  reproach  against  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury ; 
but  what  I  meant  to  say  was  that  the 
Secretary  to  th&  Treasury,  having  the 
work  of  the  Office  of  Works  tuown 
upon  him  suddenly,  and  in  addition  to 
his  own,  oould  be  eq^eeted  to 
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"kmw  the  details  of  tbe  yrogk  of  tiie 
Department  ae  well  as  my  right  hen. 
and  learned  Friend  opposite,  who  was  in 
Office  at  the  time  the  Estimates  were 
prepared.  I  appealed  to  njy  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  because  I  believed 
that  be  was  in  the  best  position  to  give 
information  to  the  Committee ;  but,  in 
doing  ao,  I  had  no  desire  to  reproach 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the 
Tieas&ry,  who  does  hia  work  so  ably  and 
M  admirably. 

Original  Question  pot,  and  agrttd  to, 
(2.)  £1,625,  UarlboroDgh  House. 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
pOBedf 

"That  a  sum.  not  exceeding  £112,61S,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  domiy  the  Charge 
■which  will  come  in  course  of  paTmcnt  during 
the  Tear  ending  on  the  day  of  Maroh  1887, 
for      Boyal  Parki  and  Pleasure  QardeDS." 

Me.  IiABO0CHEEE(Northampton): 
I  am  afraid  I  shall  have  to  ask  the  Com- 
mittee to  divide  twice  on  this  Vote  for 
the  convenience  of  the  Metropolitan 
Members,  because  they  are  exceedingly 
ready  to  suggest  and  support  economy  in 
the  Estimates  when  it  does  not  specially 
affect  their  oonstituents ;  but  oq  this 
particiUar  point  they  may  be  inclined 
to  support  the  Treasury,  seeing  that  the 
general  public  are  bound  to  pay  for  the 
maintenance  of  Parks  which  ought  to  be 
paid  for  out  of  the  rates  contributed  by 
the  iohabitante  of  London.  I  will  take 
tiie  liberty,  in  the  first  place,  of  moving 
a  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the  sum 
•quivaleut  to  the  amount  now  charged 
upon  the  Treaattiy  for  the  maintenance 
of  certain  public  Parks  in  London— that 
abm  being  £50,403.  I  deduct  irom  tbe 
sum  inserted  in  the  Estimates  for  these 
Parks  a  sum  of  £6,000,  which  was 
agreed  to  in  the  last  Parliament,  for  the 
erection  of  a  statue  to  the  late  Duke  of 
"Wellington  at  Hyde  Park  Corner.  This 
ia  a  very  old  questioli,  which  has  been 
frequently  raised  In  this  House  in  the 
iMt  Parliament.  The  j  ustice  of  charging 
tbo  oost  of  the  London  X^arks  on  the 
Treasury  was  never  admitted  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  sitting  on  the  Ministerial 
Bench.  What  th^  Oentlwnen  always 
said  was,  that  thc^  were  g<nng  to. bring 
in  a  Bill  for  the  proper  govcoaiment  of 
lioadon,  and  tiiiat,  when  they  did  so, 
these  obojges  vould  be  done  away  with, 
or  altered  in  «ome  way  or  other.  How- 


ever, they  never  succeeded  in  paesing 
the  Bill,  and  I  do  not  know  that  the 
Government  are  going  to  bring  in  a 
London  Government  Bill  just  now ;  and, 
therefore,  I  do  not  see  why  we  should 
wait  until  we  are  in  a  condition  to  pass 
that  Bill.  We  know  that  there  are 
Parks  all  over  the  country,  and  that  the 
inhabitants  of  most  of  our  great  towns 
pay  for  their  own  Parks  ;  and  I  see  no 
reason  why  the  inhabitants  of  the  whole 
country  —  England,  Ireland,  Scotland, 
and  Wales — should  pay  for  the  main- 
tenanoe  of  such  Parks  as  those  at  Ken- 
nington  and  Battersea.  It  is  sometimes 
asserted  that  although  the  country  ought 
not  to  pay  for  maintaining  Kennington, 
Victoria,  and  Battersea  Parks*  they 
ought,  neverthelesB,  to  pay  for  Hyde 
Park,  St.  James's  Park,  The  Green 
Park,  and  other  Parks  which,  in  some 
mysterious  way,  are  said  to  be  National 
Parks-  Now,  I  do  not  know,  even  taking 
Hyde  Park,  that  it  is  a  National  Park. 
I  know  perfectly  w^  that  if  this  House 
were  to  say  that  the  Business  of  Parlia- 
ment should,  be  taken  away  from  London, 
and  some  other  town  should  be  made 
the  Metropolis  of  the  country,  that  what- 
ever place  was  selected  as  the  Metro- 
polis would,  as  a  quid  pro  ^uoy  be  most 
ready  to  undertake  tbe  maintenance  of 
its  own  Parks.  The  fact  that  this  is  the 
Metropolis  attracts  a  large  number  of 
persons  to  London,  and  the  inhabitants 
oi  London  get  an  immense  benefit  from 
being  the  source  of  attraction.  I  have 
said  that  this  is  a  subject  which  has 
often  been  disoussed  in  this  House ;  and 
I  think  I  may  appeal  to  Otmservative 
Members,  as  well  as  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  that  they 
ought  to  register  at  once,  in  the  new 
Parliament,  a  protest  against  these  con- 
tinuous demands  on  the  Treasury  for 
what  ought  to  be  paid  by  London 
itself. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'Thafr  a  eom,  not  exceeding-  £62,216,  be 
graAted  to  Hot  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  oome  in  coarse  of  payment  daring 
the  year  ending  on  the  Slot  day  of  March  1887| 
for  Oie  Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens."— 
{Mr.  Labouchere.) 

Br.  CAMEEON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  must  say  that  I  am  rather  disappointed 
at  the  appearance  of  this  Vote  in  the  Esti- 
mateaofthepreaentyear.  Wehaveheard 
in  former  times  most  useful  disquisi- 
tions on  this  subject  &om  the  lips  tn  the 
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hon.  Gentleman  who  is  nor  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury.  When  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man occupied  a  position  of  greater  free- 
dom and  leaser  responsibility,  there  was 
no  person  who  so  often  inculcated  the 
sound  and  useful  lesson  that  London 
should  bear  its  own  expenses.  Only  last 
year,  I  believe,  the  hon.  Member  ex- 
pressed his  regret  that  he  had  not  yet 
succeeded  in  impressing  his  Oolleagues 
with  his  own  economical  views ;  and  if 
the  reading  of  JBantard  could  have  any 
e£feot  in  convincing  them,  there  would  be 
no  more  convincing  arguments  even  than 
those  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself. 
The  other  night  we  had  this  question 
raised  upon  the  Orofters'  Bill,  and  we 
heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary for  Scotland  (Mr.  Trevelyan), 
and  ouer  Members  of  the  Government, 
lay  down,  with  great  emphasis,  the  im- 
portant principle  that,  even  for  the  pur- 
pose of  carrying  out  recommendations  of 
Boyal  Commissions,  it  would  be  unfair 
to  tox  the  inhabitants  of  Dorsetshire  and 
Devonshire  for  the  expenses  of  benefits 
to  be  conferred  upon  Aberdeen  and  the 
Highlands  of  Scotland.  Then,  I  think 
that,  at  all  events,  if  that  sound  econo- 
mic doctrine  is  to  be  adopted  in  connec- 
tion with  Scotland,  we  ought  to  know 
that  it  will  be  equally  applied  in  the  case 
of  London ;  and  if  it  is  held  unjust  to 
tax  London  and  the  Midland  Counties  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Scotch  crofters,  then  I 
beg  to  protest  against  the  whisky  and  the 
tea  of  the  Scotch  crofters  being  taxed  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  public  Parks  in 
the  wealthiest  City  in  the  world. 

SxB  JAMES  FEHGUSSON  (Uan- 
oheater,  N.E.) ;  As  representing  a  large 
constitaenc^in  Lancashire,  I  think  there 
is  a  great  deal  to  be  said  for  the  prin- 
ciple maintained  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere).  No 
doubt,  there  are  some  of  the  Boyal  Parks 
—such  as  Hyde  Park,  the  Green  Park, 
and  St.  James's  Park— which  are  acces- 
sible to,  and  enjoyed  by,  the  inhabitants 
of  every  part  of  the  Kingdom  when  they 
come  to  London,  as  so  many  of  them  are 
in  the  habit  of  doing.  Therefore,  they 
have  an  interest  in  their  maintenance. 
But  there  are  included  in  this  Vote  other 
Parka  which  do  not  possess  that  na- 
tional character,  but  are  purely  local 
pleasure  grounds,  which  ought  to  be 
maintained  by  the  population  for  whose 
benefit  they  Imve  been  made.  Therefore, 
I  oertainly  think  there  is  a  great  dMl  to 
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be  said  for  the  principle  maintained  by 
the  hon.  Member  opposite ;  bat,  at  the 
same  time.  I  think  it  would  be  most  in- 
judicious for  the  Committee  to  deal  with 
a  question  like  this  on  an  Estimate 
framed  on  the  spur  of  the  moment  by 
any  hon.  Member.  If  there  is  to  be  a 
redistribution  in  regard  to  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  Parks  of  the  Metropolis 
upon  something  like  a  fair  principle,  I 
think  the  question  ought  to  be  delibe- 
rately considered  by  the  House,  and  that 
it  should  not  be  done  by  hon.  Members 
who  are  not  at  all  responsible  for  the 
Estimates.  I  think  it  would  be  trifling 
with  the  Bunness  of  the  country  if  we 
were  to  interfere  in  this  haphazard 
manner  with  expenditurewhioh  has  been 
Toted  year  after  year.  At  the  same  time, 
I  consider  that  the  question  is  one  which 
might  fairly  be  considered  by  a  Select 
Committee,  with  a  view  oi  placing  the 
Expenditure  of  the  country,  in  this  and 
other  respects,  upon  a  more  fair  prin- 
ciple, and  upon  one  which  would  not  be 
unjust  to  the  ratepayers  of  the  rest  of 
the  Kingdom.  Therefore,  while  I  sym- 
pathize with  the  hon.  Member  in  regard 
to  the  principle  he  advances — that  the 
whole  of  the  Kingdom,  which  maintains 
its  own  Parks  and  Pleasure  Grounds, 
should  not  be  taxed  for  the  MetropoUs 
— I  think  it  is  quite  impossible  to  deal 
with  the  matter  in  the  manner  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member. 

Thb  lord  of  the  treasury  (Mr. 
Leveson  Gower)  (Stafford,  N.W.) : 
While  sympathising  with  certain  of  the 
views  put  forward  oy  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  College  Divi- 
sion of  Glawow  (Dr.  Cameron),  -with 
respect  to  the  maintenance  of  these 
Parks,  I  must  point  out  that  there  are 
two  special  kinds  of  Parks  embraced  in 
the  Vote.  One  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Mancheater(Sir  James  Fergusaon) 
has  called  national,  or  Boyal  Parks — 
such  as  Hyde  Park,  the  Green  Park,  and 
St.  James's  Park,  which  stand  in  a  diffe- 
rent category  from  the  comparatively  new 
Parks,  like  Battersea  Park  and  Victoria 
Park.  By  the  London  Gbvemment  Bill 
provision  was  made  for  throwing  the  cost 
of  the  maintenance  of  these  Parks  on  the 
Metropolis ;  the  others  were  more  pro- 
periy  Boyal  Parks?  Why  are  th^  Royal 
Parks  ?  They  are  Boyal  Parks  because 
they  are  Crown  property,  which  have 
been  strictly  thrown  op«n  to  fhe  pablie. 
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Take  the  case  of  St  Jamea'a  Park,  few 
example.  That  Park  was  laid  out  in  its 
jveeent  state  by  George  lY.,  aud  Hirown 
open  tothe  public  in  1827-8.  The  charge 
for  those  Parks  was  thrown  upon  the 
Yotea  by  an  Act  of  ParliameDt  passed  in 
1851.  I  must  Bay  that  I  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Manchester  that 
this  is  not  the  occasion  for  ventilating 
any  proposal  for  instituting  a  great 
change  of  this  kind  in  the  Estimates 
connected  not  only  with  the  Metropolis, 
but  with  the  whole  of  the  country.  No 
doubt,  some  change  will  have  to  be  con- 
sidered before  long ;  but  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  will  not  press 
his  Motion  to  a  division. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.) :  I  think  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Labonchere)  ought  to  be  grateful  for  the 
anpport  which  has  been  given  to  him 
from  both  ndee  of  the  House,  a  support 
based  upon  sound  principles,  and  often 
enunciated  by  hon.  Members  now  sitting 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  when  they  were 
independent  Members,  and  which  I  have 
no  doubt  they  are  anxious  to  carry  out. 
The  object  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  has  in  view  is  to  place  the 
charge  for  the  maintenance  of  these 
Parks  upon  the  Metropolis,  and  to  re- , 
move  it  from  the  Estimates.  I  Uiink 
that  a  veiy  strong  case  has  been  shown 
whj  the  Itoyal  Parks  should  be  sup- 
ported by  the  Metropolis.  No  one  can 
ai^e  fora  moment  that  the  Boyal  Parks 
are  not  valuable  as  pleasure  grounds  for 
the  Metropolis ;  and  seeing  ^t  London 
has  bem  relieved  from  any  outlay  of 
capital  for  the  establiehment  of  these 
Parke,  surely  it  is  only  a  moderate  de- 
mand thatXx>ndoa  should  be  called  upon 
to  bear  the  expense  of  maintaining  them. 
The  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
has  urged  that  these  Boyal  Parks  may 
be  more  appropriately  called  National 
Parks;  and  he  contends  that  they  are 
valuable  for  people  who  reside  in  the 
country.  But  they  are  not  valuable  to 
the  country  in  any  genuine  sense  what- 
ever. There  is  not  one  in  a  hundred  who 
is  able  to  enjoy  them,  and  they  ought 
not  to  be  called  upon  to  pay  the  expense 
of  maintaining  them.  The  inhabitants 
of  London  are,  to  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses, the  only  persons  who  have  any 
real  enjoyment  of  them.  People  in  the 
country  cannot  come  to  London  without 
iocnrring  a  considerable  amount  of  ex- 
pense out  of  their  own  pockets,  and  that 


expenditure  is  made  larger  m  conse- 
quence of  th«r  being  obUm  upon  to  con- 
tribute to  the  maintenance  of  theee  Boyal 
Parks.  As  they  have  already  paid  largely 
for  the  privileges  which  they  are  sup- 
posed to  enjoy  when  in  London,  I  think 
the  case  is  clear  that  out  of  the  pockets 
of  those  residing  in  London  should  come 
the  cost  of  the  maintenance  of  the  Parks. 
I  do  not  think  the  Committee  is  called 
upon  to  be  put  off  any  longer  with  the 
old  story  that  some  day  or  other  there  is 
going  to  he  a  measure  which  will  throw 
the  cost  of  these  Parks  upon  the  Metro- 
polis. I  would  point  out  another  fact — 
these  Parks,  in  the  main,  are  situated 
in  the  West  End  of  London,  and  the 
coat  of  their  maintenance  ought  to  come 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  rich  West 
Endera.  Moat  <A  the  Parka  themselves 
are  not  within  reach  of  the  people  who 
reside  in  the  East  End  of  London ;  and, 
therefore,  the  charge  should  be  made  to 
lie  where  it  ought  to  lie,  aud  in  that  case 
it  would  fall  upon  the  rich,  who  are  really 
the  only  persons  who  enjoy  the  Parks. 
We  have  now  in  this  House  a  real  and 
genuine  popular  representation,,  both 
in  regard  to  town  and  country,  and  X 
think  that  we  ought  to  undertake 
genuine  economy  in  the  administration 
of  the  affairs  of  the  country ;  and  I  do 
not  see  that  we  could  begin  better  than 
by  dealing  with  parttSLl  charges  like 
these.  I  shall,  therefore,  support  the 
proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Northampton  ;  and  I  trust  that  some 
steps  will  be  taken  by  the  Gh>vernment 
to  prevent  in  future  duirges  of  tibis  cha- 
racter falling  upon  the  E&matea.  I  am 
glad  to  see  uie  Home  Secretary  in  hia 

Slace ;  and  I  trust  that  the  whole  bur- 
en  of  fixing  these  charges  where  they 
ought  to  be  will  not  be  placed  on  the 
shoulders  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
taiy  to  the  Treasury.  I  hope  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary will  be  prepared  to  admit  that  there 
is  really  something  in  the  complaint  we 
make. 

Mh.  HICKMAN  (Wolverhampton, 
W.):  The  hon.  Member  for  North- West 
Staffordshire  (Mr.  Leveson  Glower)  has 
attempted  to  justify  this  expenditure  by 
saying  that  these  Parks  are  thrown  open 
to  the  public.  Nov,  I  maintain  that 
Kensington  Oardens  are  not  thrown 
open  to  the  public  in  any  sense  of  the 
word.  They  are  closed  in  the  winter 
months  as  early  as  4,  and  even  in  the 
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month  of  September  at  6  o'cLook;  aad, 
eonsequmtlj,  the  pnblio  are  excluded 
from  them  at  a  time  which  Tould  be  most 
oonTenient,  pleasaot,  and  suitable.  I 
would  suggest  to  the  hon.  G^tleman  that 
the  question  of  closing  Kensington  Gar- 
dens should  be  carefully  considered. 
Other  Parks  and  Pleasure  Grounds  are 
allowed  to  remain  open  much  later ;  and 
I  do  not  see  why  these  grounds  should  be 
closed  as  early  as  4  o'clock.  If  it  is  only 
a  question  of  the  time  of  the  park- 
keeperSf  then  I  think  tiiej  might  be 
opened  later,  and  allowed  to  remain 
open  later. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
c^dy) :  As  the  question  of  Kensington 
GardenB  has  been  raised  I  wish  to  say 
one  word.  I  am  not  a  UetropoHtan 
Uember,  but  I  am  a  UetropoHtan  resi- 
dent, and  I  should  be  quite  prepared 
to  bear  my  share  if  the  expense  of 
maintaining  Kensington  Gardens  is 
thrown  upon  the  parish  of  Kensington ; 
but  I  think  it  should  be  only  on  the  con- 
dition ^at  the  Gardens  are  properly 
kept  up,  and  used  for  the  recreation  of 
the  public.  What  I  desire  to  call  atten- 
tion to  is  the  ehooking  mortality  among 
the  trees  in  Kensington  Gardens.  All 
kinds  of  excuse  have  been  made  by  the 
Department  of  Works,  and  we  have  been 
told  that  it  is  owing  to  the  want  of  drain- 
age, aod  one  thing  and  another.  I  can 
testify,  however,  from  my  own  personal 
obeerration,  that  nothing  whatever  has 
been  done  to  stop  the  destruction  of  the 
trees  during  the  past  year,  nor  has  a 
spade  been  put  in  to  remedy  the  evil.  I 
hope  that  some  ez^aiuUi<m  will  be 
given. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead) :  I 
hope  that  before  the  Committee  goes 
to  a  division  we  shall  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  hearing  the  views  of  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  upon  the  sub- 

i'ect.  It  is  wdl  within  my  recollection 
tow  frequently  he  spoke  in  the  last 
Parliameot,  and  urged  the  great  hard- 
ship of  throwing  the  cost  upon  the  coun- 
try of  institutions  which  were  mainly  for 
the  advantage  of  the  Metropolis.  If  I 
am  not  mistaken,  I  think  that  he  strongly 
objected  not  very  long  ago  to  the  ex- 
pense of  the  removal  of  the  Wellington 
Statue  from  Hyde  Park  Oomer  being 
thrown  upon  the  general  taxation  of  the 
country.  I  brieve  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber made  a  speeoh  on  that  oeoasion,  in 
which  he  nid  thatit  w«i«ztremelf  hkrd 


the  eonond  taxation  of  the  ooontiry 
should  be  Implied  to  the  particular  bMo- 
fi.t  of  the  Metropolis ;  and  he  protested 
against  the  ratepayers  outside  London 
being  taxed  for  ^e  sole  benefit  and  ad- 
vantage of  the  Metropolis.  Those  were 
the  views  of  my  hon.  Friend  when  he 
had  not  a  seat  upon  the  Treasury  Bencb, 
and  I  should  be  very  glad  to  see  him 
exeroising  his  influenee  now  to  put  a 
stop  to  such  a  state  of  things,  which  cer- 
tainly did  not  commend  iteelf  to  my  hon. 
Friend  when  he  sat  in  this  part  of  the 
House.  Therefore,  before  the  Committee 
goes  to  a  diviaion  I  hope  we  shall  hare 
Ihe  advaotiwe  of  the  <^inion  whioh  my 
hon.  Friend  now  entertains  on  this 
matter. 

Sin  JOSEPH  M'KEHn^A  (Mona- 
ghan,  S.) ;  I  must  say  that,  in  my  opi- 
nion, the  whole  amount  ot  the  outlaj 
paid  bpr  the  State  for  the  puroose  of 
maintaining  the  Boyal  Parks  and  Plea^ 
sure  Gardens  should  fall  upon  the  Metro- 
polls.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the 
existence  of  the  Parks  very  considerably 
enhanees  the  value  of  property  in  the 
immediate  vicinity,  and  I  think  Uiat  some 
plan  ought  to  be  devised  for  the  purpoee 
of  taxing  the  property  whioh  is  really 
benefited  for  the  expense  of  maintainiag 
the  Parks.  Upon  those  who  enjoy  the 
advantages  they  confer  the  coat  of  main- 
tenance should  be  thrown. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  tob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Chil- 
SKBS)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  There  have  been 
several  subjects  refnred  to  in  the  course 
of  the  debate  to  whioh  it  will  be  hardly 
ueceasary  for  me  to  reply ;  in  fact,  I  am 
unable  to  do  so,  because  they  are  ques- 
tions of  pure  detail,  which  do  not  eoma 
in  any  sense  under  my  notaoe.  I  know 
nothing  about  the  mortality  among  the 
trees — in  Kensington  Gardens,  for  in- 
stance— and  I  can  say  no  more  than  that 
I  have  noticed  it  myself.  I  have  cer- 
tainly noticed  the  trees  go  off  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  has  described,  and  I  have  very 
much  regretted  it  i  but  beyond  the  fact 
of  having  noticed  the  mortality  I  really 
know  nothing.  So,  also,  with  regard  to 
the  olosingof  Kensington  Gardens.  The 
hon.  Member  says  that  they  are  opened 
too  late  and  closed  too  early ;  but,  if  I  re- 
m ember  rightly,  that  is  a  question  whioh 
d^n^  very  materially  upon  the  time  of 
the  year.  I  Uiink  it  has  alwi^a  been 
the  pniotioe  taolose  the  Farka  in  aooord- 
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anoe  wiHt  certain  relw— for  ittaUnoe, 
that  thej  ahonld  not  be  open  before  nu- 
rise  nor  after  sunset ;  but  it  is  a  question 
vith  which  I  am  not  able  to  deaL  As  to 
the  opinions  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury,  all  I  know  is  that 
he  has  often  addressed  the  House,  and 
I  beliere  that  he  entertains  at  the 
present  moment  the  views  which  I  also 
entertain  on  these  subjects — namely, 
that  when  we  come  to  deal  with  the 
settlement  of  the  Metropolis  in  some- 
thiDg  like  an  intelligent  manner,  and 
when  the  rest  of  the  country,  so  far  as 
local  affaire  are  ooncemed,  has  been 
satisfaotorily  arranged,  it  will  be  very 
mach  fairer  that  the  genwal  Parks 
enjoyed  by  the  inhabitants  of  London 
should  be  kept  out  of  the  income  of  the 
inhabitants  of  London.  I  entirely 
concur  in  that,  and  I  believe  it  is  also 
the  opinion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury;  indeed,  my 
hon.  Friend  has  expressed  his  views  in 
that  direction  on  more  than  one  occa- 
sion pretty  strongly.  And  now,  with 
respect  to  the  Boyai  Parks,  allow  me  to 
say  that  in  former  years,  up  to  a  time 
not  very  long  ago,  the  maintenance  of 
the  Parks  did  not  fall  upon  the  Esti- 
mates, but  upon  the  Grown  Berenue, 
and  they  were  kept  up  without  any  Vote 
in  the  House  of  Commons;  but  after- 
wards a  change  was  made,  and  instead 
of  the  expenditure  in  connection  with 
the  Parks  being  a  deduction  from  the 
Sevenue  of  the  Grown  Irfuds  the  gross 
amount  of  the  Crown  Berenne  was  paid 
into  the  Exchequer,  and  these  chm>geB 
were  deba;^^  by  Vote,  so  that  they 
might  be  oritioiEea  from  year  to  year  by 
Fariiament.  That  is  the  origin  of  the 
present  arrangement,  and  it  was  for- 
merly the  practice  not  to  defray  any 
part  of  the  expenditure  for  the  Boyal 
Parks  by  means  of  the  Estimates.  It 
was  considered  to  be  a  legitimate  charge 
upon  the  Crown  Income ;  but  it  was 
ultimately  thought  better  to  pay  a  gross 
sum  into  the  Exchequer,  and  impose  the 
charges  for  the  maintenance  of  the  Parks 
upon  the  Estimates.  I  think  that  is  a 
perfectly  intelligible  reason  why  the 
change  was  made ;  and  I  put  it  to  the 
House  that,  as  far  as  Uie  Boyal  Parks 
are  concerned,  the  ^meral  question 
raised  by  my  hon.  Eriend  does  not 
ap^y.  Now,  I  come  to  those  Pads 
which  do  not  stand  in  the  same  position 
as  tiie  Soyal  ^As— hio^  as  KUtenM 


^u-k  Yiotoria  Park,  and  Eennington 
Park.  These  have  nothing  to  with  the 
Crown  Bevmue,  Bsxd  I  entirely  agree 
that  they  should  be  maintaioed  from 
local  sources — that  is  to  say,  that  the 
expense  for  maintaining  them  ought  to 
be  charged  on  the  localities,  and  not 
upon  the  Bevenues  of  the  country.  Bat 
how  do  hon.  Gentlemen  propose  to  carry 
out  their  views  ?  It  would  seem,  from 
what  has  been  expressed  not  long  ago, 
that  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 
to  whom  hon.  Gentlemen  would  hand 
over  the  Parke,  is  hardly  a  proper  Body 
to  be  charged  with  the  duty  of  control- 
ling them.  I,  myself,  have  been  much 
impressed  with  the  feeling  expressed, 
that  the  Metropolitan  Boud  or  Works 
is  moribnikd.  If  that  is  so,  I  do  not 
see  how  it  can  be  said  that  tttey  shonid 
be  invested  with  further  powers  and 
further  duties ;  indesd,  I-  think  there 
has  been  a  very  strong  opinion  expressed 
against  giving  any  further  duties  to  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.  Well, 
Sir,  Uiere  is  at  present  no  other  authority 
who  can  take  over  the  Parks  but  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.  So  that 
itoomestothis — that  within  a  few  weeks 
of  its  having  been  declared  by  a  large 
majority  that  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  is  moribund,  we  shall  be 
required  to  pass  an  Act  of  Parliament 
huLding  over  to  them  the  control  of 
these  Parks.  Therefore,  I  submit  this 
to  the  opinion  of  the  Committee — ^that 
it  would  not  be  wise  to  add  to  the  powm 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  at 
the  present  time;  and,  consequently, 
that  it  would  not  be  ^per  for  us  to 
pass,  during  the  present  Session  of  Par- 
Itameat,  an  Act  handing  over  tiiese 
Parks  to  the  Hetropotitan  Board  of 
Works.  Further,  hokliiig  as  I  do  the 
opinion  that,  under  the  setUement  which 
must  soon  take  place,  the  Parks  should 
be  under  the  control  of  a  Body  fairly 
representing  the  Metropolis,  I  deprecate 
their  being  handed  over  to  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works ;  and  I  ask  the 
CTommittee,  pending  the  arrangements 
to  be  made,  to  vote  for  the  amount  of 
this  Estimate. 

Mtt.  BYLANDS  CBumley) :  I  should 
like  to  make  a  few  remarks  upon  this 
Tote  in  connection  with  what  has  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Qentlwnan  the 
Home  fieorebiry,  because  I  think,  with 
all  respeot  for  his  great  ability,  that  he 
has  put  this  ease  befbie  the  Oomaittao 
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in  a  manner  which  ia  likely  to  dirert 
the  minds  of  hon.  Members  ftom.  the 
leai  facts  of  the  case.  The  statement  of 
the  riefat  hon.  Gentleman  with  regard 
to  the  Bevenues  of  Grown  property  has 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  ques- 
tion raised  by  the  Amendment  before 
the  Committee.  It  is  true  the  expendi- 
ture on  the  Parks,  which  before  came 
from  the  Bevenue  of  Crown  property, 
has  been  put  upon  the  Estimates,  but 
the  fact  remains  that  the  Parks  are  still 
Crown  property ;  but  I  entirely  dispute 
the  deduction  which  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
Ueman  would  draw  from  tiiat  fact — 
namely,  that  it  makes  them  occupy  a 
position  entirely  different  to  the  ordinary 
branches  of  expenditure.  Before  the 
time  when  the  income  of  the  property 
was  handed  over  to  tiie  Exchequer  a 
certain  sum  of  money  was  devoted  to 
the  expenditure  on  the  Parks ;  and  my 
right  hon.  Friend  says,  no  doubt  ^rnly, 
that  it  was  thought  better  tiiat  that 
expenditure,  instead  of  being  hidden  as 
it  were  by  being  deducted  from  the 
Crown  ^Revenue,  should  be  placed  on 
the  Estimat-es,  and  the  larger  sum 
brought  to  the  credit  of  the  Crown. 
But  that,  Sir,  is  no  reason  why  we 
should  not  deal  with  the  expenditure, 
as  well  as  with  any  other  charge  upon 
the  taxpayers  of  the  country.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary  knows 
very  well  that  formerly  the  charges  for 
the  Diplomatic  Service  were  paid  in  the 
same  way ;  because  the  expenditure  in 
connection  with  it  was  considered  an 
affair  of  the  Crown.  The  Foroigu 
Ministers  being  Bepresentatives  of  the 
Crown,  Parliament  did  not  vote  their 
salaries ;  but  it  was  decided  that  that 
large  expenditure  should  no  longer  be 
oonoealed  from  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  acoordingly  a  Vote  was  taken,  and 
appeared  in  the  Estimates.  And,  there- 
fore, I  maintain  that  we  are  just  as 
much  entitled  to  say,  with  regard  to  this 
expenditure  on  National  Parks,  that  the 
cost  of  their  maintenance  shall  fall  upon 
the  London  ratepayers,  as  we  have  to 
say  that  the  London  ratepayers  ought 
to  support  Battersea  Park  and  others, 
and  to  say  that  we  will  no  longer  vote 
this  money.  If  this  Vote  is  refused, 
what  would  be  the  result?  Why,  it 
would  be  absolutely  necessary  to  deal 
with  the  matter  in  some  way  or  other, 
and  l^idatton  on  the  subject  must 
follow,  which  would  bring  the  cost  of 

Mr.  ByUmdt 


maintenance  of  the  Parks  on  the  popu- 
lation of  tiie  City  of  London.  That 
would  be  putting  the  burden  upon  those 
who  ought  to  bear  it — that  is  to  say, 
upon  those  who  are  immediately  inte- 
rested in  maintaining  the  Paru,  and 
talking  it  off  those  who  are  not  imme^ 
diately  interested  in  maintaining  them. 
Therefore,  I  trust  hon.  Members  will 
have  no  difficulty  whatever  in  voting 
against  this  expenditure,  not  for  the 

Eurpose  of  doing  away  with  the  Parks, 
ut  in  order  to  impress  upon  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  such  steps  as  may  be 
necessary  to  throw  the  chaise  for  main- 
taining them  upon  the  right  shoulders. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
like  the  idea  of  giving  the  matter*into 
the  hands  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  then  I  would  point  out  that,  at 
the  present  time,  the  Office  over  which 
my  right  hon.  IViend  presides  adminis- 
ters the  Police,  and  that  they  are  sup- 
ported, to  a  large  extent,  out  of  the 
rates  in  Londim ;  and  I  say  to  my  right 
hoD.  Friend  that  if  he  will  undertake  to 
administer  the  Parks  also,  1,  for  one, 
will  give  bim  my  support. 

Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  8.):  It  is  all  very  well  for  hon. 
Members  from  the  country  to  contend 
that  the  cost  of  maintaining  these  Parka 
should  fall  upon  the  London  consti- 
tnenoies  ;  but  I  should  like  to  place  be- 
fore the  Committee  the  view  which  the 
London  constituencies  take  of  this  sub- 
ject. Well,  Sir,  the  London  consti- 
tuencies are  of  opinion  that  London  is 
badly  treated,  both  by  the  Government 
and  the.  House  of  Commons,  in  this  mat- 
ter. First  of  all,  London  is  the  only 
lai^  town  in  the  Kingdom  which  has 
not  a  system  of  Municipal  Gh>Temmnkt ; 
and,  therefore,  I  say  that  it  is  very  un- 
reasonable that  you  should  try  to  throw 
the  cost  of  mcuntaining  these  Parka  upon 
London,  at  a  time  when  they  are  not 
under  the  control  of  the  people  of 
Iiondon.  At  the  present  moment,  the 
people  of  London  have  no  more  to  do 
with  controlling  the  expenditure  for 
msintaining  the  Parks  than  the  people 
of  Bradford  have.  I  think  it  would  be 
right  that  the  management  of  all  the 
Parks  should  be  thrown  upon  the  great 
LondonMnnicipality  whichi  hopewill  be 
created  next  year,  and  then  I  trust  that 
a  proper  rate  will  be  made  upon  the 
bouses  in  the  looaHties  benefited  by 
them.  I  say  that  it  is  not  right  to  throw 
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on  the  vhole  Hetropolis  the  expendi- 
ture for  Hyde  Park,  which  ispraotically 
only  enjoyed  by  persons  who  live  vi^in 
a  limited  area  at  the  West  End.  In  my 
opinion,  there  ehoold  be  district  rates 
for  tbe  maintenance  of  the  Parks  levied 
according  to  the  districts  which  are  bene- 
fited by  them ;  and  until  that  is  done 
I  think  that  the  poorer  districts  of  Lon- 
don, which  are  already  overburdened 
with  rates,  have  a  right  to  say  that  we 
have  no  business  to  throw  the  expendi- 
ture upon  them.  My  contention  is,  that, 
first,  we  should  have  an  intelligent  Body 
to  control  the  Ijondon  Parks ;  and,  se- 
condly, to  apportion  the  e^tenditure 
upon  them  amongst  those  who  ought  to 
pay  for  them,  because  they  benefit  by 
uiem ;  and,  as  I  have  said,  until  that  is 
brought  about  you  have  no  right  to  say 
that  the  cost  should  be  b<»iie  by  the 
people  of  liondon.  An  hon.  Member 
has  referred  to  the  Park  at  Bradford, 
and  the  Park  at  Manchester  has  also 
been  referred  to  in  support  of  the  con- 
tention that  the  cost  of  nLaintenanoe 
should  be  thrown  upon  tbe  localities; 
but  I  would  remind  the  Committee  that 
those  Parks  are  under  the  control  of 
Municipal  Bodies  and  District  Authori- 
ties, who  can  lay  down  ridee  with  re- 
gard to  thun.  The  Boyal  Parks,  on 
the  other  hand,  are  under  the  manage- 
ment of  Rangers  and  other  officws, 
who  in  no  way  consult  the  wishes 
of  the  people  upon  whom  it  is  now 
pn^posea  to  throw  the  oost  of  main- 
tenanee;  and  I  say  it  is  unfair  diat 
the  people  <^  tiie  Metropolis  should  be 
called  upon  to  pay,  as  long  as  the  con- 
trol of  the  Parks  remains  in  the  hands 
of  these  officers.  Such  a  proposal  is  con- 
trary to  all  fairness,  and,  moreover,  op- 
posed to  all  the  principles  of  legislation 
of  late  adopted  in  this  House ;  and,  there- 
fore, I  say  it  is  the  duty  of  Metropolitan 
Members  to  support  the  Yote  as  it  stands 
upon  the  Estimates. 

VisoouMT  ORANBOENE  (Lancashire, 
N.E.,  Darwen) :  I  ^ould  like,  on  this 
Yote,  to  say  that,  in  common  with  others 
on  these  Benches,  I  regard  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley 
(Mr.  Bylands),  that  the  cost  of  mua- 
taining  the  Royal  Parks  should  be 
Uuown  upon  the  Metropolia,  as  amount- 
ing very  nearly  to  a  breach  of  faith.  As 
ve  hare  heen  told  by  the  rig^t  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Home  Secretary,  tha 
BoyU  Parke  were  the  {woper^  of  the 
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Crown.  It  was  the  same  with  the  Boyal 
Palaoee.  and,  just  as  the  Sovereign  of  the 
time  allowed  some  Palaces  to  be  occu- 
pied by  Members  of  the  Royal  Family 
and  others,  the  Sovereign  allowed  the 
Parks  to  be  used  by  his  faithful  people. 
When  the  new  arrangement  came  into 
operation  the  Royal  Parks  were  handed 
over,  like  the  Royal  Palaces,  to  be  main- 
tained by  Parliament ;  and  as  Parlia- 
ment has  aooepted  the  Revenues  of  the 
Crown,  so  it  is  bound  to  pay  for  the 
Parks  in  the  same  way  as  it  pays  for 
the  Palaces.  The  Parks  were  gifts  of 
the  Sovereign  to  the  Metropolis,  and  as 
the  nation  has  chosen  to  accept  the  Re- 
venues of  the  drown  with  regard  to 
them,  it  is  bound,  in  my  opinion,  to 
preserve  those  gifts.  Of  course,  Sir, 
this  is  a  defence  of  tho  principle  under 
which  the  Royal  Parks  are  maintained 
by  Parliament,  and  it  does  not  apply  to 
the  outlying  Parks,  such  as  those  at 
Batteraea  and  Kennington.  If  this 
Amendment  goes  to  a  division,  I  shall, 
however,  vote  agaicst  it,  because  I 
think  it  would  be  a  great  mistake  to 
disturb  the  existing  arrangements ;  but 
if  any  new  Parks  are  made  for  London, 
Parliament  should  watch  very  closely 
any  attempt  to  throw  the  expense  of 
maintenance  on  Imperial  funds.  With 
regard  to  the  suggestions  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  St.  Panoras  (Sir 
Julian  Goldsmid),  it  seems  to  me  per< 
feotly  right  that  if  the  Metropolis  has  to 
pay  fw  ute  Parks  it  ought  to  have  some 
voice  in  their  management ;  but  I  think 
it  would  be  vexy  unfair  if ,  as  I  under- 
stand the  hon.  Gentleman  desires,  the 
managem«it  of  the  Parks  should  rest 
with  uie  large  Municipality  to  be  created 
some  time  or  other  by  right  hon.  Qentle- 
men  opposite,  while  the  expense  of  main- 
taining them  is  borne  alone  by  the  dis- 
tricts in  which  they  are  situated.  That 
proposal  seems  to  me  to  be  a  confusion 
of  two  principles,  centralization  and  de- 
centralization. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  HENKyH.Fowi^BR)  (Wolver- 
hampton, £. ) :  I  am  gratified  to  bear  that 
the  views  which  I  maintained  when  I 
sat  below  the  Gangway  are  maintained 
thwe  now,  and  that  hon.  Members  who 
sit  there  are  faithful  to  those  views.  I 
am  not  going  to  recede  from  a  single 
opinion  which  I  formerly  held  on  those 
Benches ;  but,  unfortunately,  in  those 
days  I  was  as  a  voice  crying  in  the 
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wildwnMs,  and  npoa  the  Amendments 
which  I  carried  to  a  division  the  House 
of  Oommons  more  than  once  came  to 
an  opposite  conoluBion  to  that  vhioh  I 
desired.  Well,  Sir,  the  Oommittee  has 
had  the  ProTincial  view  of  this  qaes- 
tioa  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  and 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Soath 
St.  Pancraa  (Sir  Julian  Goldsmid)  has 
put  the  Metropolitan  view;  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Ihe  Home  Department  has  stated 
the  Treasury  view  and  the  view  of  the 
Government  as  to  the  best  way  of  deal- 
ing with  this  question ;  while  what  I 
may  call  the  hi^h  Tory  view  of  the 
case  has  been  laid  down  by  the  noble 
Viscount  who  has  just  spoken.  Under 
the  circumstances,  the  decision  rests 
with  the  Oommittee. 

Sir  EOPER  LETHBRTDGE  (Keu- 
siogton,  N.):  I  would  ask  those  hon. 
Members  who  wish  the  charges  for  the 
Boyal  Parks  to  be  thrown  on  tho  dwellers 
in  London  to  answer  this  question— of 
what  use  are  those  Parks  to  the  men  of 
the  poorer  dasses,  and  their  wives  and 
famuiee,  who  live  at  a  distance  of  a  mile 
or  a  mile  aad  a- half  from  them  ?  They 
cannot  use  them,  any  more  than  those 
who  live  in  Yorkshire,  and  therefore 
should  not  be  rated  to  pay  fbr  them.  I 
ask  what  isthearea  upon  which  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  demand  that  the  oha^ea 
for  the  maintenance  of  those  Parks  should 
fall  ?  There  is  another  point  that  I  wish 
to  bring  under  the  notioe  of  the  Oom- 
mittee. The  sums  charged  for  Parks 
under  this  Estimate  are  not  alone  for 
London  Parks.  There  are  charges  for 
Holyrood  Park  and  Linlithgow  Peel  in 
Scotland.  It  seems  to  me  a  monstrous 
thing  to  put  the  charge  for  the  Boyal 
Parks  upon  the  poor  ratepayers  and 
working-men  of  London  alone,  while  the 
whole  country  gets  the  benefit  of  the 
Berennes  derived  from  the  Crown  Lands 
of  which  they  form  a  part. 

Mr.  MOULTON  (Clapham)  [Crifi  of 
"  Divide ! "]  :  I  shall  not  stand  oetween 
the  Oommittee  and  the  divinion  for  more 
than  a  few  minutes,  because,  after  alt 
that  has  been  said,  I  think  the  subject 
of  the  maintenance  of  the  Royal  Parks 
has  been  threshed  out.  But,  as  a  Me- 
tropolitan Member,  I  wish  to  say  that  I 
thoroughly  sympatfaiie  with  the  prin- 
ciple that  the  MetrmwliB  ought  to  bear 
its  own  burden^  and  be  proud  of  bear- 
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ing  thm ;  and,  holding  that  opinion,  I 
desire  to  explain  why  it  is  that  I  intend 
to  vote  with  the  Government  on  this 
question.  I  am  somewhat  amused  by 
the  conduct  of  hon.  Members  from  the 
country,  who,  while  they  are  willing 
enough  to  vote  public  money  in  aid  of 
local  institntions,  are  very  active  in  their 
opposition  whenever  it  becomes  a  ques- 
tion of  their  havingto  oontribnte  to  any- 
thing of  the  kind  in  London.  But  I 
should  like  to  ask  them  whether  they 
think  it  right  that  the  people  of  the 
Metropolis  should  be  called  upon  to  pay 
for  an  expenditure  on  Parks,  uie  amount 
of  which  is  entirely  beyond  their  con- 
trol ?  If  those  hon.  Members  will  asnst 
us  in  getting  the  interests  and  privi- 
leges of  the  people  of  the  Metropolis 
placed  in  their  own  hands,  it  will  be 
found,  I  think,  that  the  whole  of  the 
Metropolitan  Members  will  most  cheer- 
fully support  them  on  the  question  that 
London  should  bear  its  own  burdens. 
But  until  that  is  effected,  and  so  long  as 
the  people  of  London  are  in  the  position 
of  not  being  trusted  with  the  control  of 
their  own  destinies,  I  think  they  ought 
to  bear  some  portion  of  this  expenditure, 
which  it  is  beyond  their  power  to  control. 

Mr.  "W.  H.  SMITH  (Strand,  West- 
minster): I  only  wish  to  make  a  f<ew 
remarks,  for  the  purpose  of  assisting  the 
Oommittee  in  coming  to  a  deeinon  on 
this  Vote.  There  is  a  ^^ood  deal  more 
to  be  learned  of  the  oonditions  on  whieh 
the  Royal  Parks  are  held  than  is  appa- 
rent. A  large  sum  of  money  was  aa- 
doubtedly  voted  for  the  creation  of  Re- 
gent's Park ;  but  Ae  revenue  derived 
from  houses  round  the  Park  is  paid  into 
the  Consolidated  Fund.  If  you  take  the 
case  of  Hyde  Park  and  Kensington  Gar- 
dens, you  will  also  find  the  ground  on 
which  a  row  of  houses  is  built  was  taken 
out  of  the  original  area,  the  revenue 
from  which  is  paid  into  the  OoaeoUdated 
Fund.  I  mention  these  ctroumstances 
simply  for  the  purpose  of  showii^  that 
there  is  another  side  of  the  question.  As 
a  Metropolitan  Member,  I  am  prepived 
to  admit  that  the  Metropolis  should  bear 
the  charges  whioh  properly  fall  upon  it ; 
bat  I  desire  to  point  out  tnat  a  cu vision 
adverse  to  the  Vote  would  not  settle  this 
question,  and  that  there  is  involved  in  it 
a  vast  amount  of  ohan^  which  I  think 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are  not  pre- 
pared for.  If  the  Metropolitan  Bodies 
am  to  take  charge  of  the  Royal  Parks, 
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vCthonb  goinir  ivto  d^aila  I  maj  say 
that  arrangeuente  would  have  to  b« 
made  of  graater  magnitude  than  hon. 
Ifombara  pvobaUy  have  aaj  idea  of.  I 
am  cfHaviDoed  that  whmi  the  Committee 
is  brought  face  to  face  with  all  the  cir- 
cumstanoaB  the  question  will  be  found 
to  be  a  very  difficult  one.  If  the  Parks 
were  the  property  of  the  Uetropolis,  it 
would,  of  course,  have  the  right  to 
do  what  It  liked  with  them;  but  in 
dealing  with  this  question  other  ques- 
tions would  come  forward  ;  and,  there- 
fore, I  hope  that  the  Committee  will 
not  hastily  adopt  the  Amendment  of 
the  hoD.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere). 

Question  put. 

The  Oommittee  divided: — Ayes  131; 
Noes  114:  Majority  17.— (Dir.  List, 
No.  28.) 

(4.)  £47,865,  Houses  of  Parliament. 

Mb.  LABOTrOHERE(Northampton) : 
Mr.  Courtney,  we  hare  not  yet  disposed 
of  the  Vote  for  the  Boyal  Parks  and 
Pleasure  G-ard^is. 

The  chairman  op  COMMITTEKS 
(Mr.  Coubtnby)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) : 
The  Committee  has  just  decided  that  a 
reduced  sum  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty 
for  the  Boyfd  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gar- 
dms;  and,  therefore,  the  Vote  has  been 
disposed  of. 

Mb.LABOUCH££E:  (Northampton) : 
I  venture  to  ask  a  question  relating  to 
prooedure ;  and  it  is  whether  tb»ro  could 
not  be  some  way  of  putting  Votes  by 
whioh  snbaequMit  Amendments  may  be 
proposed? 

Thx  chairman  of  commit- 
tees :  It  is  too  late  to  radse  that  ques- 
tion now. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liyerpool, 
Scotland) :  I  am  sorry  that  I  bare  again 
this  Session  to  raise  a  question  which  I 
hare  frequently  raised  in  prerious  Ses- 
sions of  Parliameat,  and  that  is  the 
great  want  of  accommodation  in  this 
House  for  the  eonrenience  of  its  Mem- 
bers. I  raise  the  question  again  in  this 
Session  of  Parliament  with  ail  the  more 
omifideDoe,  beoause  the  circumstances  of 
Pariiament  are  very  different  from  what 
they  were  in  previous  Parliaments.  For 
one  reason,  we  hare  a  larger  attendance 
and  a  more  ctmatant  attendaaoe  of  hon. 
Membexe  than  we  hare  ever  had  before, 
lam  afraid  that  the  rota  whioh  hw  just 


been  given  wiU  oaqaa  aome  saarehiaga 
of  heut,  eapemally  to  Members  of  the 
Government,  aa  to  whethw  tbia  attmd- 
anoe  is  altogether  an  unmixed  pleasure. 
Well,  as  a  matter  of  faet,  t^e  attendance 
of  hon.  Members  is  far  greater  than 
ever;  and  the  Irish  Members  are  not 
now  the  only  section  of  the  House,  as 
they  were  in  previous  Parliaments,  who 
practically  make  the  House  of  Com- 
mons th^  dwelling-place  for  the  greater 
part  of  the  day.  I  find  that  now  a  much 
lai^r  number  of  hon.  Members  dime 
here  than  did  formerly.  The  dinner 
hour,  in  the  old  sense  of  the  word,  has 
been  practically  abolished,  and  we  have 
a  la^  attendaaoe  and  excited  debates 
eren  in  those  weary  intervals  during 
which  sometimes  the  Spe^er,  or  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  and  the  hcax.  Mem- 
ber who  is  airing  his  grieranoea,  are 
the  only  occupants  of  the  House.  All 
tiieae  things  mean  that  the  inconveni- 
ences of  thw  House  press  more  aerioudy 
upon  a  large  number  of  Members  than 
they  formerly  did ;  and,  therefore,  I 
think  I  may  now  put  forward  my  claim 
for  better  convenience  with  far  more 
potency  than  I  could  on  previous  occa- 
sions. Now,  my  first  charge  against  the 
House  of  Commons  is  the  badness  of  its 
atmosphere.  I  understand  that  the 
ecientmo  authority  who  has  charge  of 
the  arrangements  of  the  House  main- 
tains that  the  arrangements  are  per- 
fection themselves.  All  I  can  say  is  this — 
that  any  experieaee  is  that  after  about 
two  or  three  hoars'  attondanoe  in  the 
House,  however  fresh  I  may  have  felt 
the  beginniag,  my  brain  becomes — I 
can  only  express  my  exact  meaniog  in  a 
good  Irish  phrase — moidhtred  by  the 
atmosphere.  I  may  explain  that  moid- 
kerod  means  oonfused,  bewildered,  and  a 
number  of  other  things  for  which  I  can- 
not find  a  word  in  the  Saxon  tongue, 
owing  to  the  smallnesa  of  the  vocabumry. 
The  reason  is,  that  this  House  is  kept 
too  hot.  [Sir  Henet  Hatklook-Allan  : 
No.]  I  hear  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  South-East  Durham  say 
"No."  I  hope  he  will  not  suppose  I 
have  him  in  mind  in  connection  with 
what  I  am  about  to  say ;  beoause  I  know 
no  man  who  is  in  spirit  more  juvenile 
than  my  hon.  and  gula&t  Friend.  Thu 
Hoime  and  all  its  arrangements  were 
made  on  the  si^pomtion  that  Members 
of  Parliament  were  always  elderly  m«a. 
Well,  we  have  changed  all  that.   It  is 
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like  a  great  many  other  tbings.  The 
day  of  exdasively  elderly  Members  of 
Parliament  has  passed,  never  to  return. 
Well,  this  House  is  kept  too  warm,  and 
the  re9ult  is  that,  if  a  man  spends  four 
or  five  hours  in  it,  he  is  not  half  the  man 
he  came  into  it.  I  do  not  know  that  the 
atmospheric  effect  of  the  House  upon  its 
Members  has  not,  to  some  extent,  been 
the  cause  of  the  exceedingly  bad  quality 
of  the  legislation  adopted  from  time  to 
time.  My  second  charge  against  the 
House  is,  that  its  means  of  iniercom- 
munioation  between  its  different  parts 
are  most  defective.  Here  is  a  startling 
state  of  things — that  in  offices  in  Fleet 
Street  you  can  more  easily  learn  what 
is  going  on  in  the  House  of  Commons 
than  you  can  in  the  Smoking  Room, 
Cloak  Boom,  Library,  or  the  other 
apartments  in  the  building.  Here  you 
are  sitting  in  the  Dining  Boom  taking 
that  scanty  meal  that  the  non-payment  of 
Members  of  Parliament  compels  most  of 
us  to  take,  and  just  as  you  have  started 
your  humble  chop  you  hear  the  division 
bell.  I  do  not  think  it  is  the  duty — 
necessarily  the  duty — of  a  Member  of 
Parliament  to  attend  every  division 
which  may  take  plaoe  in  the  House. 
Sometimes  there  are  obstructive  divi- 
sions,  and  to  obstructive  divisions,  in  the 
ordinary  state  of  affairs,  I  am  entirely 
hostile ;  accordingly,  if  I  were  dining,  I 
would  mnoh  prefer  to  continue  my  dinner 
than  take  part  in  an  obstructive  division. 
Bat  I  do  not  know  whether  the  division 
is  obstructive  or  otherwise,  for  I  have 
no  means  of  knowing  what  it  is  about. 
Why  is  it  not  possible,  in  these  days  of 
eleotrioity  and  modern  appliances,  to 
have  some  means  of  sending  to  the 
Library  and  Cloak  Boom,  and  Smoking 
Boom,  and  other  parts  of  the  building, 
some  brief  message  informing  us  what 
the  division  is  about,  who  are  the 
Tellers,  which  is  often  an  iudioation  of 
what  the  division  is  about^  and  of  other 
circumstances  of  that  kind  which  it  is 
necessary  Members  should  know  ?  These 
are  the  points  to  which  I  would  like  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Committee.  I 
am  glad  to  say  t^t  at  last  the  Irish 
Party  have  succeeded  in  getting  a  room 
in  wbich  to  hold  their  meetings.  For- 
merly, all  meetings  had  to  be  held  in 
the  Conference  Boom,  and  the  result 
was  that  sometimes  the  teetotal  i^vo- 
cates  were  found  holding  a  conference 
in  one-half  of  the  room,  while  the  friends 


of  the  publioans  were  sitting  in  the 
other  half.  I  am  sure  neither  wished 
to  take  the  other  into  their  confidence. 
There  is  also  a  small  matter— it  is  rather 
a  matter  of  personal  oonvenienoe  than 
any  other — which  I  should  like  to  bring 
before  the  attention  of  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler), 
and  that  is  the  necessity  of  having  a  few 
type-writere  put  into  one  of  the  rooms  in 
the  building.  The  type-writer  is  another 
of  the  modwn  inveatione  which  the 
House,  in  its  arrangements,  seems  to  be 
entirely  ignorant  of.  A  g^ood  many  of 
us  are  compelled  to  use  type-writers  in< 
stead  of  the  ordinary  pen  and  ink,  and 
it  would  be  a  great  advantage  to  ua  if 
a  few  type-writers  could  be  placed  in  one 
of  the  Committee  Booms  which  are  now 
unused.  I  trust  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  will  be  able 
to  see  his  way  to  make  some  improTO- 
ments  in  tiie  directions  I  have  pointed 
out. 

SiE  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  (St. 
Pancras,  S.) :  I  should  like  to  say  a 
word  upon  the  question  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool,  Scotland 
(Mr.  T.  F.  O'Connor).  I  think  that  the 
condition  of  the  House  of  Commons  is  a 
very  remarkable  one.  If  one  desires  to 
obtain  a  seat,  one  has  to  come  down 
here  about  2  o'clock  in  the  afternoon, 
thereby,  perhaps,  neglecting  other  im- 
portant business.  It  is  impossible  to  get 
a  place  if  one  only  comes  down  to  the 
House  just  before  Prayers.  That  is  a 
very  unreasonable  state  of  affairs.  I 
happen  to  have  had  the  advantage  of 
attending  the  Chamber  of  Deputies  in 
France,  and  there  I  noticed  that  every 
Member  has  his  seat.  In  my  opinion, 
every  English  Member  ought  to  bare 
his  seat  also.  It  is  unreasonable  that 
Members  should  be  required  to  waste 
many  hours  every  day  in  order  to  be 
able  to  obtain  places  in  the  House  of 
Commons ;  proper  places  onght  to  be 
provided  for  them.  Now,  the  pmvisioii 
of  places  for  every  Member  would  in- 
volve public  expenditure ;  but  I  venture 
to  say  that  the  oonstituenoies  would  not 
grudge  a  reasonable  outlay  in  affording 
proper  facilities  to  hon.  Members  to  dis- 
charge the  duties  impmed  upon  Uiem. 
It  is  high  time  that  we  should  hare 
opportunities  of  taking  places  to  a 
greater  extent  than  we  have  now.  Only 
300  Members  can  be  seated  upon  the 
floor  of  the  Hous^  and  only  200  of  these 
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can  occupy  places  from  which  it  is  pos- 
sible to  address  the  Ohair.  Now  that 
we  hare  670  Members,  now  that  we  have 
popular  constituencieB  who  expect,  and 
have  a  right  to  expect,  that  their  Mem- 
bers will  attend  to  the  work  to  be  done, 
it  is  time  the  Oovemment  should  con- 
sider what  improved  arrangements  oonld 
he  made  in  order  that  every  Member 
may  have  proper  accommodation.  I  am 
inclined  to  go  a  little  further  than  that. 
I  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Hr.  T.  P.  O'Oonnor),  that  opportunities 
should  be  given  to  Members  who  happen 
to  be  in  parts  of  the  building  other  than 
the  House  of  Oommons,  to  ascertain  the 
Businees  before  the  House.  I,  personally, 
hare  experienced  great  ioconvenienoe 
from  the  want  of  intercommunication  in 
the  building-  For  several  years  I  had  the 
honour  of  being  one  of  the  Ohairmen 
of  the  Committees  that  sit  upstairs. 
Now,  it  very  often  happens  that  on 
Wednesday,  when  a  Committee  is  sit- 
ting, the  dtrision  bell  rings,  and  all  one 
knows  is  that  a  division  is  about  to  take 
place.  One  has  to  stop  the  proceedings  of 
the  Committee,  and  disturb  the  arrange- 
ments of  counsel  and  witnesses,  in  order 
to  run  downstairs  as  hard  bs  possible  to 
get  to  the  House  within  the  two  minutes 
allowed  before  the  divisioa.  Now,  as  the 
hon.  Gentteman  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
has  very  properly  stated,  it  is  not  neces- 
Bsry  that  every  Member  should  be  pre- 
sent at  every  divinon ;  but  now  Uieie  is 
no  means  of  knowing  what  the  division  is 
about.  There  ought  to  be  some  means 
of  communicating  with  Members  serving 
upon  Committees  and  Members  who 
happen  to  be  in  other  distant  parts  of 
the  building.  The  finding  of  these 
means  devolves  upon  the  Office  of 
Works,  and  I  hope  they  will  speedily 
turn  their  attention  to  the  subject. 
There  is  another  matter  which  is  of 
importance  to  many  hon.  Members. 
It  is  necessary,  as  I  have  sud,  to  spend 
many  hours  here ;  we  come  here  at  2 
o*clock  in  the  day  and  very  often  remain 
until  2  o'dock  the  following  morning. 
Sometimes  it  occurs  to  each  one  of  ns 
that  we  may  require  to  see  somebody  on 
business;  but,  at  the  present  time,  there 
18  no  place  which  is  at  all  private  where 
a  Member  and  a  friend  oonld  go  to 
discuss  business.  I  think  some  little 
apartments,  such  as  the  voting  booths 
prescribed  by  the  Ballot  Act,  might  be 
provided,  where  Members  could  go  with 
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persons  to  transact  business.  There  is 
absolutely  no  convenience  afforded  to 
Members  to  discharge  their  private  du- 
ties at  the  time  they  are  endeavouring 
to  do  the  work  required  of  them  by  their 
constituents;  consequently,  I  urge  upon 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  or 
upon  his  deputy  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, the  necessity  of  providing  greater 
facilities  for  Members  to  transact  their 
private  bunness  while  in  attendance 
upon  the  House.  These  are  matters 
which  I  have  often  pressed  before,  and 
I  cordially  join  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  T.  F.  COonnor)  in  the  complaints 
he  has  made. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.):  I  am 
very  glad  that  I  am  able  to  agree  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor)  upon  this  subject;  the 
want  of  better  accommodation  is  very 
keenly  felt.  I  support  the  hon.  Member 
with  peculiar  pleasure ;  because  I  gather 
from  the  interest  the  hon.  Gentleman 
takes  in  bringing  about  better  arrange- 
ments in  the  House,  and  in  securing 
better  accommodation  generally  for  hon. 
Members,  he  has  no  very  great  expecta- 
tions of  a  Parliament  being  established 
in  College  Green,  Dublin,  I  hope  con- 
sideration will  be  given  to  the  views  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I 
trust  that  it  will  be  necessary  to  make 
arrangements  for  the  aooommodation  of 
the  86  Gentlemen  below  the  6langway 
for  a  long  time  to  come. 

Db.  PARQUHAESON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.):  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Scotland  Division  of 
Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  has 
raised  a  subject  of  considerable  import- 
ance— namely,  the  state  of  the  atmo- 
sphere of  this  House.  I  do  not  quite 
agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
House  is  kept  too  warm.  I  think  it 
would  be  exceedingly  comfortable,  were 
it  not  for  some  of  the  bad  smells,  which, 
in  constant  succession,  invade  the  House, 
to  the  detriment  of  the  comfort,  and  even 
the  health,  of  Members.  Last  year,  this 
question  became  suoh  a  very  pressing 
one,  that  a  Select  Committee  of  the 
House  was  appointed  to  consider  it,  and 
of  that  Committee  I  had  the  honour  to 
be  a  Member.  We  reported,  up  to  a 
certain  point.  We  found  that  the  sys- 
tem of  drainage  was  in  a  satisfactory 
condition,  though  not  of  the  most  ap- 
proved oonstruotioD.   It  is  not  a  good 
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nrstem— tke  drains  are  too  large,  and  I 
uiould  not  say  they  are  made  on  the 
very  best  principles  of  drainage;  bnt, 
as  far  as  it  goes,  it  appeais  to  be  well 
worked,  and  we  reported  accordingly. 
There  ia  one  point  which  we  had  not  an 
oj^rtunity  of  considering  before  we 
separated,  and  that  is  where  the  bad 
smell  came  from.  Our  opinion  was  that 
it  oame  from  somewhere  outside — whe- 
ther from  some  manufactory  down  the 
Thames,  or  from  the  drainholes,  which 
we  know  are  open  in  a  very  offeneive 
way,  we  could  not  say.  "What  I  would 
suggest  ia,  either  that  the  old  Committee 
be  re-appointed,  or  that  some  expert  be 
appointed  to  consider  the  question,  and 
endeavour  to  find  out  the  origin  of  the 
smells  which  at  times  are  only  too  pain- 
fully perceptible. 

Mb.  O^VELL  WILLIAMS  (Kot- 
ttngham,  S.) :  I  think  that  diis  Tote 
affords  a  legitimate  occasion  for  asking 
whether  the  time  has  not  arrired  when 
tiiere  should  be  some  relaxations  of  the 
restrictions  imposed,  not  only  on  the 
public,  bnt  upon  Members  of  the  House, 
after  the  occurrence  of  certain  unfortu- 
nate events  now  a  considerable  time 
ago.  I  need  not  enumerate  these  restric- 
tions. It  is  enough  to  say  that  some  of 
them  are  vexatious,  and  that  others  put 
obstacles  in  the  way  of  the  transaction 
of  Public  Business. 

The  chairman  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Courtitet)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) :  I 
must  point  out  that  this  Vote  is  for 
the  buildings,  and  that,  therefore,  the 
hon.  Member's  remarks  are  inappro* 
priate. 

Me.  CARVELL  WILLIAMS  :  Then 
I  will  say.  Sir,  that  I  should  like  to  know 
when  Westminster  Hall  is  to  be  once 
more  open  to  ^e  public,  and  when  next 
the  puolio  will  have  the  privilege  of  in- 
specting both  Houses  of  Parliament  on 
one  day  of  the  week  ?  That  was  a  privi- 
lege which  was  very  much  appreciated 
by  at  least  Uiose  who  oame  to  London 
from  the  Provinces.  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  edifice  in  the  Metropolis  which 
exoit^  a  greater  amount  of  interest  on 
the  part  of  our  countrymen  in  the  Pro- 
vinces than  this  edifice  does.  That  is  an 
interest  which  should  be  encouraged 
rather  than  checked ;  and  I  hope  it  will 
now  be  felt  that  the  time  has  arrived 
when  the  restrictions  ma^y  be  relaxed, 
and  when  the  right,  or  privilege,  formerly 
a^oyed  by  the  pubho  in  visiting  the 


Houses  of  Parliament  mi^  be  resttoed 
to  them. 

Mb.  D.  DATIES  (Cardigan):  The 
scarcity  of  accommodation  in  the  House 
is  a  matter  which  affects  me  personally. 
I  am  an  old  Member ;  but  ever  since  the 
commencement  of  the  present  Parlia- 
ment, I  have  not  been  able  to  get  a  seat 
at  all  upon  my  own  side  of  the  House. 
I  am  oiUy  an  intruder  on  the  Opposition 
Benches — I  am,  in  fact,  here  on  suffer- 
ance. I  sit  here,  because  I  find  that,  as 
a  rule,  there  is  more  room  on  this  side 
of  the  House  than  on  that ;  but  my 
constituents  are  rather  inclined  to  fear 
that  I  am  getting  a  bit  of  a  Tory,  and 
my  sitting  here  may  have  the  effect  of 
confirming  in  their  mind  thatfear.  Uy  in- 
ability to  find  a  seat  upon  my  proper  side 
of  the  House,  therefore,  may  be  a  serious 
matter  to  me  at  the  next  Election.  I 
think  it  is  rathw  hard  upon  me.  I  am 
willing  to  do  my  duty  to  my  ocmstituents 
— they  sent  me  here,  and  I  find  there  is 
no  seat  for  me.  I  think  it  is  a  great 
waste  of  time  to  come  down  three  hours 
before  the  House  meets.  I  think  the 
man  who  goes  about  the  place  without 
a  hat  rather  a  fool  than  otherwise.  I 
have  never  done,  and  I  will  not  do  it.  I 
am  getting  older  and  wiser,  and  I  shall 
be  very  much  surprised  if  the  new  men 
who  have  turned  us  out  of  our  places  do 
not  learn  wisdom  in  a  few  months.  I  do 
not  believe  in  the  new  Members.  I  have 
no  doubt  matters  will  right  themselves 
in  three  or  four  months ;  but,  in  the 
meantime,  we  are  to  be  punished.  When 
I  hare  complained  of  the  want  of  a  seat, 
I  have  been  told  I  can  go  up  to  the  Gal- 
lery. The  other  day,  I  heard  one  Qentle- 
man  speak  from  the  Oallery;  but  I 
thought  he  looked  rather  odd.  I  do  not 
want  to  go  into  the  Qallery  and  make  an 
ass  of  myself.  Oerttdnly,  the  inconTmi- 
ences  experienced  are  very  ipreat,  and  I 
think  it  is  very  likely  they  will  continue. 
They  will  untU  there  is  a  Dissolution ; 
and  I  have  got  it  in  my  mind  that  a 
Dissolution  is  not  very  far  off.  If  I 
have  to  sit  upon  the  Opposition  Benches, 
it  is  more  than  likely  that  some  of  my 
constituents  will  say  I  am  an  old  Tory. 
I  only  mention  this,  that  it  may  go  for- 
ward to  my  constituents  that  it  is  not 
my  fault  if  I  am  obliged  to  sit  on  the 
Tonr  Benches. 

The  LOED  of  the  TREASUEY 
(Mr.IjBVEsoK  Qowiat)  (Stafford,  N.W.): 
I  think  I  may  fairly  lay  it  down  as  a 
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general  principle,  that  these  buildings 
and  the  arrangements  of  the  House  are 
made  for  the  conTenienoe  of  hon.  Mem* 
hers,  and  that,  therefore,  any  represen- 
tations hon.  Members  may  make  vill  be 
carefully  looked  into  by  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works.  I  am  sure  my  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Morley)  will  do  what 
he  can  to  meet  any  reasonable  require- 
ment. The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Scotland  Division  of  Liver- 
pool (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  has  complained 
of  the  atmosphere  of  the  House.  I 
shoald  have  thought  that,  considering 
the  number  of  people  —  Members, 
strangers,  reporters,  and  others— who 
are  here  night  after  night,  the  atmo- 
sphere is  rather  good  than  otherwise. 
I  see  that  the  average  temperature  is 
63  degrees ;  but,  of  course,  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers desire  to  alter  the  temperature,  the 
mattOT  is  in  their  own  hands.  Person- 
ally, I  think  the  House  is  kept  at  a  very 
comfortable  temperature.  Besides,  as 
the  evening  wears  on,  the  ventilation 
improves,  and  that  is  to  be  attributed  to 
the  good  management  of  the  Yentilation 
Department.  There  are  very  few  varia- 
tions in  the  temperature.  There  may, 
however,  be  variations  in  the  tempera- 
ture of  hon.  Members  themselves,  ac- 
cording to  the  subjects  under  discussion, 
and  the  hour  at  which  the  subjects  are 
taken.  Such  variations,  of  course,  it  is 
impossible  to  prevent.  The  question  of 
intercommunication  is  a  very  important 
one,  and  I  am  glad  it  has  been  raised. 
The  Committee  will  remember  that  this 
evening  a  Question  was  asked  of  me  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  WalUiamstow 
Division  of  Essex  (Mr.  Buxton)  with  re- 
spect to  increased  communication,  and 
that  the  answer  I  gave  was — the  matter 
would  be  fully  considered.  I  may  say  that 
is  not  a  mere  phrase  ;  for  I  am  confident 
the  First  CommissionerofWorks  will  take 
every  step  in  order,  if  possible,  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  hon.  Members.  He 
will,  if  he  can,  so  arrange  that  Members 
in  the  Smoking  Boom  or  Library,  or 
other  rooms,  may  know  what  a  particular 
diTision  is  about,  m  who  the  speaker  is 
at  any  given  time.  As  to  the  Tellers,  I 
may  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  that  the  Tellers  in  a 
division  are  not  named  until  the  doors 
are  shut.  It  will  be  impossible,  there- 
fore, to  communicate  to  Members  the 
names  of  the  Tellns,  in  time  for  Mem- 
bers  in  the  library,  for  instance,  to  take 


part  in  the  division.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  asked  that  typewriters  should 
be  provided.  There  is  one  great  objec- 
tion to  typewriters,  and  it  is  that  they 
make  a  good  deal  of  noise.  Their  in- 
troduction, however,  is  really  a  matter 
of  arrangement  between  the  Speaker  and 
the  Librarian  of  the  House,  and  if  any 
representations  are  made  I  am  sure  they 
will  be  carefully  considered. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  think  it 
would  be  very  objectionable  to  put  type- 
writers in  the  LibrsjT,  because  of  the 
noise  they  make.  What  I  suggest  is, 
that  some  be  put  in  one  of  the  Com- 
mittee Booms  upstairs,  which  are  now 
absolutely  deserted, 

Mb.  LEVESON  GOWEB  :  But  the 
librarian  would  have  to  supply  them. 
In  regard  to  the  smells,  my  hon.  Friend 
(Dr.  Farqufaarson)  will  see,  from  the 
Estimates,  that  a  sum  of  £400  is  to  be 
devoted  to  sanitary  works.  It  is  possible 
that  these  works  may,  in  a  minor  degree, 
prevent  the  smells.  I  believe  the  bad 
smells  complained  of  arise  mainly  from 
two  causes — namely,  the  opening  of  a 
manhole  of  the  main  sewer  in  FarUa- 
ment  Street,  and  the  burning  of  refuse 
somewhere  up  the  river.  I  am  not 
stating  this  as  an  absolute  fact,  but  as 
one  of  the  theories  to  explain  the  preva- 
lence of  these  bad  smells.  With  regard 
to  the  manhole,  instructions  were  given 
in  the  proper  quarter  that  the  necessary 
means  should  be  taken  to  stop  the  nui- 
sance ;  but  as  to  the  burning;  of  refuse 
up  the  river,  it  is  not  within  the  pro- 
vince of  the  House  to  interfere.  It  is 
rather  a  matter  for  the  Inspector  of 
Nuisances.  I  will  not  detain  the  Com- 
mittee, but  will  merely  add  that  I  am 
sure  the  representations  made  by  hon. 
Members  either  to  the  Office  of  Works 
or  to  the  officers  of  this  House  will  meet 
with  every  consideration. 

Me.  LABOUCHEEE  (Northampton): 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Scotland  Di- 
vision of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
is  to  be  thanked  for  having  brought  on 
the  question  of  the  accommodation  in 
this  House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Car- 
diganshire (Mr.  D.  Davies)  says  the  new 
Members  are,  perhaps,  not  better  than 
the  old  ones,  and  that,  of  course,  is  a 
matter  of  opinion.  When  this  House 
was  originally  made,  it  consisted  of  a 
different  class  of  Members.  It  was  a 
House  of  private  Gentlemen,  who  thought 
it  was  not  necessary  to  come  down  here 
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to  listen  to  debates  or  to  take  part  in 
diTisions,  except  on  important  occasions. 
At  present,  however,  the  House  is 
largely  frequented  ,by  Members,  and  I 
think  it  is  a  good  thing.  When  a  man 
is  elected,  it  is  his  business  to  come  here 
to  take  part  in  divisions  and  discussions 
of  all  kinds.  But,  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, on  the  floor  of  this  House  there 
is  accommodation  for  but  one-third  of 
the  Members.  What  is  the  conse- 
quence ?  Why,  wo  have  to  come  down 
here  to  look  after  our  seats  at  an  early 
hour,  and  in  order  to  secure  them  have 
to  attend  Prayers.  ["  No.  no ! "]  An 
hon.  Member  says  "No ! "  but  I  main- 
tain that  the  on\j  reason  Members 
attend  so  early  is  to  secure  seats,  and  I 
will  show  that  it  is  so.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber knows  that  tho  men  of  light  and 
leading  sit  on  the  Treasury  and  Front 
Opposition  Benches.  These  Gentlemen 
can  get  seats  without  coming  to  Prayers, 
and  I  never  yet  knew  but  one  Gentle- 
man, either  amongst  the  Ministers  or 
ex-Ministers,  condescending  to  pray 
to  his  Maker  in  this  House ;  bo  that 
when  the  hon.  Member  says  '*  No !  "  he 
clearly  confesses  that  he  has  not  fol- 
lowed what  takes  place  on  the  Front 
Benches.  I  daresay  it  does  hon.  Mem- 
bers good  to  come  here  to  Prayers ;  but 
I  assert  that  hon.  Members  not  only 
oome  down  at  an  early  hour,  but  even 
attend  Prayers,  in  order  to  secure  seats. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Blackfriars 
Division  of  Glasgow  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry},  who  is  not  here,  I  think,  to- 
night, has  suggested  that  a  Select  Com- 
mittee should  be  appointed  to  look  into 
this  matter.  He  has  received  from  the 
Treasury  Bench  replies  of  a  somewhat 
evasive  character.  I  have  never  been 
able  quite  to  understand  whether  this 
Select  Committee  will  be  granted  or 
whether  it  will  not;  but  I  think  the 
tone  of  the  discussion  this  evening  ought 
to  show  the  Members  of  the  Government 
that  there  is  a  very  strong,  real,  and 
general  desire  on  the  part  of  Members 
o(  the  House  that  something  should  be 
done  to  afford  better  accommodation. 
The  feeling  is  that  a  House  can  be  made 
—that  acoustic  science  has  reached  a 
point  b^  which  it  can  be  made— capable 
pf  containine  all  its  Members.  Such  a 
House  would  not  have  to  be  very  much 
larger  than  the  present  Chamber ;  and 
I  think  the  change  ought  to  be  effected 
as  soon  as  possible.   At  any  rate,  I  do 

Mr.  Zdltmehere 


think  sufficient  ground  has  been  made 
out  for  giving  consent  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee  to  consider 
the  question.  I  do  not  know  who  is 
leading  the  House  just  now — whether  it 
is  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  or  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  (Mr.  Heneage) — but  I  do 
trust  that  someone  on  the  Front  Mi- 
nisterial Bench,  in  view  of  the  general 
desire  of  the  House  that  at  least  a  Select 
Committee  will  be  appointed,  will  de- 
clare that  the  Government  hare  decided 
upon  that  step. 

The  SECRETAET  to  the  TBEA- 
SURT  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowleb)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  I  quite  agree  with  the 
remark  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
as  to  its  being  a  primary  element  in  the 
comfort  of  hon.  Members  in  this  House 
that  they  should  be  assured  of  proper 
and  suitable  accommodation,  no  matter 
at  what  time  of  day  they  may  enter  the 
House;  but  I  do  not  agree  with  him  in 
his  opinion  on  bis  statement  of  fact  with 
reference  to  the  attendance  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers at  Prayers.  I  have  seen  in  attend- 
ance at  Prayers  Gentlemen  on  the  Front 
Ministerial  Bench  and  Gentlemen  on 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  I  think  it  undesirable 
that  the  test  of  attendance  at  Fri^era 
should  be  imposed  in  order  that  a  Mem- 
ber may  secure  a  seat.  This  question  of 
the  accommodation  of  Members  is  prac- 
tically in  the  hands  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Blackfriars 
Division  of  Glasgow  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry),  who  is  not  here  now,  but  who 
has  taken  great  interest  in  the  matter, 
and  has  already  moved  in  it.  The 
first  step  which  he  suggests  should 
be  taken  is,  that  the  Beport  of  the 
Select  Committee  which  sat  about  10 
years  ago,  and  which  thoroughly  dis- 
cussed this  subject  and  considered  the 
plans  of  the  late  Sir  Charles  Barry, 
should  be  printed  and  circulated.  I 
myself  endeavoured  to  obtain  tiiat  Re- 
port, but  was  not  successful,  the  Trea- 
sury at  the  time  not  being  prepared  to 
assent  to  the  expense.  However,  the 
Prime  Minister  has  consented  to  its 
being  printed,  and  it  will  be  in  Uie 
hands  of  hon.  Members  in  the  course  of 
a  few  days.  When  it  has  been  circu- 
lated, if  hon.  Gentlemen  think  it  desirable 
that  the  question  should  be  further  con- 
sidered, or  that  other  steps  should  be 
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taken,  then  will  be  the  time  for  the  Go- 
Terument  to  say  what  view  they  take 
with  regard  to  it.  I  am  sure  the  0o- 
vernmeot  will  take  an  Interest  in  the 
matter.  At  the  present  moment  they 
conceive  that  the  House  should  not 
embark  on  any  course  rashly,  although, 
at  the  same  time,  they  consider  that 
ererything  reasonable  ought  to  be  done 
to  meet  the  convenience  of  hou.  Mem- 
bers. The  first  Session  of  a  new  Par- 
liament differs  from  all  others.  When 
tlw  Parliament  of  1880  met,  the  tide  of 
attendance  at  first  rose  very  high,  and 
so  continued  for  the  first  two  or  three 
months ;  but  later  on  it  ceased  to  reach 
the  same  height,  and  so  far  as  the  years 
1681,  1882,  1883,  1884,  and  1885  were 
concerned,  the  accommodation  provided 
io  the  House  was  practically  found  to  be 
sufficient.  Whether  that  be  so  or  not, 
the  question  is  both  before  the  House 
and  the  GoTernment,  and  it  will  be  for 
them  to  decide  as  to  what  is  the  wisest 
course  to  take.  In  reference  to  dealing 
with  the  House  as  it  stands,  I  can  assure 
hon.  Members  that  it  is  the  desire  of  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  and  the 
Treasury  that  every  reasonable  expendi- 
ture should  be  incurred  to  promote  the 
comfort  of  hon.  Members.    The  main 

Soint  referred  to  to-night  by  the  hon. 
[ember  for  the  Scotland  Division  of 
liiverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  was  as 
to  some  mode  of  intercommunioation 
between  the  different  parts  of  the  House. 
I  am  entirely  at  one  with  him  on  the 

Sint.  It  seems  to  me  ridiculous  that  a 
ember  in  the  Lobby,  in  the  iJiniDg 
Koom,  the  Library,  or  elsewhere  in  the 
building,  should  have  no  means  of  know- 
ing what  is  going  on;  and  I  shall  cer- 
tainly think  the  inventive  faculties  of 
the  Office  of  Works  at  fault  if  no  remedy 
is  obtained.  I  cannot  subscribe  to  the 
opinion  that  the  House  is  ill- ventilated 
and  unhealthy.  If  hon.  Members  get 
headaches  through  bad  ventilation,  it 
is  not  in  the  House  itself  that  the  mis- 
chief is  caused,  but  in  the  Lobbies,  the 
paasagea,  and  the  Library.  The  House, 
ao  iar  as  ventilation  and  atmosphere  are 
concerned,  is  one  of  the  most  delightful 
buildings  in  the  Kinedom;  I  doubt  if 
any  other  building  has  so  completely 
solved  the  problem  of  ventilaUon  and 
warmth.  An  hon.  Member  says  it  is  too 
hot.  I  wish  he  would  come  and  sit  on 
the  Treasury  Bench ;  I  can  assure  him 
tlut  it  is  very  cold  here.   I  do  not  know  ' 


whether  the  cold  air  comes  in  from  be- 
hind the  Chair,  or  not ;  but  certainly  my 
complaint,  and  that  of  my  right  hon.  and 
hon.  Friends  who  sit  here,  goes  in  the 
opposite  direction  to  the  complaint  of 
the  hon.  Member.  I  think  an  atmo- 
sphere of  64  degrees  is  not  an  objection- 
able atmosphere ;  and,  though  we  are 
boimd  to  make  provision  for  tite  comfort 
of  the  talented  and  aspiring  and  pro- 
mising young  men  who  have  found  a 
place  in  this  House,  we  must  not  lose 
sight  of  the  older  men,  whose  experience 
is  valuable,  and  the  preservation  of 
whose  health  is  a  matter  of  some  import- 
ance.  As  to  the  sanitary  state  of  the 
buildings,  I  agree  that  the  smells  are 
very  bad  indeed.  They  are  very  bad 
now,  and  have  been  bad  the  whole  of 
this  week.  I  have  called  attention  to 
them,  and  am  of  opinion  that  steps 
should  be  taken  to  remedy  the  evil 
forthwith.  I  think  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Nottingham  (Mr.  Cor  veil 
Williams)  called  attention  to  the  exclu- 
sion of  the  public  from  Westminster 
Hal).  Well,  that  is  a  question  with 
which  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
and  the  Treasury  have  nothing  whatever 
to  do.  It  is  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the 
Home  Secretary,  who  is  responsible  for 
the  peace  of  the  country  and  the  public 
welfare.  If  a  Question  is  addressed  to 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  (Mr.  Childers) 
on  the  subject,  no  doubt  lie  will  give  an 
answer. 

Me.  OARVBLL  WILLIAMS :  And 
about  access  to  the  House  ? 

Mb.  henry  H.  FOWLER  :  The 
regulations  affecting  access  to  the  House 
are  in  the  hands  of  the  Speaker. 

Mb.  H.  CAMPBELL  (Fermanagh, 
&c.) :  I  wish  to  say  a  word  aa  to  the 
ventilation  and  atmosphere  of  this 
House,  as  I  have  had  some  experience 
of  the  Chamber  and  its  surroundings. 
If  any  hon.  Member  wishes  to  satisfy 
himself  as  to  the  state  of  the  atmosphere 
in  the  rooms  connected  with  this  HouEe, 
and  will  betake  himself  to  the  Tea  Boom, 
sit  down  and  take  a  cnp  of  tea  near  one 
of  the  windows,  or,  in  fact,  in  any  part 
of  the  room,  he  will  find  himself  at- 
tacked by  most  objecHoDable  and  dan- 
gerous draughts.  You  cannot  sit  down 
near  one  of  the  windows  nor  at  the  side 
of  the  room  for  half-an-hour,  without 
going  away  with  a  severe  cold.  So 
much  for  that.  Strong  representations 
have  been  made  here  on  the  question, 


Digitized  by  Google 


623  Supply—  Civil  f  COMMONS  | 


Service  EttimaUe.  524 


and  I  hope  that  the  authorities  of  the 
House  who  have  charj^e  of  the  matter 
will  attend  to  them.  If  the  atmosphere 
of  this  Ohamber  is  as  ^ood  as  hon. 
Members  have  urged,  it  is  as  well  to 
make  that  of  the  surrounding  rooms 
equally  perfect.  With  regard  to  the 
writinf^  materials  supplied  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers, they  are  far  below  in  quality  what 
would  be  found  in  the  poorest  office  in 
the  Oity.  Take  the  quality  of  the  note 
paper. 

The  OHAIBMAN  op  OOMMrFTEES : 
That  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  build* 
ing.  It  will  c(nue  under  the  Stationery 
Tote. 

Me.  H.  CAMPBELL :  I  thank  the 
House  for  the  indulgence  it  has  afforded 
me.  The  question  of  typewriters  is 
another  matter  in  whioh  I  and  several 
other  Members  of  this  House  are  in- 
terested. I  happen  to  use  a  typewriter, 
as  several  other  hon.  Members  do  ;  and 
anyone  who  has  used  one  for  any  length 
of  time  must  know  that  it  is  a  great  con- 
venience to  those  who  have  enormous 
duties  to  perform,  l^at  beiog  the  case, 
I  maintain  that  these  representations 
establish  the  necessity  of  putting  type- 
writers in  some  part  of  the  building.  It 
is  said  that  we  must  go  to  the  Librarian 
or  the  Speaker  for  these  things;  but 
that  is  clearly  a  method  of  shelving  the 
question,  ae  that  of  the  supply  of 
lockers  to  Members  has  been  shelved. 
At  present,  hon.  Members  have  no  place 
in  which  to  put  their  papers ;  and  I 
think  this  want  should  be  supplied.  I 
can  assure  the  Qovernment  that  the 
question  will  be  reverted  to  again  and 
again,  until  the  demand  of  hon.  Mem- 
Irars  is  satisBed. 

Mb.  DUOKHAM  fNorth  Hereford- 
shire,) :  We  are  called  upon  to  pay 
a  large  sum  for  the  restoration  of  "West- 
minster Hall.  The  matter  has  been  ad- 
verted to  in  the  columns  of  The  Ttmea  ; 
and,  as  the  House  is  aware,  Mr.  Dick- 
Peddie,  a  retired  architect  of  some  dis- 
tinction, a  Member  of  the  Committee, 
strongly  protested  against  the  plans 
adopted,  and  others  drew  attention  to  the 
subject,  and  took  great  interest  in  the 
proceedings  of  the  Committee  which  sat 
upon  it.  This  is  called  a  Vote  for  the 
restoradon  of  Westminster  Hall.  I  can- 
not imagine  anything  more  wide  of 
the  mark  than  that.  Those  grand  old 
flying  buttresses  which  we  can  now  see 
at  the  side  of  the  Hall  will  be  cut  off,  so 
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to  speak,  by  the  roof  of  the  new  building* 
Fart  of  these  buttresses  and  the  massive 
stone  corbels  from  which  they  spring, 
will  be  underneath  the  ceilings  of  the 
new  rooms.  There  will  be  a  series 
of  rooms  constructed  to  be  appropriated 
to  no  one  knows  whom  or  what;  and 
underneath  there  are  to  be  a  lot  of 
vaults.  Whether  or  not,  in  these  days 
of  teetotalism,  they  are  to  be  let  out  as 
wine  vaults,  I  do  not  know ;  but,  what- 
ever use  they  are  to  be  put  to,  I  certainly 
think  hon.  Members  ought  to  hesitate 
before  they  hastily  sanction  these  works, 
which  wo  know  will  be  so  costly.  It 
is  proposed  to  spend  £35,500,  and  for 
that  expenditure  we  shall  get  what  will 
be  of  little  or  no  use  whatever.  If  a 
cloister  were  made  alongside  the  Hall, 
where  carriages  and  horses  could  be 
sheltered  from  the  weather  during  the 
time  they  are  waiting  for  Members, 
there  would  be  some  use  in  spending 
money  rather  than  on  the  so-called  re- 
storation ;  but,  according  to  the  designs 
I  have  seen,  the  new  building  will  be  of 
no  use  to  anyone.  I  do  think  that  a 
Vote  of  this  kind  should  be  seriously 
considered  before  it  is  assented  to  by 
this  Committee. 

Sir  henry  HOLLAND  (Hamp- 
stead):  I  desire  to  address  a  few  re- 
marks to  the  Committee  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Buck- 
ham),  as  I  was  one  of  the  Members  of 
the  Committee  which  dealt  with  the 
question  of  the  restoration  of  Westmin- 
ster Hall.  The  term  "restoration"  is, 
to  a  certain  extent,  mideading,  as  the 
object  of  the  proposed  plan  is  not  exactly 
to  restore  buildings  which  have  been  on 
that  side  of  Westminster  Hall,  but  to 
erect  some  building  which  will  be  in 
charscter  with  the  Hall.  I  desire  to 
point  out  to  new  Members  that  this 
question  has  been  most  carefully  con- 
sidered by  a  Committee,  and  that  their 
Beport,  which  was  nearly  unanimous, 
was  adopted  by  the  House  la.Ht  Session 
by  a  very  large  majority,  after  a  long 
debate.  Moreover,  the  sum  of  £10,000 
has  already  been  voted  on  acoonnt.  The 
Committee  and  the  House  approved  of 
the  plan  suggested  by  Mr.  Pearson,  one 
of  the  most  eminent  architects  of  the 
day,  and  one  who  has  devoted  much 
time  and  thought  to  the  structure  and 
history  of  Westminster  Abbey  as  well 
as  of  the  Hall.  It  would  be  improper  for 
me  now  to  discuss  the  scheme ;  but,  with 
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reference  to  the  buttresses  to  which  the 
hoQ.  Member  has  alluded,  I  may  state 
that  their  condition  was  such  ULat  it 
would  have  been  impossible  to  have  kept 
them  in  the  manner  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member,  and  the  proposed  treat- 
ment of  them  will  not  hide  the  upper 
part  of  them.  As  to  the  vaults,  the  hon. 
Member  may  rest  assured  that  they  will 
not  be  let  out  as  wine  vaults.  In  truth, 
there  are  no  vaults  at  all,  as  under  the 
upper  rooms  there  is  only  a  long  pas- 
sage. Then  the  hon.  Member  has  sug- 
gested, in  lieu  of  the  proposed  buildtog, 
a  cloister  where  carriages  and  horsee 
could  take  shelter.  I  would  venture  to 
ask  either  new  Members  or  old  Members 
whether  such  a  proposal  would  be  con- 
sistent with  the  beauty  and  dignity  of 
such  a  building  as  Westminster  Hall  ? 

SiH  JULIAN  aOLDSMID  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  S.):  There  are  only  very  few 
lockers  for  the  use  of  hon.  Members. 
AVe  were  told  to-day  that  a  certain 
number  will  be  added,  and  an  hou. 
Member  very  properly  asked  whe- 
ther sufficient  for  all  Members  would  be 
supplied.  The  Committee  would  be 
glad  io  have  a  deGnite  statement  on 
that  head.  I  myself  should  be  glad 
to  have  a  locker ;  but  I  was  told  that 
I  was  not  one  of  the  first  to  make 
application,  and  that  therefore  I  might 
have  to  wait  until  the  Ides  of  March 
to  obtain  what  I  want.  I  do  not  wish 
to  wait  until  tiie  Ides  of  March ;  there- 
fore, I  should  like  now  to  ask  whethOT 
this  aooommodation  will  be  g^ven  to  all 
hon.  Members  ? 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  In  spite  of  what  has  fallen 
from  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  I 
remain  of  the  opinion  I  expressed  with 
regard  to  the  atmosphere  of  this  House. 
It  may  be  that  the  Irish  physique  is 
different  to  others ;  but  the  fact  remains 
that  the  atmosphere  to  us  is  bad,  and  it 
affords  us  an  additional  reason  for  the 
demand  for  a  Parliameot  of  our  own. 
With  regard  to  what  has  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Belfast  (Mr. 
Johnston),  I  would  inform  him  that 
when  I  complain  of  the  atmosphere  in 
the  House  it  is  not,  as  he  seems  to  ima- 
gine, beoanse  I  believe  that  I  and  my 
Friends  will  have  to  tolerate  it  much 
longer.  That  is  not  my^idea.  I  do  not 
mind  telling  him  a  secret.  My  opinion 
is  that  the  more  comfortable  this  House 
is  made,  the  more  frequently  my  hon. 


Friends  will  attend,  and  the  more  fre- 
quently they  attend  the  more  frequently 
Uiey  will  vote,  and  the  oftener  they  vote 
the  sooner  there  will  be  an  end  of  them 
here.  I  see  in  the  Estimate  an  item— 
"Cost  of  lighting  by  electricity  the 
House  of  Commons  and  Offices,  £460 ; " 
and  another  item — "  Supply  of  oil  lamps 
for  the  Committee  Booms,  Lobbies,  Re- 
porters' Booms,  Besidences,  £1,680." 
Why,  if  the  cost  of  electricity  is  so 
small,  should  we  not  have  more  of  it? 
I  think  the  House  would  be  vastly  im- 
proved if  we  had  electricity  iu  place  of 
gas.  I  feel  conrinoed  tliat  the  gas  over* 
head,  above  the  glass  roof  of  the  House, 
is  as  largely  responsible  for  the  intole- 
rable heat  we  endore  as  the  stubborn 
heart  of  the  Committee.  I  think  electric 
lighting  would  remedy  the  evil  of  which 
we  complain.  The  electric  light  was 
tried  here  once ;  I  remember  the  night 
very  well.  I  came  iu,  and  by  the 
light  of  the  electric  lamps  saw  the  Prime 
Minister  standing  at  the  Box  and  making 
a  very  eloquent  speech.  Tho  light 
seemed  to  me  to  be  perfectly  satisfac- 
tory; I  do  not  know  why  it  was  not 
continued.  Some  thought  that  it  made 
Uieir  faces  and  figures  a  little  too  appa- 
rent ;  but  I  am  sure  the  outlines  of  the 
fine  Vaudyck  face  of  the  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands) 
have  nothing  to  fear  from  the  glare  of  the 
electric  light.  The  hon.  Member,  I 
trust,  will  join  with  me  in  urging  the 
Government  to  substitute  for  the  gas 
above  our  heads  the  cooler  and  more 
grateful  illumination  of  electric!^.  In 
conclusion,  I  would  say  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
if  about  two  years  hence  certain  events 
have  not  come  to  pass,  and  the  hon. 
Member  renews  his  offer  of  a  place  on 
the  Treasury  Bench,  I  promise  to  give  it 
serious  consideration. 

The  SECBETAEY  to  the  TBEA- 
SURT  Mr.  Henby  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  :  The  question  of  elec- 
tric lighting  was  fully  considered  in  the 
last  Parliament,  and  there  was  an  over- 
whelming  consensus  of  opinion  against 
it.  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  who  was  then 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  was  rather 
anxious  that  the  experiment  should  be 
tried ;  it  was  tried,  and  the  House  was 
dissatisfied  with  it.  It  was  done  away 
with.  With  regard  to  the  question  « 
heat,  I  have  been  always  under  the  im- 
pression—thongh,  no  doubt,  some  hon. 
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Hembeni  may  Icnow  more  of  these  things 
than  myself— that  the  gas  is  so  arranged 
that  no  heat  can  descend  from  it. 
I  hare  always  understood  the  light 
we  receive  to  be  a  reflected  light. 
As  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  St.  Fancraa  (Sir 
Julian  Goldsmid),  I  have  to  say  that  we 
are  doing  the  beat  we  can  with  reference 
to  the  lookers.  We  have  only  a  limited 
amount  of  space  to  put  at  the  disposal  of 
hon.  Members;  but  we  have  every  reason 
to  believe  that  when  the  available  space 
is  ftilly  utilized,  it  will  be  found  that  we 
have  a  locker  for  each  Member.  With 
regard  to  what  fell  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Leominster  Division  of  Here- 
fordshire (Mr.  Duokham^as  to  therestora- 
tion  of  Westminster  Hall,  I  would  point 
out  tliat  the  matter  was  discussed  in  the 
late  Puliament,  that  we  had  a  debate 
lasting  six  hours  upon  it,  and  that  a 
greatdivision  was  taken  in  which  only  40 
hon.  Members  voted  against  the  scheme. 
Having  regard  to  the  shortness  of  life, 
and  the  multiplicity  of  subjects  we  have 
to  deal  with  in  this  House,  I  think  we 
may  regard  that  as  a  closed  question. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.):  I 
do  not  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  with  regard  to  the  de- 
sirability of  lowering  the  temperature  of 
the  House.  If  it  is  too  hot  for  him  let 
him  have  a  private  refrigerator  for  him- 
self— Ishould  not  grudge  himthe  luxury. 
But  I  do  agree  with  him  on  the  ques- 
tion of  electric  lighting.  As  to  the  ex- 
periment the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
refers  to,  it  was  a  very  partial  one.  It 
was  only  made  one  night,  T  think.  I 
am  told  that  the  ladies  object  to  gas- 
light—that it  interferes  with  their  oom- 
lexion.  I  do  not  know  if  hon.  Mem- 
ers  object  to  electricity  on  that  ground. 
However  that  may  be,  I  think  the  ex- 
periment is  worth  repeating.  When  we 
tried  the  experiment,  electricity  had  not 
made  the  progress  in  this  House  that  it 
has  riuce  achieved.  We  had  not  the 
electric  light  in  the  Library  and  the  side 
Lobbies  that  we  have  now.  If  anyone 
thinks  it  better  to  have  gas  for  this 
Chamber  than  electricity,  let  him  go 
upstairs  as  I  have  done  and  examine 
the  lighting  arrangements.  They  have 
as  little  wood  as  possible  for  fear  of  fire ; 
but,  small  as  is  the  amount  of  wood  in 
use,  the  danger  is  great.  No  doubt 
everything  is  done  scientifically ;  but  I 
oannot  beUeve  tiiat  it  ia  healthy  to  have 
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that  extremely  hot  place  between  the 
roof  of  the  building  and  the  House. 
Anyone  who  goes  upstairs  and  sees  the 
extraordinary  mass  of  light  there  is, 
must  come  to  the  conoloston  that  elec- 
tricity would  be  infinitely  preferaUe  to 
gas. 

Me.  HARRIS  (Galway,  E.)  :  I  have 
been  in  many  public  gallaries,  in  many 
ohurohes,  and  other  public  buildings ; 
but  I  must  say,  wherever  I  have  been, 
I  have  never  experienced  so  bad  an  at- 
mosphere as  I  have  experienced  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  It  seems  to  me  to 
be  entirely  owing  to  the  want  of  having- 
some  scientific  man  who  understands 
ventilation  to  take  the  subject  in  hand. 
I  feel  that  whoever  has  ohai^e  of  the 
ventilation  arrangranents  take  duties  on 
themselves  that  they  do  not  understand 
or  know  how  to  perform.  If  it  is  pos- 
sible to  get  someone  fully  competent  to 
deal  with  the  matter,  it  would  be  Tery 
desirable  to  do  so,  out  of  consideration 
for  the  health  and  convenience  of  hon. 
Members. 

I>H.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid): 
People  have  a  right  to  take  care  of 
themselves,  and  always  do  so  ;  and  it  is 
owing  to  this  circumstance  probably 
that  to-night  we  have  heard  so  many 
remarks  concerning  the  atmosphere  and 
temperature  and  ventilation  and  drain- 
age of  the  House.  Though  much  has 
been  said  on  the  subject  of  temperatore, 
this  interesting  fact  has  not  been  re- 
marked upon— that  that  temperature 
varies.  It  varies  in  different  ways — it 
has  done  so  very  frequently  in  the 
course  of  this  evening.  And  not  only 
that,  but  everyone  who  sits  on  these 
Benches  cannot  look  around  without 
being  cognizant  of  the  fact  that  we  are 
at  this  moment  inhaling  a  vapour. 
Where  does  that  vapour  which  is  bo 
detrimental  to  everyone  who  sits  on 
the  floor  of  this  House  come  from  ? 
Partly  it  is  owing  to  the  bad  system 
that  you  have  at  work  in  the  House. 
You  have  air  pumped  up  through  the 
floor—and  I  would  ask  hon.  Members 
to  take  cognizance  of  that — it  is  pumped 
through  the  floor,  through  some  musty 
tarpauhng  arraneements  which  must 
necessarily  be  filled  with  dust.  The 
heated  air  must  carry  up  particles  of 
dust  which  wo  must  alt  inhale.  If  any- 
one doubts  this,  let  him  pass  up  from 
the  floor  of  the  House  to  the  Gallery, 
and  see  what  oomes  to  pasa  there.  The 
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air  OQ  the  floor  is  not  the  same  as  it  is 
in  the  GttUertes.  I  trust  the  Committee 
will  excuse  me  offering  these  few  re- 
marks ;  but  STetyone  likes  to  look  after 
himself,  and  Members  of  this  House  are 
second  to  none  in  that  respect.  Though 
the  time  may  come  when  the  Irish 
Members  will  have  to  leave  this  House 
— I  am  sure  we  hope  it  may  come  soon 
— at  the  same  time,  there  is  no  reason 
why  the  evils  that  exist  in  the  House, 
and  whichare  capableof  being  remedied, 
should  go  on  for  ever. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

{&.)  £600,  GKndon  Honmnent. 

(6.)  £193,221,  Fublio  BaUdings, 
Great  Britain. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  (Burnley) :  I  think 
this  is  a  Vote  of  very  serious  importance, 
and  one  on  which  a  very  considerable 
econonay  may  be  effected  by  care  on  the 
part  of  the  Treasury.  Hon.  Members 
will  o'bserve  that  under  Sub-head  0. 
there  is  a  very  considerable  increase 
from  £39,000  odd  to  nearly  £48,000,  an 
increase  of  nearly  £8,000.  Of  that  in- 
crease, £2,800  is  charged  for  the  rent  of 
Dover  House,  Whitehall,  which  is  pro- 
posed to  be  used  for  the  accommodation 
of  the  Seoretary  for  Scotland.  It  seems 
an  extraordinary  sum  to  pay ;  still,  that 
is  the  charge,  and  it  represents  the 
value  of  the  house  which,  under  the 
late  Government,  was  voted  in  this 
House  for  the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  I 
think  the  Committee  might  very  pro- 
perly desire  to  consider  how  far  such  an 
arrangement  as  that  is  justifiable.  I 
shall  De  glad  to  hear  from  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
why  an  office  for  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land might  not  have  been  provided  in 
the  Home  Office,  instead  of  this  veiy 
large  building  having  been  provided. 
Oonsidering  the  amount  of  business 
which  is  likely  to  come  into  the  ofS.ce,  I 
think  it  will  be  found  Uiat  a  property 
the  rental  of  which  is  £3.800,  is  very 
much  in  excess  of  that  which  ought  to 
have  been  obtained  for  the  purpose.  I 
will  not  move  the  rednotion  of  the  Vote 
sow,  although  it  may  be  necessary  to  do 
to  later  on.  There  is  another  la:^  in- 
crease which  is  for  temporary  offices  for 
the  Admiralty.  This  is  an  increase  of 
£3,700,  and  I  shall  be  glad  to  hear  under 
what  circumstances  these  temporary 
offices  are  required.   Another  large  sun 
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is  £700  a-year  for  the  rent  of  No.  34, 
Queen  Anne's  Gate,  and  I  should  like 
to  know  for  what  purpose  that  house 
has  been  taken  ?  If  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North- West  Stafford  (Mr. 
Leveson  Gower)  can  tell  me — I  should 
like  to  ask  him  what  means  were  taken 
to  determine  what  amount  of  rent  ought 
properly  to  have  been  paid,  and  whether 
he  is  satisfied  that  the  Government  are 
not  paying  a  very  much  higher  sum  than 
other  persons  ocuupying  similar  houses 
close  by?  Well,  I  have  alluded  to 
several  increases  in  which  new  charges 
have  come  upon  the  Vote,  and  which  I 
think  deswre  attention.  I  should  like 
to  make  a  general  remark  on  the  total 
sum  we  are  called  upon  to  pay.  I  would 
ask  my  hon.  Friend  whether  it  would 
not  be  possible,  by  thoroughly  over- 
hauling the  expenditure  under  these 
different  heads,  to  materially  diminish 
the  charge  under  this  Vote?  I  know 
that  there  is  a  disposition  in  Public  De- 
partments to  get  accommodation  of  this 
kind  without  considering  the  cost ;  but 
it  appears  to  me  that  a  considerable  re- 
duction might  be  made  in  the  total  sum 
of  £44,883  now  charged  for  the  rent  of 
offices,  especially  if  some  of  the  unoc- 
cupied rooms,  of  which  there  are  many, 
in  the  House  of  Commons  were  utilized. 
The  late  Commissioner  of  Works  was  of 
the  opinion  that  some  of  these  rooms 
might  be  so  used,  instead  of  remaining, 
as  they  were  at  present,  altogether  use- 
less. I  shall  be  glad  to  hear  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Government  will 
do  something  in  regard  to  these  matters. 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowlee)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  :  I  agree  to  some  extent 
with  the  observations  of  my  hon.  Friend 
in  regard  to  these  rents,  and  I  should  be 
glad  to  see  my  way  to  get  rid  of  some 
of  them.  With  regard  to  the  particular 
question  of  the  sum  of  £3,700  for  the 
house  in  Northumberland  Avenue,  and 
the  £700  for  No.  34,  Queen  Anne's  Gate, 
those  are  offices  or  premises  taken  for 
the  use  of  the  Admiralty  pending  the 
rebuilding  of  the  Admiralty  Offices  in 
WhitehaH.  Having  regard  to  the 
position  of  those  buildings,  I  do  not 
think  that  any  mistake  was  made  in 
regard  to  the  rents  which  are  to  be 
paid.  I  will  not  go  into  the  subject  of 
the  new  Admiralty  Offices,  because  it 
was  promised  that  Notice  bhould  be 
given  when  the  disoussion  of  that  matter 
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is  to  be  taken.  In  reference  to  the  rent 
paid  for  Dover  House,  I  am  not  going 
to  defend  that  at  all.  impression 
ia  that  the  taking  of  this  house  for 
Scotch  business  is  an  indefensible  ar< 
rangement  altogether,   and  the  rent 

Said,  amounting  to  £2,800,  I  consi- 
or  to  be  an  extravagant  ezpenditure. 
I  find,  with  regard  to  Ireland,  that  the 
amount  paid  for  the  Irish  OfiG.ce,  where, 
with  all  due  respect  to  Scotland,  there 
is  quite  as  much  business  transacted  as 
at  the  Scotch  Office,  is  only  £550  a-year ; 
and  I  think  that  suitable  offices  might 
have  been  obtained  for  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  at  a  rent  somewhere  between 
this  amount  and  the  large  sum  now  paid 
for  it.  It  was  not  the  intention  of  the 
late  Liberal  Government  to  appropriate 
Dover  House  for  such  a  purpose ;  and  I 
can  assure  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley 
(Mr.  Bylands)  that  the  placing  it  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Secretary  for  Gotland  is 
a  temporary  arrangement,  and  thematter 
will  be  further  considered.  If  tbe  opi- 
nion of  the  Committee  should  coincide 
with  that  of  the  hon.  Member,  that  the 
sum  is  too  large,  the  Government  will 
do  their  best  to  carry  out  the  wishes 
of  the  Committee.  The  rent  of  the 
houses  in  Queen  Anne's  Gate  is  mixed 
up  with  the  greater  question  of  the 
new  Admiralty  Offices,  and  I  do  not 
think  the  premises  could  have  been 
obtained  at  a  lower  rent.  The  rent  was 
fixed  by  the  Board  of  Works,  and  I 
think  the  hon.  Member  may  rest  as- 
sured that  the  sum  paid  is  the  market 
value.  In  regard  to  the  general  Tote, 
I  may  say  that  a  great  number  of  public 
buildings  are  included  in  the  amount. 
We  have  done  all  in  our  power  to  keep 
it  down  to  as  low  a  figure  as  possible ; 
and  I  do  not  think  that  we  could  have 
done  any  more  conustently  with  the 
actual  exigencies  of  the  Public  Service. 

Captain  VEBNET  (North  Bucks) : 
The  Vote  which  I  wish  to  call  attention 
to  is  the  Yote  relating  to  Menai  Bridge. 
I  refer  to  Vote  8,  which  deals  with  the 
ordinary  repairs  of  asphhalte  and  road- 
ways. I  wish  the  Committee  to  con- 
sider the  peculiar  position  of  the  Menai 
Bridge ;  because,  with  the  exception  of 
the  railway  tubular  bridge,  it  is  the 
only  means  of  getting  from  the  Island 
of  Anglesey  to  the  mainland,  the 
ferries  being  made  use  of  only  in  favour- 
able oircamstanoes.  It  connects  two 
counties,  and,  in  my  opinion,  is  a  great 
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national  work,  and  the  responsibility  for 
it  is  mudt  too  important  amatterforit  to 
be  handed  over  to  the  authorities  of 
the  two  counties ;  and  therefore  it  re- 
mains as  a  great  Qovemment  work. 
Well,  the  tolk  upon  this  bridge  are 
^uite  unreasonable,  and  inflict  a  great 
injury  upon  the  counties  of  Anpfles^ 
and  Carnarvon,  especially  as  the  bridge  is 
largely  used  by  tourists,  who  come  to 
view  the  beautiful  scenery  which  abounds 
in  its  neighbourhood.  The  tourists 
drive  up  to  one  end  of  the  bridge 
and  leave  their  carriages  because  of 
the  heavy  tolls.  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to  consider 
the  question  of  this  burden  of  heavy 
tolls  which  fall  upon  those  living  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  bridge.  A  small 
carriage  with  four  wheus,  such  as 
tourists  generally  use,  is  <^arged  \a. 
to  cross  the  bridge.  That  is  a  heavy  tax 
for  a  miserable  one-horse  carriage  to 

Eay  for  crossing;  but  if  there  an  two 
oraes,  the  charge  is  2«.  What  we  want 
tiie  hon.  Member  to  consider  is,  whether 
he  will  not  let  the  toll  be  aunif  arm  one  of 
^d.  per  horse.  There  is  a  gentleman  living 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  bridge,  who 
drives  a  "random  tandem"  —  three 
horses  in  a  row — and  he  is  only  called 
upon  to  pay  6ff.  for  crossing,  because  his 
trap  has  only  two  wheels.  This  is  a  very 
important  matter  to  all  in  North  Wales. 
I  believe  that  if  the  tolls  were  reduced 
the  bridge  would  be  much  more  used 
than  it  is  at  present ;  and  I  trust  that 
some  hope  will  be  held  out  to  us  that 
these  matters  will  be  put  in  a  more 
favourable  position. 

The  SECBETABY  to  the  TBEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowleb)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  I  hope  the  Com- 
mittee will  appl^  to  Wales  the  same 
principle  which  it  has  applied  to  Lon- 
don. The  proposition  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  is,  that  the  care  of 
this  bridge,  which  is  a  local  matter,  and 
any  loss  sustained  in  its  maintenance, 
shall  be  thrown  upon  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  Now,  I  should  like  to  point  out 
that  this  bridge  was  built  out  of  loans 
advanced  by  the  Government ;  and  with- 
out goiog  into  details  at  too  great  a 
length,  I  may  mention  that  on  the  Slst 
of  March,  1885,  the  principal  debt  due 
to  the  Governmont  was  £231,498,  and 
I  there  was  an  accumulation  with  in- 
I  terest  of  £471|ft07,  making  a  total 
liability  in  respect  of  the  l>ridge  of 
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£702,805.  Now,  the  tolls  of  which  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  complains  have 
amounted  since  1873  to  £18,510,  and  it 
has  cost  the  Government  duriog  that 
period  £10,800.  In  that  sum  there  is 
no  charge  for  interest,  but  only  for 
actual  working,  and  our  net  profit  on 
this  bridge  has  been  only  £641  per 
annum.  In  1881  an  offer  was  made  to 
the  Local  Authorities  of  Anglesea  and 
GaTnarTon  to  hand  over  the  bridge  on 
payment  of  a  lump  sum,  but  the  offer 
iras  declined  by  both  counties;  and, 
under  these  oircnmstances,  my  hoD.  and 
gallant  Friend  comes  and  aaka  us  to 
make  a  still  further  reduction  in  the 
tDlla.  However,  I  can  hold  out  no  hope 
that  the  Government  will  consent. 

Mr.  BAKEE  (Frome) :  I  was  risiog 
for  the  purpose  of  drawing  attention  to 
the  very  same  facts  which  have  been 
mentioned  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Fowler)  when  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  (Captain  Yerney)  inter- 
posed. I  should  like  to  refer  for  one 
moment  to  the  question  of  Dover  House. 
The  rent  certainly  doea  seem  an  enor- 
mous one  for  the  purpose  to  which  the 
premise!  are  going  to  be  applied ;  and 
if  we  pass  the  Vote  now,  we  shall  be 
relying  upon  the  promise  of  the  hon. 
Member  that  such  a  sum  for  the  Office 
of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  will  not 
appear  again  in  any  fbture  Estimates. 

Mb.  T.  H.BOLTON (8t.Panera8,N.): 
I  wish  to  call  attention  to  this  sum  of 
£32,000,  which  is  put  down  for  the  pur- 
chase of  premises  in  Staple  Inn  for  the 
accommodation  of  the  Patent  Office. 
Staple  Inn  is  a  property  belonging  to  a 
Society  of  a  very  ancient  character, 
established  in  order  to  increase  the 
knowledge  of  the  law.  The  gentlemen 
who  had  control  over  it,  instead  of 
continuing  its  existence  so  as  to  promote 
lep^l  education  and  to  continue  legal  in- 
stittttiona,  thought  proper  to  allow  their 
numbers  to  gradually  decrease,  and  then 
to  appropriate  the  corporate  proper^  to 
their  own  personal  advantage.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  now  pur- 
chased a  portion  of  the  property  which 
has  been  misappropriated.  I  should 
like  to  hare  some  exfjanation  as  to  the 
circamstanoea  under  whieh  the  purchase 
has  been  made,  in  order  that  some  light 
may  be  thrown  on  the  transaction  to 
which  I  have  referred ;  and  I  should 
like  some  information  as  to  the  way  in 
which  the  price  to  be  paid  has  been 


arrived  at.  I  am  informed  that  the  total 
price  of  the  whole  Inn,  when  the  Govern- 
ing Body  disposed  of  it,  was  something 
like  £60.000  or  £70,000  ;  and  although 
I  do  not  know  how  much  of  it  the  Go- 
vernment have  now  bought,  £32,000 
certainly  seems  a  large  price  to  pay  for 
a  portion.  I  should  like  to  know  also 
what  the  Government  propose  to  do  as 
to  the  title  to  this  property — whether^ 
in  the  investigation  of  the  title,  they  can 
look  into  the  misappropriation  of  which 
I  complain  ? 

Mr.  lOMLTNSON  (Preston) :  Ishould 
like  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler)  what  ha  meant  by  his  remarks 
in  regard  to  Dover  House?  He  has 
told  us  that  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
can  be  housed  more  cheaply,  and  that 
the  present  arrangement  is  only  to  be 
temporary.  However  that  may  be,  his 
statement  seemed  to  me  to  be  left  some- 
what in  obscurity  as  to  whether  Dover 
House  is  eventually  to  be  used  for 
Public  Office  purposes  at  all,  or  whether 
it  is  going  to  be  turned  back  into  the 
position  of  a  private  residence.  I  can- 
not help  thinking  that,  whatever  hap- 
pens, we  should  have  an  assurance  from 
the  Government  that  this  house,  which 
is  BO  well  situated  for  public  purposes, 
shall  not  be  allowed  to  go  into  private 
occupation  again, 

Mb.  ILLINQWORTH(Bradford,"W.): 
I  think  that  the  case  which  has  recently 
been  made  out,  in  regard  to  the  expen- 
diture on  London  and  the  country,  is 
very  much  streogthened  by  this  Vote. 
Here  there  is  a  large  expenditure,  and 
nearly  all  of  it  expended  on  London.  I 
wish  to  saythisott  behalf  of  myhon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands), 
that  he  recognizes  the  observations 
which  were  made  by  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  as 
a  distinct  pledge  that  this  question  of 
Dover  House  will  be  looked  into  by  the 
Government  during  the  year,  with  a 
view  of  seeing  that  the  country  is  not 
subjected  to  so  heavy  a  charge  as  £2,800 
a-year  for  the  purpose  of  providing  an 
office  for  the  Secretary  for  Sootlwd. 

Mr.  THOBOLD  ItOGERS  (South- 
wark,  Bermondsey] :  I  should  like  to  ask 
whether  these  are  not  the  facts  in  regard 
to  the  Menai  Bridge?  It  is  true  that 
it  has  cost  a  great  deal  of  money ;  but 
was  it  not  originally  constructed  with 
the  view  of  completing  an  expeditious 


Digitized  by  Google 


535  Supplif— Civil 


\  OOUMONS}  Serviee  EttimatM.  536 


military  route  to  Ireland ;  and  is  it  not 
maintained  to  enable  ua  to  move  troops 
rapidly  should  occasion  require?  If 
that  is  so,  it  is  not  quite  fair  that  the 
burden  of  the  cost  should  be  thrown 
upon  the  two  pooreet  counties  in  Wales. 
It  is  distinctly  a  road  oooBtructed  and 
maintained  for  GoverDmental  purposes  ; 
and,  therefore,  I  think  the  burden  of  its 
maintenance  ought  to  be  borao  by  the 
Imperial  Exchequer.  I  want  to  know, 
also,  why  we  should  be  called  upon  to 
pay  for  ica  pro  rements  to  Aberdeen  Uni- 
rersity  and  Marischal  OoUefe  ?  I  do 
think  it  is  shabby  that  the  richest  of  the 
Three  Kingdoms,  Scotland,  should  come 
upon  the  English  Exchequer  for  repairs 
in  their  Unirersities,  and  for  large  sub- 
rentions  to  their  institutions.  TheUni- 
veraities  of  Oxford,  Oambridge  and  Man- 
chester pay  their  own  way;  and  I  do 
not  think  it  is  fair  that  this  House 
should  be  called  upon  to  pay  for  these 
trivial  things,  and  I  tbiuk  that  they 
ought  to  be  resisted.  I  want  to  know 
why  windows  erected  in  Marischal  Ool- 
lege  should  be  obarged  to  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  ? 

The  SEOEETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Henet  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
yerhampton) :  I  cannot  say  for  what 
purpose  the  Menai  Bridge  was  originally 
required.  In  reference  to  the  Scotch 
Unirersities,  the  question  involres  a  very 
old  story  and  avery  old  bargain,  when  the 
Crown  undertook  to  supply  the  Uniyer- 
sities  with  certain  necessaries.  As  to 
Dover  House,  I  can  assure  hon.  Mem- 
bers, who  are  anxious  on  the  subject, 
that  the  Qovernment  have  not  the 
slightest  intention  of  parting  with  it. 
It  is  far  too  valuable  a  property,  and 
far  too  valuable  a  site ;  but  what  I 
wi^ed  to  point  out  was  that  £2,800 
a-year  was  to  high  a  rent  to  pay  for  the 
offices  of  the  Scotch  Department.  I  do 
not  know  what  the  judgment  of  the 
(Jovemment  will  be,  but  they  will  cer- 
tainly consider  the  necessity  of  paying 
£2,800  a-year  for  an  office  for  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland.  With  regard  to 
Staple  Inn,  I  am  not  able  to  discuss 
the  question  as  to  whether  the  autho- 
rities at  that  Institution  were  justified  or 
not  in  selling  their  property,  and  whe- 
ther or  not  they  ought  to  have  appro- 
priated the  proceeds  to  legal  education. 
All  I  can  say  is  this — that  before  they 
part  with  their  money,  the  Oorernment 
will  take  care  that  they  have  a  good 
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title  to  the  property.  The  question  is, 
whether  we  are  giving  a  proper  price, 
when  we  are  giving  £32,000  and  when 
the  present  rental  is  £1,575  a-year? 
The  purchase  was  negotiated  by  a 
very  eminent  surveyor,  and  he  was 
satisfied  that  the  property  was  welt  piu- 
chased  at  the  sum  of  £32,000. 

Me.  J.  WILSON  (Edinburgh,  Cen- 
tral) :  In  regard  to  Dover  House,  it  is 
proper  to  remind  the  Committee  that 
not  only  the  business  of  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  but  the  entire  business  of  the 
Lord  Advocate  is  done  there.  In  short, 
the  entire  business  of  Scotland,  both 
legal  and  civil,  is  done  there.  It  is  said 
that  the  rent  is  a  very  high  one ;  but 
hon.  Members  may  know  that  rents 
are  all  high  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Whitehall.  I  trust  that  the  business  of 
the  Scotch  Department  will  not  be  re- 
moved from  Dover  House,  and  that  it 
will  not  be  relegated,  as  it  has  been  in 
the  past,  to  some  back  lobby  in  a  top 
flat.  I  find  that  the  Receiver  in  Bank- 
ruptcy paya  £2,400  for  his  office,  and 
yet  the  Committee  begrudge  this  £2,800 
for  the  entire  business  of  Scotland.  I 
have  been  surprised  to  hear  hon.  Mem- 
bers object  to  the  appropriation  of  Dover 
House  to  the  business  of  Scotland,  on 
the  ground  thatthe  cost  to  the  ' '  English  " 
Excl  lequer  would  be  large.  I  submit, 
however,  that  surely  Scotland  has  as 
great  a  claim  upon  the  Exchequer  as 
England  ;  and  hon.  Members  may  rest 
assured  that  when  Scotlandgetsonesmall 
quantum  out  of  the  Exchequer,  it  gets 
nothing  more  than  it  has  paid  for.  I 
see  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle* 
man  the  ex-Lord  Advocate  in  his  place 
(Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Maedonald).  I  am  sorry  he 
was  not  here  sooner ;  but  I  should  like 
to  ask  him  his  opinion  as  to  what  better 
use  Dover  House  oould  be  put  to,  now 
that  it  has  been  adapted  to  its  pur- 
pose as  the  office  of  the  Scotch  Depart- 
ment? 

ViscoUMT  WOLMER(  Hants,  Peters- 
field]  :  I  see  that  there  is  a  charge  for 
the  maintenance  and  lighting  of  West- 
minster Bridge.  Now,  it  appears  to  me 
that  these  matters  ought  to  be  paid  for 
out  of  the  rates  of  London,  and  not  out 
of  the  national  finances.  As  a  county 
Member,  I  cannot  see  why  the  country 
should  be  called  upon  to  pay  for  the 
lighting  of  these  parts  for  the  benefit  of 
the  population  of  Loudon.  I  beUeve 
thiU  there  is  to  be  another  bridge  built 

Digitized  by  Google 


587  Supply —Civil  {March 


II,  1886}         Serriee  EttimaUs.  638 


below  London  Bridge;  bnt  I  do  not  know 
that  they  are  going  to  ask  us  to  pay  for 
the  lighting  of  it  out  of  the  general  rates 
of  the  county. 

Mr.  OARVELL  "WILLIAMS  (Not- 
tmgham,  8.):  I  wish  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
for  information  with  regard  to  two  items 
in  this  Estimate.  The  first  has  reference 
to  the  repairs  of  the  fabric  of  Glasgow 
Cathedral,  for  which  there  is  a  charge  of 
£400.  I  assume  that  the  case  of  Glasgow 
Cathedral  differs  from  that  of  others,  as 
being  tinder  the  oontrol  of  Her  Majesty's 
Bosm  of  Works ;  and  If  that  example  be 
followed  it  will  form  a  usefql  precedent 
Ibr  l^slation  in  fnture.  I  would  like 
to  know  if  this  Vote  appears  on  the  Esti- 
mates for  the  first  time,  or  whether  the 
total  Vote  has  receiyed  the  sanction  of 
the  House  at  a  previous  time  ?  I  would 
also  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
there  is  any  property,  by  the  rereoue 
of  whioh  the  Cathedral  benefits  f  My 
second  question  has  reference  to  the 
itf>m  of  £3,100  for  ordinary  repairs  and 
maiutenanance  of  Public,  Ecclesiastical, 
and  OoUegiate  buildings,  Scotland.  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  these  are 
in  the  same  position  as  Glasgow  Ca- 
thedral— that  is,  are  they  under  the 
control  of  the  Board  of  Works  ? 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD  (Edin- 
burgh, and  St.  Andrew's  Unirnnities) :  I 
am  sorry  Uiat  I  was  not  in  my  place 
when  the  Committee  were  discussing  the 
question  of  Dover  House ;  but,  after  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Central 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  John  Wilson),  I  think 
I  ought  to  say  something  on  the  subject. 
When  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  was 
appointed,  I  quite  considered,  being 
then  the  Lord  Advocate  of  Scotland, 
that  the  appointment  was  made  in  order 
to  give  greater  dignity  and  effect  to  the 
interestfl  of  Scotland  in  the  country  and 
in  this  House  ;  and  as  the  Secretary  for 
Bcotlandthen  appointed  was,  at  the  time, 
suffering  badly  from  gout,  I  was  left  in 
the  position  of  doing  the  best  \  could 
for  Scotland  in  this  matter.  I  was  told 
that  it  was  impossible  to  get  Dover 
House,  and  I  accordingly  inquired  as  to 
other  houses  whioh  we  might  be  able  to 
get,  and  I  must  say  that  ue  only  alter- 
natives were  three  rooms  in  Bichmond 
Terrace,  or  an  upper  flat  above  a  new 
post-office  somewhere  in  the  slums  of 
Govent  Garden.  I  do  not  think  that 
any  l£ember  for  Scotland  will  say  that 


either  of  these  would  afford  fitting  ac- 
commodation for  the  Secretary  for  8cot< 
land  and  the  Lord  Advocate  ;  and  I  ven- 
ture to  concur  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Central  Edinburgh  that  the  dis- 
comfort to  which  former  Lord  Advocates 
and  those  oonneoted  with  them  were 
subjected  in  the  Home  Office  was  not  to 
be  faced  again,  unless  absolutely  neces- 
sary. I  do  not  think  either  the  three 
rooms  in  Richmond  Terrace  or  the  flat 
above  the  post-office  in  Oovent  Garden 
were  suitable  for  the  aoeommodation  of 
the  Department,  and  the  best  proof  of 
that  is,  as  I  am  able  to  state  to  the 
Committee,  that  not  a  single  hole  or 
comer  in  Iktver  House  remains  unoc- 
cupied at  the  present  moment ;  indeed, 
some  of  the  staff  there  are  unreason- 
ably crowded.  I  must  say  a  word  also 
on  the  subject  of  the  Education  Depart- 
ment. At  the  time  when  I  was  Lord 
Advocate,  I  had  to  pay  a  visit  to  my 
friend,  Mr.  Craik,  in  the  Department, 
and  I  venture  to  assure  the  Committee 
that  no  sanitary  officer  could  have  in- 
spected the  rooms  in  which  the  Scotch 
Education  Department  was  located,  and 
done  anything  else  than  condemn  them 
as  absolutely  unfit  for  any  person  to 
carry  on  business  in,  having  regard  to 
its  size,  and  considering  that  this  gen- 
tleman had  to  receive  numbers  of  per- 
sons on  business,  and  oooawonally  depu- 
tations, in  the  course  of  the  day.  But, 
in  point  of  fact,  there  was  no  other  ae- 
oommodatiim  to  be  got,  except  that 
which  I  have  referred  to — the  three 
rooms  in  Richmond  Terrace,  the  10  or 
1 2  rooms  in  the  slums  of  Covent  Gar- 
den, and  Dover  Honse.  But  I  will  tell 
the  Committee  something  more.  It  was 
not  intended,  and  I  hope  that  it  is  not 
intended  now,  that  Dover  House  should 
be  made  into  a  source  of  gain  to  the 
State  by  taking  rent  for  it.  The  inten- 
tion was  to  turn  it  into  a  residence  for 
a  Minister  of  State.  [Mr.  Henrt  H. 
FowLEB  dissented.]  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man shakes  his  head ;  but  I  venture  to 
say  that  this  a  correct  statement.  The 
intention  of  the  Government  was  on 
this  occasion  changed,  and  intentions 
may  change  also  with  a  change  of  Go- 
vernment. As  I  have  stated  to  the 
Committee,  so  it  was  stated  to  me.  It 
was  thought  proper  for  the  State  to  ex- 
pend a  very  large  sum  of  money  in 
order  to  make  Dover  Honse  a  fit  resi- 
dence for  a  Minister  of  State.   The  in- 
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tention  was  to  transfer  the  Scottish 
Office  to  the  house  to  be  vacated  by  the 
Minister  of  State.   That  was  the  state 

in  which  matters  were  when  I  succeeded 
in  having  the  Scottish  Office  placed  in 
Dover  House.  I  hear  it  is  now  pro- 
posed to  locate  the  Scottish  Office  in  a 
house  at  about  £300  a-year  rent.  I  do 
not  care  much  about  the  amount  of  the 
rent. 

Mr.  henry  H.  FOWLER:  No 
such  statement  was  made  as  to  locating 
the  Scottish  Office  in  a  house  of  £300 
a-year  rent.  What  was  stated  in  the 
absence  of  the  right  hoo.  and  learned 
(Gentleman  was,  that  the  present  Go- 
remment  considered  £2,800  to  be  a  very 
high  rent  to  pay  for  the  Scottish  Office, 
and  that  they  would  consider  the  whole 
question ;  but  there  was  no  mention  of 
a  rent  of  £300  a-year. 

Ms.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD :  I  hope 
the  hon.  Oentleman  will  not  be  angry 
with  me.  I  took  it  that  when  the  sum 
of  £300  was  mentioned  to  me  by  my 
hon.  Friends  near  me,  that  that  was  a 
kind  of  money  estimate  which  they 
formed  from  the  tone  in  which  the  sub- 
ject was  spoken  about  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite.  I  can  assure  him 
that  Dover  House  affords  no  very  con- 
siderable amount  of  accommodation.  I 
do  not  know  what  the  present  Secretary 
for  Scotland  and  tho  present  Lord  Ad- 
vocate may  feel,  but  the  late  .Secretary 
and  the  late  Lord  Advocate  would  not 
have  accepted  the  kind  of  accommoda- 
tion offered  to  them  at  all.  Now,  what- 
ever may  be  in  the  future  with  regard 
to  Dover  House,  I  have  only  to  repeat 
what  I  have  said  already,  that  if  any 
persons  imagine  that  Dover  House  can 
be  placed  in  a  fit  position  to  be  the  re- 
sidence of  anyone  who  would  take  a 
house  of  that  size  and  distinction,  with- 
out a  very  large  expenditure,  represent- 
ing the  rental  of  the  building  for  a 
great  number  of  years,  they  are  very 
much  mistaken.  That  house  could  never 
be  made  fit  for  a  residence  such  as  I 
have  described  without  being  practi- 
cally gutted.  If  the  Government  are 
prepared  to  face  that  outlay,  and  get 
another  office  for  the  Scottish  Depart- 
ment, then  let  them  do  so.  I  do  not 
know  whether  Gentlemen  opposite  will 
receive  any  information  from  me  on  the 
subject ;  but  some  practical  Members 
say  the  hon.  Member  for  Central  Edin- 
burgh will  bear  me  out  when  I  venture 
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to  aesure  the  Oommittee  thai  Ui^  can- 
not make  Dovw  House  a  fit  residence, 
in  order  to  get  a  rent  from  it,  without  a 
very  large  expenditure  indeed.  If  the 
Scottish  Office  is  driven  out  of  Dover 
House,  it  will  be  a  matter  of  very  great 
regret  to  the  Members  for  Scotland  on 
wMchever  side  of  the  House  they  may 
sit,  and  it  will  also  be  a  matter  of  very 
great  regret  to  the  Scottish  people.  I 
beg  that  it  may  be  remembered  that  the 
buildings  occupied  by  the  Irish  Offioe  are 
very  much  larger  and  higher  rented 
than  Dover  House ;  and  if  it  is  neces' 
sary  to  appoint  a  Secretary  for  Scotland 
to  give  dignity  to  the  business  of  Scot- 
land, I  think  it  proper  that  the  Depart- 
meat  should  be  smtably  housed.  I  do 
not  say  that  if  you  oan  get  room  else- 
where for  the  Department,  and  for  the 
deputations  which  they  will  have  to  re- 
ceive occasionally  from  Scotland,  it  may 
not  be  desirable  to  make  a  change ;  but 
I  venture  to  suggest  to  the  right  htm. 
Gentleman  on  the  Treasury  Bench,  Uiat 
to  make  a  change  which  would  once 
more  degrade  the  Scottish  Offices  to  the 
condition  in  which  they  were  for  a  great 
many  years  before  they  were  established 
at  Dover  House,  would  be  a  ^eat  mis- 
take as  regards  the  popularity  of  the 
Government,  and  also  as  regards  the 
feelings  of  the  Scottish  people.  We  are 
not  so  easily  roused  as  our  Friends  from 
Ireland  ;  but  we  have  some  feeling  that 
we  ought  to  be  treated  with  respect,  and 
I  hope  hon.  Members  for  Scotland  will 
do  their  duty  in  preventing  the  removal 
of  the  Scottish  Offices. 

Mr.  LABOXJOHEBE  (Northampton) : 
I  do  not  why  there  should  be  any 
opposition  to  the  Vote.  We  know  that 
the  rent  of  houses  is  vei^high  in  Ixind<ML. 
Thwe  are  at  St.  Anne's  Gate  three  houses, 
the  rent  of  which  is  £<l,200  per  annum, 
and  which  oertunly  have  not  aa  much 
room  in  them  as  in  Dover  House,  at  the 
rent  of  £2,800  a-year.  But  I  do  not 
think  the  Oommittee  quite  realizes  the 
fact  that  Dover  House  belongs  to  the 
nation  already,  and  that  in  paying  the 
rent  we  are  simply  taking  money  from 
one  pocket  and  putting  it  into  another. 
I  think  there  was  a  general  idea  ex- 
ressed  in  the  newspapers,  that  it  was 
esirable  to  use  this  house  as  a  resi- 
dence for  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, but  it  did  not  go  beyond  a  general 
idea.  Now  we  are  asked  to  oppose  this 
Vote,  or,  at  any  rate,  it  is  suggested 
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that  the  Vote  ia  wrong,  beeaase  this 
house  coats  so  mnoh  money.  But  what 
would  hoQ.  Gentlemen  do  with  it  ?  If 
the  house  were  not  used  for  the  Scotch 
Offices,  the  Gorernment  would  use  it  for 
the  Admiralty.  In  point  of  fact,  situated 
as  it  is,  we  could  never  thick  of  re- 
letting it.  You  want  a  Scotch  Office, 
and  you  have  the  Scotch  Office  there, 
and  I  do  not  think,  with  every  wish  to 
practise  economy,  that  it  is  too  much 
money  to  take,  if  we  are  to  have  a 
Scotch  Office  at  all. 

Sib  OEOKOE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  I  am  sure  that  Scotch  Mem- 
bers entirely  sympathize  with  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  in  his  anxiety 
that  the  Scottish  Department  should  be 
well  and  properly  nouaed.  I  do  not 
know  the  value  of  Dover  House,  or 
whether  any  house  more  suitable  for  the 
Scottish  Office  can  be  found ;  but  I  do 
expect  that  care  will  be  taken  that  the 
Department  will  in  every  way  be  suitably 
established. 

Me.  CAEVELL  "WILLIAMS  (Not- 
tingham, S.)  :  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  has  not  replied 
to  my  questions  about  Glasgow  Cathe- 
dral. 

The  SEOEETAET  to  the  TREA- 
8UEY  (Mr.  Hekky  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.):  The  Vote  of  £400 
for  repairs  to  the  fabric  of  Glasgow 
Cathedral  is  in  addition  to  the  sum  of 
£500  already  voted.  The  repair  of  the 
Cathedral  is  under  the  control  of  the 
Board  of  Works. 

Mb.  jacks (Leith,  Ac):  I  think  if 
the  Kon.  Qentleman  will  only  consider 
the  amount  of  taxation  whi^  Scotland 
pa3rB  as  compared  with  the  money  ex- 
pended on  Scotland,  I  feel  sure  that  he 
will  not  find  fault  with  expenditure  for 
Dover  House.  I  have  had  occasion  to 
visit  Dover  House  since  I  had  the  honour 
of  a  seat  in  Parliament,  and  I  am  of 
opinion  that  it  does  not  constitute  at  all 
an  extravagant  provision  for  the  require- 
ments of  the  Scotch  Department.  In 
point  of  fact,  I  think  the  officials  have 
every  claim  to  the  accommodation  which 
it  affords. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  poe 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Childebs)  (Edinburgh  S.):  I  think  I 
ought  to  answer  the  observations  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentieman  the  late 
Lord  Adrooate  as  to  the  intention  of  afor- 


mer  Goremment  with  reference  to  Dover 
House.  When  I  was  Chancellor  of  the 
ExchequOT  in  the  last  Administration,  it 
was  my  duty  to  look  into  the  question 
with  a  view  to  its  being  adopted  as  a 
residence  for  the  Prime  Minister.  We 
came,  however,  to  the  conclusion  that, 
although  Dover  House  under  its  former 
tenancy  was  a  good  London  house,  it 
would  not  make  a  satisfactory  residence 
for  the  Prime  Minister.  It  was  necessary 
that  in  the  Prime  Minister's  residence 
there  should  be  proper  rooms  for  the 
Cabinet,  and  that  the  Prime  Minister's 
own  Secretaries  should  be  accommo- 
dated. Those  requirements  were  not 
fulfilled  in  Dover  House,  and  we  there- 
fore came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  would 
not  form  a  suitable  residence  for  the 
Prime  Minister.  As  to  whether  the 
Scotch  Offices  should  be  located  in  the 
building,  I  will  offer  no  opinion;  but 
considering  the  proximity  of  Dover 
House  to  the  other  Offices,  I  think  it 
would  be  unwise  to  let  it  again.  I 
think  the  late  Government  came  to  a 
wise  conclusion  in  not  using  it  as  a  resi- 
dence for  the  Prime  Minister, 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  The  few  words  I  have  to  say 
upon  this  Vote  have  no  reference  to 
Scotch  matters.  There  is  under  Sub* 
head  A  a  charge  for  various  alterations, 
new  fittings,  and  the  completion  of 
works  now  in  progress,  amounting  to 
£5,687,  on  account  of  the  Royal  Courts 
of  Justice;  and  under  Sab-head  B  a 
charge  also  on  account  of  the  Royal 
Courts  of  Justice  of  £24,575  for  various 
purposes,  including  ventilation.  This 
18,  no  doubt,  intended  to  cover  the  cost  of 
ventilation ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  foct,  the 
Royal  Courts  of  Justice  are  not  venti- 
lated. Anyone  who  goes  to  them  is 
aware  that  there  are  still  many  things 
to  be  done  there  in  the  way  of  ventila- 
tion. I  hare  experienced  what  is  the 
condition  of  the  atmosphere  which  has 
to  be  passed  through  in  order  to  get  to 
the  Courts,  and  what  it  is  in  the  Courts 
themselves.  The  air  in  the  corridor  is 
not  80  bad  as  in  the  Courts,  where  it  is 
exceedingly  unpleasant,  and  one  re- 
quires strong  nerves  to  escape  unplea- 
sant consequenccB.  The  atmosphere  in 
the  morning  is  bearable,  but  in  the 
afternoon  it  is  positively  poisonous.  I 
would  refer  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Grantham  (Mr.  Mellor), 
who,  I  am  sore,  Till  be  prepared  to 
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endorse  what  I  say.  Last  year  there 
was  the  sum  of  £1,962  unexpended 
under  Sub-head  A,  wbioh  was  returned 
to  the  Treasurjr,  and  if  the  Gbvernment 
are  in  difficult  as  to  how  they  can 
spend  that  money,  I  renture  to  say  that 
they  could  not  better  expend  it  than  in 
Tentilating  the  Courts  of  Justice. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  (Edin- 
burgh and  St.  Andrew's  Universities) : 
I  understand  from  what  has  fallen  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  that 
it  was  reaolred  that  Dorer  House  should 
not  be  used  as  a  residenoe.  I  am  also 
in  a  position  to  say — whether  the  deci- 
sion orij^nated  with  the  late  Govern- 
ment or  not — that  Dorer  House  was 
inspected  with  the  view  of  ascertaining 
whether  it  was  suitable  as  a  residence 
for  the  Prime  Minister,  and  whether  it 
was  snitable  as  a  residence  for  the 
Scotch  Minister,  and  the  late  Govern- 
ment came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was 
quite  unsuitable. 

Dit.  CAMEBON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
There  is  an  amount  of  £1,500  for  eiddi- 
tional  accommodation  that  may  be  re- 
quired for  vaccination  stations.  The 
provision  seems  to  be  a  very  large  one, 
and  I  call  attention  to  that  Vote  because 
it  is  one  of  those  cases  in  which  grants- 
in-aid  are  given  in  England,  without 
any  corresponding  grant  being  made  to 
other  parts  of  the  Kingdom. 

TnaLORD  of  the  TREASURY  (Mr. 
LsTEsoir  Goweb)  (Stafford,  N.W.):  In 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor),  I  have 
to  say  that  £200  is  included  in  the 
charge  for  alterations  at  the  Royal 
Courts  of  Justice  for  the  purpose  of 
ventilation,  and  the  work  contemplated 
will,  I  hope,  be  found  to  remove  the  in- 
convenience of  which  the  hon.  Member 
complains.  Of  course,  if  the  I'esult  is 
not  satisfactory,  the  subject  will  come 
before  the  Commissioners  of  Works,  and 
I  am  sure  that  in  that  case  everything 
will  be  done  to  remove  the  defect.  With 
respect  to  the  question  raised  by  my  hon. 
Fnend  the  Member  for  the  College  Divi- 
sion of  Glasgow  (Doctor  Cameron),  the 
charge  he  refers  to  is  to  carry  out  a 
general  arrangement  for  providing  vac- 
cination stations,  in  order  that  pure 
lymph  may  be  obtained  for  vaooination 
pnrposes  thronghout  the  country. 

ISk.  OAMEROK:  I  think  my  hon. 
Friend  who  has  just  spoken  is  rather 
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mistaken  in  his  answer  with  regard  to 

vaccination.  However,  I  will  not  pursue 
the  question  now,  as  I  may  have  an 
opportunity  of  raising  it  hereafter. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henby  H.  Fowleb)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.):  The  item  of  £1,500 
is  purely  for  additional  accommodation 
that  may  be  required  for  public  offices 
during  the  present  year.  The  amount 
is  estimated  on  the  basis  of  previous 
years.  The  expenditure  last  year  was 
between  £1,100  and  £l,:^00.  The 
amount  in  question  is  taken  to  enable 
the  Treasury  to  hare  tands  in  hand  to 
meet  ezpensM.  It  has  nothing  to  do 
with  vaccination. 

Mr.  T.  H  BOLTON  (St.  Pancras,N.): 
I  gather  from  what  has  hwa  said  by  the 
hon.  (Gentleman  representing  the  Trea- 
sury  that  very  litue  is  intended  to  be 
done  in  the  way  of  ventilation  to  the 
Royal  Courts  of  Justice.  I  wish  to 
say  that  in  my  opinion  it  is  necessary 
that  attention  should  be  paid  to  this 
matter.  The  rooms  attached  to  the 
Courts,  the  Courts  themselves,  and  the 
corridors  are  very  badly  ventilated,  and 
there  is  no  doubt  that  something  must 
be  done  to  remedy  the  evil  complained 
of.  Certainly  a  larger  sum  than  £200 
will  be  necessary  to  correct  the  defective 
ventilation  at  the  Courts  of  Justice. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.): 
I  venture  to  think  that  we  are  taking 
up  rather  too  much  time  on  this  Yote  in 
discussing  the  small  matter  of  rentila- 
tioD,  and  I  propose  that  we  should  pro- 
ceed to  pass  the  Vote.  At  the  same  time, 
I  take  the  opportunity  of  replying  to 
the  appeal  of  the  ex-Lord  Advocate 
(Mr.  J.  H.  a.  Macdonald)  by  saying 
that,  with  all  regard  for  the  glory  of 
Scotiand,  I  wish  to  be  as  careful  about 
voting  money  for  Scotland  as  for  any 
other  part  of  the  Kingdom,  and  I  ven- 
ture to  suggest  to  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  Scotland's  glory 
oan  scarcely  be  kept  up  by  means  of  ex- 
pensive buildings  in  London. 

Vote  aifretd  to, 

(7.)  £19,060,  Furniture  for  Public 
Offices,  Great  Britain. 

(8.)  £227,464,  Revenue  Department 
Buildings,  Great  Britain. 

(9.)  £29,160,  County  Court  Build- 
ings. 

(to.)  £«,S70,  Hetroptdiian  Fotice 
Court  Buildings* 
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(11.)  £9,360,  Sheriff  Court  Hotues, 

BooHanA, 

(12.)  £258,000,  Surveys  of  the  United 
Kingdom. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BAHTTELOT 
(Sussex,  North-West) :  I  should  like  to 
hear  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler)  how  this  Survey  is  going  on, 
what  position  we  are  in,  in  how  many 
counties  the  Survey  is  still  ucfinished, 
and  whether  we  may  yet  expect,  as  we 
were  led  to  expect  last  year  and  the  year 
before,  that  the  Survey  will  be  com- 
pleted in  a  shorter  time  than  it  was 
originally  intended  ?  I  think  it  was 
promised  that  the  whole  of  the  Surrey 
would  be  completed  within  six  years. 
Is  there  any  hope  of  that  promise  being 
fulfilled  ?  It  is  a  very  important  thing, 
for  the  transfer  of  property  especially, 
that  the  Survey  and  maps  should  be 
completed.  They  are  the  best  guides 
ve  can  possibly  have ;  and,  therefore,  I 
hope  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  will 
be  able  to  assure  us  of  their  speedy  com- 
pletion. 

Tub  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  Hesey  H.  Fowi^e)  (Wol- 
Terhampton,  E.) :  I  quite  agree  with  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot);  and,  so  far  as  the  Treasury  is 
coneemed,  the  Survey  will  be  pushed  on 
as  rapidly  as  possible.  I  find  that 
during  the  last  year,  1885-6,  much 
greater  progress  was  made  than  was 
anticipated,  owing,  to  a  large  extent, 
to  the  fine  weather.  It  is  expected  that 
in  12  months  the  whole  of  the  Field 
Survey  will  be  completed.  I  think  the 
original  estimate  was  that  the  whole 
would  be  completed  by  1890.  I  have 
always  advocated  this  as  a  wise  expen- 
diture. The  completion  of  the  Survey 
is  a  matter  of  interest  to  all  classes  cf 
the  community,  and  should  be  pressed 
on  as  quickly  as  possible.  We  will  do 
all  we  can  to  expedite  the  work. 

Me.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  :  On  page  46  hon.  Members 
will  see  the  heading  "maps  for  the 
Land  Judges'  Court,  Ireland,"  and  at 
the  bottom  an  asterisk  referring  to  a 
note,  which  says  that  the  £3,405  pro- 
posed to  be  taken  "will  be  repaid  from 
the  proceeds  of  sales  of  estates."  That 
Vote  appears  year  after  year;  in  fact, 
the  money  has  not  been  paid.  The 
arrears  due  to  the  Land  Judges'  Court 
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go  on  inorea^g  year  after  year.  We 
ave  had  an  assurance  from  the  Trea- 
sury that  some  praotical  steps  would  be 
taken  to  recover  some  of  tiie  money ;  but 
the  arrears  now  amount  to  a  very  lai^e 
sum  indeed,  £10,000  or  £12,000.  I 
should  like  to  know  from  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  whether  it  is  intended 
to  make  any  effort  to  get  this  money? 

Mr.  HENEY  H.  FOWLER:  The 
attention  of  the  Treasury  has  been 
called  to  the  heavy  arrears  to  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  alludes,  and  directions 
hare  been  given  to  take  proceedioffs  for 
recovery  in  those  cases  in  which  re- 
ceivers have  been  appointed.  It  is  not 
an  easy  matter  to  recover  these  sums ; 
but  if  we  can  recover  them  we  will. 

Ma.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR :  What 
do  the  arrears  amount  to  ? 

Mr.  henry  H.  FOWLEB: 
£12,919,  and  during  the  last  1^!  months 
they  hare  increased  by  sevraal  hundred 
pounds. 

Vote  agrted  to, 

(13.)  £19,742,  Science  and  Art  De- 
partment Buildings. 

(14.)  £11,477,  British  Museum  Build- 
ings. 

Sir  QEOEGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &o.) ;  Before  this  "Vote  is  passed, 
I  should  like  to  ask  whether  anything 
more  has  been  done  towards  lighting 
in  the  evening  the  Natural  History 
Museum  at  South  Kensington?  A  very 
strong  feeling  waa  expressed  on  a  former 
occasion  that  that  Museum  ought  to  be 
lighted  at  night  for  the  benefit  of  the 
industrial  classes.  An  enormous  sum 
of  money  has  been  spent  upon  the 
Museum ;  but  it  is  turned  to  very  little 
use.  I  pass  it  frequently,  and  notice 
that  in  the  day  time  it  is  visited  by  no 
one  but  a  few  nursery-maids  and  chil- 
dren.  I  do  not  think  any  Museum  oould 
be  used  by  the  working  class  to  greater 
advantage.  It  is  not  one  of  those 
Museums  which  contain  indecent  pic- 
tares,  from  an  inspection  of  which  there 
is  a  question  whether  the  working 
classes  benefit.  I  believe  there  would 
be  no  danger  in  lighting  the  Museum 
at  night.  It  is  merely  a  question  of 
moderate  expenditure.  I  think  that, 
considering  the  large  sum  already  ex- 
pended on  this  Museum,  and  that  the 
use  of  the  Museum  would  not  only  be 
doubled,  but  trebled,  QoTwnment 
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would  do  well  to  oonuder  favonrablj 
mj  suggestion. 

The  SECBETAET  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowxee)  ("Wol- 
Terbampton,  "B.):  I  am  sony  that  my 
hoD.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  TJoi- 
Tersity  of  London  (Sir  John  Lubbock) 
ia  not  present ;  becaase,  in  his  absence, 
I  cannot  give  any  positive  answer  to  my 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  George  Campbell).  I 
quite  agree  with  him  as  to  the  great 
value  of  the  Museum,  and  the  great 
desirability  of  making  it  accessible  to 
all  classes.  The  suggestion  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  made  shall  be  carefully 
oonadered,  and  we  will  see  what  can  be 
done. 

Vote  agreed  io. 

(15.)  £17,698,  Harbours,  &o.  under 
the  Board  of  Trade. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  This  Vote  has  strangely  in- 
creased during  the  last  two  years.  In 
the  year  1884-5  the  original  Estimate 
was  only  £9,347  ;  but  a  Supplementary 
Estimate  for  £3,600  was  brought  in, 
making  a  total  of  £12,900.  The  ex- 
penditure, however,  only  amounted  to 
£10,800.  In  the  Estimates  last  year 
tbe  amount  asked  for  was  £15,502 — that 
is  to  say,  50  per  cent  more  than  bad 
been  spent  in  the  previous  12  months. 
Now,  we  have  a  further  increase  of 
£2,000,  bringing  up  the  total  to 
£  17,500,  very  nearly  double  what  it  was 
in  the  original  Estimate,  no  longer  than 
two  years  ago.  One  item — that  for  the 
Holyhead  Harbour— is  more  than  the 
whole  of  the  original  Estimate  two  years 
ago.  I  think  it  is  fair  matter  for  con- 
sideration why  there  should  be  this  con- 
tinual extraordinary  increase  on  this 
particular  Vote.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther there  is  anything  exceptional  in  the 
present  time ;  but  if  there  is,  I  should 
be  very  glad  to  ascertain  what  it  is.  I 
should  also  like  to  know  from  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  why  the  London 
and  North-Western  Railway  Company 
are  not  called  upon  to  contribute  some- 
thing more  than  they  do  towards  the 
Holyhead  Harbour,  and  why  the  whole 
of  tiiis  charge  is  to  be  borne  by  the 
country? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henbt  H.  Fowlee)  (Wol- 
Torham^n,  E.) :  The  great  increase 
on  this  Vote  arises  from  the  work  upon 
the  Holyhead  Barbour.   The  work  has  I 
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been  undertaken  with  the  Tiew  of  facili- 
tating the  transfer  of  the  mails,  and  it 
is  part  of  the  contract  with  the  Railway 
Company  that  the  charge  should  1>e 
borne  by  the  Government.  The  work 
will  not  occur  again,  so  that  this  ia  only 
a  temporary  increase. 

Vote  agreed  te. 

(16.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  March  1887, 
for  coDBtructing  a  new  Harbour  at  Dover." 

Sift  ROBERT  FEEL  (Blackburn) :  I 
think,  Sir,  that  after  the  discussion 
which  the  Committee  will  recollect  took 
place  in  the  earlier  part  of  this  Session 
we  are  bound  to  have  some  explanation 
from  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  upon  this  very  im- 
portant subject.  Now,  the  Committee 
will  not  probably  be  aware  that  since 
1834  this  question  of  the  Dover  Harbour 
has  been  constantly  before  the  country. 
Every  Government  had  declined  to 
entertain  it  until,  in  1873,  the  Govern- 
ment of  Mr.  Gladstone  obtained  a  Vote 
of  £10,0U0  for  the  purpose  of  under- 
taking preliminary  works.  The  other 
day  we  had  a  Vote  of  £60,000  for 
buildings  in  which  to  lodge  convicts 
engaged  in  carrying  out  a  work  which 
the  House  of  Commons  and  the  country 
has  never  sanctioned.  The  cost  of  this 
new  harbour  at  Dover  is  to  be  estimated 
by  hundreds  of  thousands  of  pounds.  It 
has  been  proved  by  every  Committee 
that  has  inquired  into  the  subject,  and 
every  Government  has  acknowledged 
the  fact,  that  a  harbour  at  Dover  would 
be  absolutely  useless  as  a  harbour  of 
refuge.  The  Government  obtained  a 
Tote  the  other  night  of  £60,000  for  the 
purpose  of  erecting  convict  barracks, 
with  a  view  of  making  a  harbour;  but 
they  told  us  that  the  House  of  Commons 
and  the  country  were  not  pledged  at  all 
to  the  harbour.  I  hope  that  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  will  be  good  enough 
to  explain  to  the  Committee  this  "Vote  of 
£1,000.  I  observe  that  the  present 
Government  are  adopting  the  principle 
of  putting  down  very  small — iuGuitesi- 
mal— sums,  with  the  view  of  oompro- 
mising  the  House  of  Commons  to  Votes 
which  ultimately  become  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  pounds.    This  question, 
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as  I  aaj,  origiDallj  came  before  the  Qo- 
rernment  of  Lord  Beaconsfield ;  and  the 
GkiTemment  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  in  1873-4, 
obtained  a  Vote  of  £10,000  for  pre- 
liminary works.  It  was  understood  that 
the  £10,000  were  required  to  commence 
works  which  were  estimated,  according 
to  the  plans,  to  cost  £1,000,000  sterling. 
Now,  the  other  night  the  Government 
informed  us  they  had  no  plans  what- 
ever— that  they  intended  to  take  a  Vote 
in  order  to  get  plans  made.  The  Go- 
Temment  of  Mr.  Gladstone  brought  for- 
ward this  scheme;  but  when  that  Qo- 
Temment  fdl,  and  Lord  BeaoonsGeld's 
Government  succeeded  it,  I  recollect  per- 
fectly well  that  the  new  Qovemment  was 
asked  whether  they  intended  to  accept 
the  plans  of  the  late  Government.  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  then  Mr.  Disraeli,  ad- 
mitted that  the  Bill — there  was  a  BUI 
before  the  House — of  Mr.  Gladstone's 
Government  was  inherited  by  his  Go- 
remment ;  but  they  wished  time  to  sift 
and  digest  the  evidence  concerning  the 
Bill.  In  1876  they  promised  to  bring  in 
the  Bill;  but,  having  considered  and 
nfted  the  matter,  they,  like  every  Go- 
Temment  nnee  1834,  very  wisely  de- 
cided to  proceed  no  further  in  the 
matter.  The  real  truth  is  that  the 
Dover  Harbour  Board  is  always  press- 
ing this  matter  on  my  noble  friend 
(I^rd  GranTitle),  who  does  ereiything 
he  can  to  induce  the  Government  of  tiie 
day  to  carry  out  this  magnificent  scheme. 
I  should  like  the  Committee  to  under- 
stand what  the  present  plan  of  the  Dover 
Harbour  really  is.  It  is  said  that  the 
scheme  will  cost  £1,250,000  sterling ;  it 
will  probably  cost  between  £2,000,000 
and  £3,000,000  sterling.  Those  who 
have  been  long  enough  in  the  House 
know,  from  the  experience  of  the  ex- 
penses at  Aldemey,  that  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  pounds  are,  upon  works  of 
this  kind,  thrown  into  the  sea.  I  main- 
tain that  the  harbour  it  is  proposed  to 
make  at  Dover  will  be  abeolutely  value- 
less'for  the  purpose  for  which  it  is  to  be 
eonstmoted.  Now,  this  harbour  is  to 
eontain,  according  to  the  present  plan, 
an  area  of  about  640  acres.  There  will 
be  140  acres  of  deep  water  for  ships-of- 
war,  and  the  rest  will  be  shallow.  It  is 
well  known — and  I  see  upon  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  J.  Beed), 
who  is  well  competent  to  give  an  opinion 
upon  the  subject— that  a  ship-of-war, 


when  it  is  riding  at  anchor  in  a  harbour, 
requires  about  40  acres  to  play  in ;  there- 
fore, if  you  have  here  only  140  acres  of 
deep  water  in  the  proposed  new  harbour 
at  Dover,  only  three  ships-of-war,  or 
four  at  the  outside,  can  be  rested.  Well, 
now,  the  Beport  of  every  Select  Commit- 
tee has  been  against  this  scheme.  I  am 
astonished  at  the  Government  of  the 
present  day — an  eoonomical  Government 
— undertaking  a  scheme  of  this  kind — 
that  a  Qovemment  wbioh  tells  us  they 
are  reducing  the  Ertimates  on  every 
band  should  undertake  an  ezpenditnre 
of  this  kind.  I  warn  the  Oranmittee  that 
if  they  agree  to  the  present  Vote  of 
£1,000  towards  the  expense  of  con- 
structing a  new  harbour  at  Dover,  they 
will  commit  themselves  to  an  ultimate 
expenditure  which  can  only  be  calcu- 
lated by  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
pounds.  I  have  ventured  to  trouble 
the  Committee  on  this  question,  because 
I  take  a  great  interest  in  it,  having  con- 
sidered the  subject  in  years  gone  by.  I 
do  believe  that,  in  the  course  they  are 
now  taking,  the  Government  are  in- 
volving the  country  in  an  expenditure 
which  they  will  find  will  not  produce  the 
advantage  expected  of  it.  I  trust  that 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  or  some 
other  Member  of  tiie  Government,  will 
favour  the  Committee  with  some  obser- 
vations upon  the  subject,  in  order  that 
the  Committee  may  eiffc  the  question 
thoroughly  before  they  pledge  them- 
seWes  to  this  vast  expenditure. 

The  lord  of  the  TREASXJET 
(Sir  Edwahd  J.  Eekd)  (CardiflF)  :  I 
regret  I  am  unable  to  support  all  the 
statements  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  (Sir  Robert  Peel).  I  happened 
to  be  a  Member  of  the  Committee  which 
was  appointed  by  the  last  Conservative 
Government  but  one  to  consider  this  ques- 
tion ;  and  I  can  say  that,  after  taking  a 
great  deal  of  evidence,  all  the  Members  of 
that  Committee,  with  one  exception,  were 
in  favour  of  the  construction  of  a  harbour 
at  Dover.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Kincardineshire 
(Sir  George  Balfour)  was  against  the 
proposal  altogether ;  and  I  was  against 
it,  as  proposed,  upon  the  ground  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  very  pro- 
perly touched  upon — namely,  that  while 
the  evidence  of  the  Army  and  Navy  Au- 
thorities went  to  demonstrate  the  neces- 
sity of  a  deep-water  harbour  at  Dover, 
for  the  purpose  of  coaling  Her  Majesty's 
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iron-olad  ships  and  the  embarking  and 
disembarking  of  troops,  the  harbour, 
as  proposed,  included  a  comparatively 
small  proportion  of  deep  water,  and 
a  very  lai^  proportion  of  shallow 
water.  That  came  about  from  the  cir- 
cumstance that  the  Government  of  the 
daj  were  anxious  to  keep  the  estimated 
cost  of  the  works  below  £1,000,000 
sterling.  I  suggested  to  the  Committee 
the  desirability  of  not  making  the  ques- 
tion one  of  finance  only ;  because  I 
desired  that  the  harbour  might  be  so  con- 
structed— of  course,  with  some  increaseof 
expenditure— that  it  would  accommodate 
large  ships,  which  the  evidence  showed 
it  was  necessary  to  accomplish.  The 
Committee,  with  the  exception  of  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Kincardineshire  and  myself,  if  I  remem- 
ber rightly,  were  entirely  in  favour  of 
the  proposal  even  as  it  stood. 

Bib  BOBERT  FEEL :  As  «  commer- 
cial marine  harbour? 

Sib  EDWARD  J.  REED:  No; 
mainly  for  the  purpose  of  the  coaling  of 
Her  Majesty's  Fleet,  and  for  the  accom- 
modation of  Her  Majesty's  transports. 
Of  course,  the  commercial  consideration 
entered  into  the  scheme;  but  the  evi- 
dence TPias  veiy  powerful  as  to  the  de- 
sirability of  having  a  harbour  at  Dover 
for  public  purposes.  After  the  Com- 
mittee had  reported,  a  Member  of  the 
Admiralty  Administration  of  that  day 
came  to  me,  and  asked  me  what  could  be 
done  to  induce  me  to  support  a  measure 
in  the  House  for  the  confitruction  of  the 
harbour ;  but  I  obstinately— I  hope  not 
too  obstinately — adhered  to  my  view 
that,  while  it  might  be  proper  to  ex- 
pend even  more  than  £1,000,000  sterling 
of  public  money  upon  a  thoroughly  effi- 
cient harbour,  it  was  highly  improper  to 
expend  such  a  large  sum  upon  what 
would  manifestly  be  a  wholly  inefficient 
harbour.  In  the  end,  the  Government 
withdrew  its  proposal.  I  am  not  in  a 
postion  to  exprees  an  opinion  as  to  any 
contemplated  form  of  harbour  that  may 
now  be  proposed ;  but  I  think  it  right  to 
say  that,  ainco  the  period  at  which  the 
Committee  sat,  very  great  improvements 
have  been  made  with  respect  to  the 
dredging  of  solid  bodies  from  the  bot- 
tom of  the  sea.  I  believe  it  would  now 
be  a  comparatively  inexpensive  process 
to  convert  much  of  the  shallow  water 
there  into  deep  water,  in  comparison 
with  what  it  would  have  been  before 
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the  improvements  in  dredging;  in  fact, 
it  would  have  been  impossible  before 
those  improvements.  If  it  oonld  have 
been  shown  to  the  Committee  that 
the  harbour  originally  proposed  would 
include  a  large  measure  of  deep  water 
accommodation  for  Her  Majesty's  ships, 
the  proposal  would,  I  am  sure,  have 
received  the  assent  of  the  whole  Com- 
mit too,  with  the  single  exception  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Kin- 
cardineshire. 

Mb.  GILHOOLT  (Cork,  W.):  I,  as 
an  Irish  Member,  cannot  assent  to  such 
an  expenditure  upon  the  Dover  Har- 
bour, while  there  are  Irish  harbours 
wholly  unprotected.  "We,  in  Ireland, 
contribute  more  than  our  proper  share 
of  Imperial  taxation,  and  yet  tiiere  is  a 
positive  refusal  to  expend  any  money  in 
the  improvement  of  our  harbours.  In 
Bantry  Bay,  for  instance,  fishing*  is 
seriously  impeded  by  anchors  lying  at 
the  bottom.  There  has  been  no  at- 
tempt on  the  part  of  the  authorities 
to  remove  them.  Again,  there  are  shoab 
in  Bantry  Bay,  on  one  of  which  H«r 
Majesty's  vessel  the  Setthorte  went  ashore 
some  years  ago,  in  consequence  of  there 
being  no  marks  to  indicate  where  tiie 
shoal  was.  I  think  the  Irish  Memben 
will  not  assent  to  this  expenditare  with- 
out a  guarantee,  at  lea^  that  th,e  ob- 
stades  to  fishing  in  Bantry  Bay  will  be 
removed. 

Mr.  RTLANDS:  I  move  to  report 

Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr. 

The  secretary  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Heitkt  H.  Fowleh)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  :  We  have  no  objec' 
tion  to  the  Motion,  because  we  feel 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (8ir  Robert 
Peel)  has  initiated  a  diBouasion  of 
the  greatest  importance ;  and  it  ia  de- 
sirable hon.  Members  should  hare  the 
opportnnity  of  stating  their  views,  and 
that  the  Government  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  giving  an  explanation. 
It  waa  understood  that  Progress  should 
be  reported  at  an  early  hour,  in  order  to 
enable  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mun- 
della)  to  make  his  statement  upon  the 
introduction  of  the  Railway  aiul  Oanal 
Traffic  BilL 
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Sib  B06EBT  FEEL  (Blaekburn) : 
Perhaps  the  Home  Secretary  will  say 
whether  he  proposes  to  take  the  Com- 

feneation  for  Damages  Bill  to-night  ? 
t  is  rather  too  htid  to  keep  us  here 
night  after  night  upon  tlie  off-ehances 
of  the  Bill  coming  on. 

The  secretary  op  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Childkbs)  (Edinburgh,  8.) :  I  have  re- 
oeired  sppUoationB  from  many  quarters 
to  go  on,  and  I  intend  to  go  on  if  I  can 
get  any  hon.  Members  to  stay. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman if  he  can  now  say,  with  anything 
like  certainty,  when  the  Civil  Servioe 
Estimates  are  likely  to  be  renewed  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Hbhey  H.  Fottlbb)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  :  I  propose  to  take 
them  to-morrow  night,  if  there  is  a 
reasonable  opportunity.  It  has  been 
arranged  that  the  Navy  Estimates  shall 
be  taken  ou  Monday,  and  the  Army  Es- 
timates on  Thursday. 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON  (Man- 
chester, N.  E.) :  It  is  a  sorprising  thing 
that  the  Oovemment  should  bring  for- 
ward a  Vote  for  £1,000,  and  not  be 
prepared  with  any  explanation  of  it. 

Mb.  OHILDERS:  Wo  promised  at 
Question  time  to  repoit  Progress  early, 
in  order  to  allow  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Mundella)  to  make  his  statement. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel) 
has  raised  a  discaseion  of  the  greatest 
importance,  not  aa  to  £1,000,  but  as  to 
£  1,000,000  aterliog.  Undoubtedly  there 
are  at  least  half-a-dozen  Members,  if 
not  more,  who  wish  to  speak  on  this 
subject ;  and  therefore  it  would  be  quite 
impossible  to  conclude  the  discussion  in 
time  to  allow  my  right  hon.  EUeind  to 
make  his  statement. 

Question  pat,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  ib-ftwrw. 

Committee  also  report  Progress;  to 
sit  again  To-morrow. 

RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TBAFFIO 
BILL. 

KOTEOK  TOB  LBAVE.  [ADJOUBNBD  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [8th  March], 

"  That  leave  be  ^\ea  to  bring  in  a  BUI  for 
the  better  regulatioo  of  Railway  and  Oinal 
Traffic ;  and  for  other  pnrpoMt." 


Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  rtfumed. 

Thb  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella)  (Sheffield, 
Brigbtside):  In  introducing  a  measure 
of  the  great  complexity  and  importance 
of  a  measure  dealing  with  Railway  and 
Canal  Traffic,  I  think  it  will  be  well  if 
I  give  a  brief  retrospect  of  the  legisla- 
tion since  1854  which  bears  upon  the 
subject.  In  thai  year  an  Act  was  passed 
by  the  late  Viscount  Palmeraton  for 
giving  facilities  for  through  traffic  over 
different  railway  systems,  and  to  prevent 
undue  preference.  From  that  year  down 
to  1 867  there  was  no  legislation  and  no 
inquiry  with  regard  to  the  railway  sys- 
tems of  the  United  Kingdom  ;  but  in 
1865  a  Royal  Commission  was  appointed 
of  very  eminent  and  able  men,  of  which 
the  present  Duke  of  Devonshire  was 
Chairman.  It  sat  for  a  long  time,  took  a 
gjeat  deal  of  evidence,  and  in  1 867  made 
a  Report  which  wentvery  thoroughly  and 
completely  into  the  whole  of  the  prin- 
ciples which  ought  to  govern  legislatimi 
in  the  matter  of  railways.  The  question 
of  unequal  rates  was  then,  as  now,  a 
subject  of  contention  between  Railway 
Companies  and  the  public—it  is,  in- 
deed, a  question  which  has  exercised 
the  public  mind  ever  since  1845 — but 
the  public  interest  in  the  subject  has 
been  developing  of  late  years,  and  it 
has  been  quite  recently  very  much,  in- 
creased in  consequence  of  the  depression 
in  trade  and  agriculture.  The  Com- 
mission I  refer  to  went  very  deeply  into 
the  question  of  rates,  and  reported — 
and  here  I  may  say  that  I  will  trouble 
the  House  with  as  few  quotations  as 
poBuble — especially  in  regard  to  ine> 
qnality  of  rates.   It'reported  that — 

"  Inequality  of  charge  in  respect  of  distance, 
besides  bein^  a  neoetawy  conseqnonce  of  this 
oompetitioo,  is  an  eaaenUal  element  in  the  car- 
rying trade — that  is  to  say,  the  principle  which 
eovoroB  a  Bailway  Company  in  fixing  the  rate 
la  that  of  creating  a  traffic  by  charging  snch  a 
ram  for  ooUTeyance  as  will  indace  tiie  produce 
of  one  distriet  to  compete  with  that  of  another 
in  a  common  market." 

And  they  sum  up  their  judgment  on 
this  question  of  inequality  of  rates  in 
the  following  words : — 

"The  power  of  granting  special  rates  thus 
permits  a  developmeut  of  trade  which  would  not 
otherwise  exist,  and  it  is  abundantly  evident 
that  a  large  portion  of  the  trade  of  the  country 
at  the  present  time  has  becm  created  by  and  u 
coDtlnoed  on  the  faith  (rf  spedal  ratea." 
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I  draw  the  attention  of  the  Hoose  to 
theae  words,  because  we  hare  recently 
heard  equal  mileage  rates  advocated; 
and  the  whole  tendency  and  result  of 
all  inquiries  that  hare  been  made,  from 
the  yery  first  inquiry  that  took  place 
down  to  the  last  in  1882,  shows  that 
equal  mileage  rates  are  practically  an 
impossibility.  In  1872  a  strong  Joint 
Committee  of  both  Houses  was  ap- 
pointed to  consider  the  question  of 
xtailway  Amalgamation.  I  need  hardly 
say  that  the  Report  of  that  Committee 
was  of  a  very  ezhaustiTe  nature,  and  of 
very  high  authority,  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that  among  the  Members  of  the 
Committee  were  the  Marquess  of  Bipon, 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  the  Earl  of 
Derby,  the  Earl  of  Kedesdale,  Lord 
Monk  Bretton  (then  Mr.  Dodson),  Mr. 
Chichester  Fortescue  (now  Lord  Carliog- 
lingford),  the  late  Lord  Belper,  Sir  B. 
Assheton  Cross,  the  late  Mr.  Ward 
Hunt,  and  others  of  great  weight. 
They  decided  that  the  principles  laid 
down  by  the  Duke  of  Devonshire's 
Commission  were  sound,  and  with  re- 
gard to  the  proposal  to  introduce  equal 
mileage  rates  they  declared  it  to  be  im* 
praotioable.  In  their  Beport  they  say — 

"The  proposers  of  equal  mileage  have  ad- 
mitted that  there  muBt  be  namerous  exceptions 
— where  there  ia  aoa  competttton  (i.e.,  aa 
above  atated,  at  about  three-flf  tha  of  ttie  railway 
itations  of  the  United  Kinedom)  where  low 
rates  for  long  diatances  will  bring  a  profit,  or 
where  the  article  carried  at  low  ratea  is  a  nocee* 
aary,  euch  as  coal.  It  is  scarcely  necessary  to 
observe  that  such  exceptions  as  these,  while 
ioadequate  to  meet  all  the  various  cases,  destroy 
the  value  of  '  equal  mileage '  as  a  principle,  or 
ibe  possibility  of  applying  it  aaa  general  rule.'* 

That  Committee  made  a  variety  of  valu- 
able recommendations,  amongst  others 
the  appointment  of  a  Commission  ;  and 
as  a  result  of  that  Beport  the  Railway 
Commission  of  1873  was  appointed,  and 
an  Act  was  passedj^ivittg  extensive  powers 
to  that  Body.  X  think  experience  has 
shown  that  the  powers  c(mferred  on  the 
Commission  by  Uie  Act  of  1873-8  were 
too  restricted.  And  not  only  were  the 
powers  too  restriotsd,  but  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Commission  has  been  con- 
sidwably  limited  since  its  appointment 
by  the  action  of  the  Courts  of  Law. 
TbB  powers  which  the  Coiurts  possess 
of  lipaittng  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com- 
mission by  prohibition  or  certiorari  has 
betn  freely  exercised,  and  the  useful- 
ness of  the  Commission  thereby  cur- 
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tailed.    Nevertheless,  it  has  done  really 
good  service  to  the  community.  Its 
decisions  have  given  general  satisfac- 
tion to  the  trading  community;  it  has 
operated,  so  far  as  the  railways  are 
ooncemed,  in  terrorem ;  and  we  believe 
it  is  capable,  if  strengthened,  of  doing 
much  good  and  useful  work.    Now,  the 
most  recent  inquiry  is  the  one  of  1881-2 
by  a  Committee  of  this  House,  over 
which  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  presided,  and 
on  which,  no  doubt,  all  the  various 
interests  wsre  represented.  The  railway 
interest  was  fully  represented.  ["No, 
no!""]    "Well,  there  were  nine  Members 
representing  that  interest  on  the  Com- 
mittee.   The  best  proof  of  the  strong 
convictions  which  were  entertained  by 
different  sections  is  that  there  were  100 
divisions  on  this  Beport,  and  that  some 
of  the  decisions  were  conflicting.  There 
were  very  few  occasions  on  which  there 
was  anything  like  unanimity.    I  must 
demur  to  the  statement  of  my  hon. 
Friend  behind  me,  that  the  railway 
interest  was  not  satisfactorily  repre- 
sented on  that  Committee.    It  was  vaXiy 
and  adequately  represented.  Howem, 
Sir,  we  are  all  familiar  with  the  Beport 
of  the  Committee,  whi<dimade  a  number 
of  recommendations,  none  of  which  have 
been  yet  put  into  the  shape  of  a  Bill. 
I  think  many  of  these  recommenda- 
tions, notwithstanding  the  statement 
that  the  railway  interest  was  not  well 
represented  on  the  Committee,  are  ex- 
ceedingly valuable,  and  I  hope  we  shall 
embody  them  fully  in  the  measure  I  am 
now  about  to  submit  to  the  House.  The 
next  step  was  the  Bill  introduced  by  m^ 
right  hon.  Friend  who  was  then  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Cham- 
'  berlain).    That  Bill  was  not  considered, 
for  various  reasons,  and  was  never  dis- 
cussed by  the  House.   In  consequence 
of  the  withdrawal  of  that  Bill  last  year, 
the  principal  Bailway  Companies  intro- 
duced Bills  of  their  own,  proposing  new 
classifications  and  revisions  of  rates. 
The  fate  of  these  Bills  was  certain  from 
the  moment  of  their  introduction.  No 
doubt,  they  were  objected  to  by  the  com- 
mercial and  trading  community,  and 
they  were  practically  rejected  by  the 
general  feehng  of  this  House.    It  was 
felt,  not  merely  upon  the  merits  of  the 
Bills,  but  on  the  ground  of  procedure, 
that  it  was  not  right  that  such  great 
changes  should  be  effected  by  the  means 
of  Private  Bills,  introduced  by  Bailway 
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Coippanies,  vho,  if  objecting  to  modifi- 
cations made  in  their  Bills  by  Parlia- 
ment, could  withdraw  the  meaBuresalto- 
gether.  Now,  I  have  broaght  down 
the  history  of  railway  legislation  from 
1854  to  the  present  time.  We  bave 
arrived  at  a  point  when  it  is  admitted 
that  the  condition  of  affairs  with  respect 
to  railways  is  not  satisfactory.  There 
are  statements  made  ixom.  all  classes  of 
the  community,  with  regard  to  the  treat- 
ment they  recnve  from  the  Bailway 
Companies.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the 
Schedules  annexed  to  the  present  Act 
goveraingthe  rates  and  charges  of  Com- 
panies are  obsolete,  and  greatly  need 
revision  and  reform.  It  hais,  therefore, 
become  necessary  that  some  course  shall 
be  taken  at  once  to  satisfy  the  reason- 
able demands  of  the  public,  strengthen 
the  Commission,  and  prevent  what  I  am 
afraid  is  now  a  good  deal  too  common— 
namely,  undue  preference  being  given 
to  the  large  and  heavy  traffic,  to  the 
neglect  of  the  local  and  intermediate 
traffic.  But  there  is  a  good  deal  of 
exaggeration  and  misconception  with 
resect  to  the  rates  charged,  and  I  can- 
not substantiate  some  of  the  statements 
made ;  on  the  contrary,  I  think  tiiey  will 
not  bear  investigation.  For  instance,  I 
do  not  think  it  is  correct  that  it  has  ever 
been  possible  to  send  grain  from  Eng- 
land to  New  York,  in  order  to  bring  it 
back  to  London,  or  that  sheep  have  been 
sent  from  Colchester  to  Eotterdam,  in 
order  to  bring  them  to  London.  Various 
statements  of  that  kind  have  been  made, 
and  I  think  they  bave  been  exaggerated 
and  misleading.  Those  who  make  them 
cannot  substantiate  them.  Yet,  I  am 
bound  to  say,  tbore  is  much  reason  for 
many  of  the  complaints  we  hear.  I  am 
daily  almost  overwhelmed  with  evi- 
dence of  the  inequalities  existing  be- 
tween the  rates  diarged  for  different 
articles  of  produce,  according  as  they 
are  British  or  foreign,  coming  from  the 
same  towns  in  the  same  quantities  and 
under  the  same  conditions.  There  is 
sometimes  a  variation  of  as  much  as  50 
per  cent — t.g.,  between  foreign  cattle 
and  home  cattle.  There  are  great  in- 
equalities in  the  charge  for  the  carriage 
of  foreign  and  home  catile  from  New- 
castle to  WakeBeld,  and  from  Newcastle 
to  Chesterfield,  and  so  on — inequalities 
which  would  seem  so  arbitrary  that  I 
can  understand  the  trades  generally,  and 
the  agricultural  classes  in  particular, 


feel  considerable  irritation  and  annoy- 
ance at  the  disadvantage  under  which 
they  are  placed  as  compared  with  the 
foreigner.  I  do  not  believe  the  Bailway 
Companies  wish  to  discourage  the  de- 
velopment of  English  trade.  On  the 
contrary,  their  interests  are  really  iden- 
tical with  those  of  the  public  generally. 
But  I  am  afraid  that  railways  in  the 
past  have  been  conducted  during  the 
period  of  {wosperity  very  much  on  the 
same  lines  as  the  general  business  of  the 
country.  We  have  all  made  too  much 
of  the  grand  eommeree.  Everybody  de- 
sired to  deal  with  goods  in  bulk,  and  to 
send  large  quantities.  The  agriculturists 
deapised  petite  evllure  ;  the  manufacturers 
and  merchants  despised  petty  commerce  ; 
the  railways  despised  petty  transport. 
We  have  been  prosperous — too  anxious 
only  to  cultivate  the  great  trades  and 
heavy  traffic,  to  deal  with  great  bulks, 
and  have  been  too  neglectful  of  the 
development  of  smaller  affairs  and  the 
smaller  traffic  and  commerce,  to  which 
we  shall  probably  have  to  pay  more 
attention  in  the  future.  With  regard  to 
many-  of  the  cmnplaints  which  have 
reached  me  as  to  some  of  the  chaises,  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  I  think  certain  of 
those  charges  are  doubtful  in  point  of 
legality ;  and  that  being  the  case,  where 
it  is  conceived  that  the  rates  are  not  con- 
sistent with  the  spirit  of  the  Acts  under 
which  the  railways  work,  we  may  fairly 
ask— *' Why  do  not  the  traders  appeal 
to  the  Commiseion  on  the  subject — why 
have  they  not  combined  to  put  a  case 
before  them  to  try  the  legality  of  these 
doubtful  charges?"  Well,  they  have 
done  so  in  a  good  many  cases ;  but,  in 
reply  to  that  question,  it  may  be  said 
that  the  traders — especially  the  small 
traders  and  producers  in  the  rural  dis- 
tricts— are  unwilling  to  incur  the  costs 
of  litigation ;  and,  moreover,  it  is  a  very 
unequal  affair  for  such  tradera  to  enter 
into  a  contest  with  powerful  Corpora- 
tions having  a  large  capital  at  their 
back,  which  they  do  not  hesitate  to  use 
for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  their 
vested  interests.  That  fact  will,  perhaps, 
account,  in  a  great  measure,  for  the  con- 
tinuance of  these  inequalities  of  charge 
which  are  complained  of,  and  for  the 
apparent  indifference  with  which  the 
traders,  especially  in  the  agricultural 
districts,  regard  them,  and  for  their 
unwillingness  to  bring  test  cases  into 
Courts  of  Law  for  the  purpose  of  having 
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doubtftil  questioiiB  determined.  I  have 
no  deeire  to  exaggerate  the  feeling  that 
exists  on  this  subject;  but  erery  hon. 
Member  in  this  House  knows  what  the 
feeling  of  hia  own  constituency  is.  But 
while  there  is  this  feeling  in  this  country, 
the  same  kind  of  oontest  is  being  carried 
on  in  every  other  country.  The  question 
of  rulw^  ratee  and  charges  is  a  subject 
of  the  Ihr^est  interest  in  France  at  this 
moment— in  fact,  there  have  been  very 
excited  discussions  upon  it  there  during 
the  past  few  days.  I  have  received  from 
the  foreign  Office  information  that  com- 
plaints are  made  in  France  by  the  French 
manufacturers  that  the  through  rates 
from  England  to  Germany,  Switzerland, 
and  Italy  are  so  low  that  it  is  impossible 
for  them  to  compete  with  the  English 
manufacturers  in  the  German  and  Bel- 
gian and  Italian  markets ;  and  this  com- 
plaint is  especially  made  by  the  coal 
miners  of  France.  In  connection  with  a 
strikenowgoingon  there,  it  iscomplained 
that  En^ish  coals  sold  in  the  interior  of 
France  are  allowed  preferential  rates, 
arid  that  French  coals  are  handicapped 
thereby.  It  is  said  that  more  is  charged 
for  the  oarriage  of  French  coal  orer  short 
distances  than  for  tiie  carriage  Eng* 
lish  coal  over  longdistances.  The  same 
contest  has  been  going  on  in  the  United 
States  for  many  years,  and  there  various 
different  forms  of  dealing  with  railway 
rates  have  been  tried.  There,  I  think, 
some  progress  has  been  made  towards 
arriving  at  a  solution  of  the  question, 
more,  perhaps,  thanhas  been  made  in  any 
other  country ;  and  it  is  possible  that  we 
mayhave  much  to  learn  from  thatcountry 
on  the  subject  in  the  future.  I  am  sure 
that  the  House  will  not  forget  that  while 
the  traders  have  brought  forward  many 
well-founded  complaints  against  the 
Batlway  Companies,  yet  that  in  legis- 
lating with  regard  to  Railway  Oom- 
panies  we  are  dealing  with  interests  of 
great  magnitude.  It  wonld,  in  fact,  be 
suicidal  if  we  were  to  do  anything  that 
wonld  seriously  interfere  with  the  suc- 
cessful working  and  management  of  our 
railways.  It  has  been  said  by  Viscount 
Sherbrooke,  I  think,  that  the  railways 
have  contributed  largely  to  the  fortune  of 
everyone  but  their  own  shareholders.  I 
do  not  think  anyone  desires  unduly  to 
limit  the  railway  rates.  It  may  be  de- 
sirable, to  a  certain  extent,  to  regulate 
the  through  rates  charged  by  the  Com- 
panies; but  it  may  be  fairly  said  that 
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the  interests  of  the  public  and  of  the 
railways  aro  so  bound  up  together,  that 
if  Railway  Companies  will  adopt  a 
liberal  policy  towards  the  public,  no- 
body will  proflt  by  that  course  as  much 
as  the  Railway  Companies  themselves. 
Wherever  the  railways  have  adopted  a 
liberal  policy  toward^  the  public,  they 
have  been  liberally  rewarded  for  it. 
There  can  be  no  better  illustration  of 
the  truth  of  my  statement  than  is  to  be 
found  in  the  result  of  the  liberal  ooorse 
which  was  taken  by  the  Midland  Bail- 
way  some  10  or  12  years  ago,  upon  the 
advice  of  Sir  James  Allport,  when  they 
determined  to  make  only  two  charges 
for  conveying  their  passengers — one 
being  at  the  rate  of  1^.  a  mile,  and  the 
other  at  the  rate  of  I  ^d.  a  mile,  and  this 
for  the  shortest  route.  In  this  way  they 
reduced  the  number  of  their  carriages 
and  the  haulage  on  their  lines  very 
materially.  There  is  no  better  travelling 
in  the  world  than  that  afforded  by  the 
Midland  Company,  who  convey  their 
passengers  to  the  North  at  the  rate  of 
\d.  per  mile  in  comfortable  and  well- 
ventUated  third-class  carriages;  while 
their  fint-dass  carriages,  for  conveyance 
in  which  they  charge  only  X^i.  per  mile, 
are  the  most  roomy,  the  most  convenient, 
and  the  most  luxurious  that  can  be  found 
anywhere.  The  liberal  reduction  of  fares 
to  which  I  have  referred  was  made  in 
1872,  in  accordance  with  the  advice  of 
Sir  James  Allport  and  Mr.  Edward 
Ellis,  head  Superintendent ;  and  nothing 
has  ever  answered  the  expectations  of 
a  Company  more  completely  than  this 
arrangement.  Comparisons  have  often 
been  made  in  this  controversy  between 
the  rates  of  English  and  foreign  rail- 
ways ;  but  in  comparing  them  we  must 
not  forget  to  compare,  at  the  same  time, 
the  relative  costs  of  making  the  respec- 
tive lines.  No  doubt,  this  House  has 
done  something  to  increase  the  cost 
of  making  English  railways,  and,  no 
doubt,  the  landowners  have  also  contri- 
buted to  increase  that  cost;  while  no  class 
of  the  community  has  profited  so  largely 
by  the  formation  of  railways  as  the 
landowners  themselves.  The  disparity 
between  the  cost  of  making  English 
and  foreign  railways  is  enormous.  Let 
me  give  the  House  some  statistics  on 
this  subject  which  have  been  prepared 
at  the  instance  of  the  Board  of  l^ade, 
showing  the  capital  invested  in  English, 
Colonial,  and  Foreign  Railways,  and  the 
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coat  per  mile  of  making  them.  The  capi- 1 
tal  which  has  been  invested  in  railways 
in  the  United  Kingdom  amounts  to 
£801,000,000,  the  oost  of  oonstruotion 
has  been  at  the  rate  of  £42,000  per 
mile,  while  18,864  miles  are  worked  at 
a  cost  of  63  per  cent  on  the  receipts.  In 
tiie  Colonies  £362,000,000  has  been  in- 
vested in  railways,  which  have  been  con- 
structed at  a  oost  of  £13,000  per  mile. 
In  foreign  countries  £3,288,000,000  have 
been  inveated,  the  average  cost  of  con- 
straotion  being  £16,400  per  mile,  as 
compared  with  £42,000  m  England. 
Here  are  the  figures  concerning  a  few 
of  these  foreign  countries.  That  in 
which  the  railways  have  been  most  ex- 
pensive, next  to  our  own,  has  been 
France.  The  oost  of  construction  there 
has  been  £28,000  per  mile,  in  Germany 
it  has  been  £21,000  per  mile,  in  Bussia 
£15,000  per  mile,  in  the  United  States 
£13,000  per  mile,  in  India  £13,000  per 
mile,  and  in  Canada  £12,000  per  mile. 
So  that  it  will  be  seen  that  En^tsh  rail- 
ways cost  50  per  cent  more  than  the  next 
most  costly  railways — the  French.  Now, 
it  will  be  interesting  to  the  House  to 
know  the  rates  of  dividends  among  the 
English  railways.  Preference  dividends 
range  from  about  4  to  4^  per  cent.  On 
the  ordinary  capital,  amounting  to 
about  £300,000,000,  the  dividends  are 
as  follows : — 

"£48,000,000  of  ordinary  Stock  pays  no 
dividend;  £3,000,000  pays  aoder  1  per  cent; 
£U,fiOO,000,  above  1  and  not  over  2  per 
oent;  £9,500,000,  3  and  not  over  3  per  cent ; 
£21,000,000,  or  nearly  £23,000,000,  3  and  not 
over  *  per  cent ;  £70,000,000,  4  and  not  over 
6  per  cent;  £<:6,000,000,  6  and  not  over  6 
per  cent;  £60,000,000,  6  and  not  over  7  per 
cent;  £3,800,000,  7  and  not  over  8  per 
cent;  £1,000,000,  8  and  not  over  9  per 
cent;  £1,228,000,  0  and  not  over  10  per 
cent;  £30,000,  12  and  over  IS  percent;  and 
£1,612,000,  15  per  cent ;  or,  on  the  whole,  an 
average  ol  i\  igac  cent." 

Now,  it  would  bo  impossible,  at  this  stage 
of  the  Bill,  to  give  illustrations  of  the 
difficulty  of  making  through  rates  and 
short- distance  rates  comparatively  equal 
and  just.  But  there  is  one  illustration 
that  has  come  before  me  which  I  will 
submit  to  the  House,  which  will  show, 

Eerhape  better  than  a  long  statement, 
ow  possible  it  is  to  have  a  long  distance 
rate  which  may  seem  very  low,  but  which 
is  regarded  by  those  who  pay  for  the 
traffic  as  being  very  heavy.  I  hold  in 
my  hand  a  Correspondence,  put  on  the 
Table  on  Monday  night,  in  relation  to 


the  rates  charged  for  the  conveyance  of 
fish  from  WiA:.  The  Wick  fishermen 
complain  of  the  high  and  almost  pro- 
hibitive railway  rates  on  their  fish  de* 
spatched  to  England.    They  say — 

"  Conaiderioff  the  continued  low  prities,  it  ia 
ntterly  impossible  for  ub  now  to  pay  80«.  per 
ton,  aa  we  are  greatly  handtcappea  with  large 
quantities  of  fish  coming  from  Norway,  Sweden, 
and  France,  these  fieh  being  sent  by  steamer, 
and  landed  in  London  and  otiier  English  ports, 
at  2«.  per  package  whereas  we  have  to  i«y  9t, 
per  package  oi  s  similar  sixe  by  ntiL" 

They  go  on  to  say — 

"  On  the  other  hand,  if  you  make  a  reduction 
in  the  carriage  rates  we  are  confident  it  will 
not  only  largwy  benefit  the  fishing  commnni- 
ties,  but  that  it  will  likewise  also  largely  benefit 
the  Railway  Companios  and  the  consumers  in 
England  and  all  concerned.  At  present  almost 
the  whole  of  the  autumn  catch  of  herrings, 
which  is  the  principal  catch  of  the  year,  is 
salted  for  exportation  to  the  Baltic  ports.  If 
sufficient  encouragement  were  given  by  low 
carriage  rates,  several  hundred  thousand  tons 
of  the  autumn  catch  of  salted  herrings  would 
be  sent  in  a  fresh  condition  to  the  English 
markets.  In  this  manner  the  glut  in  the  foreign 
markets  would  be  prevented,  better  prices  would 
be  obtained  by  those  engaged  in  the  flahing  in- 
dustry, the  rolling  stock  of  the  Railway  Com- 
panies would  be  more  fully  and  more  profitably 
employed,  and  a  large  quantity  of  cheap  and 
nutritious  food  would  be  brought  within  reach 
of  the  working  classes  in  the  largo  manufactur- 
ing towns  of  England  in  these  depressed 
times." 

The  answer  of  the  Bailway  Company  to 
this  is — 

"  My  Directors  (of  the  Midland  Bsilway) 
considered  the  present  ratee  very  favourable  to 
the  trade  of  ick  and  Fulteneytown,  as  upon 
reference  to  a  schedule  of  rates,  which  I  sent 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  on  the  34th  of  June, 
1834,  it  will  be  seen  that  fish  is  carried  from 
Wick  to  ZiOndon,  by  special  or  passenger  trains, 
a  distance  of  742  miles,  for  65>.  per  ton  in  three- 
ton  lots,  although  for  the  same  description  of 
fish  from  Leith  to  London,  a  distance  of  388 
miles,  the  rate  is  00«.  per  ton.'* 

The  House  will  see  that  you  may  have 
a  rate  for  a  short  distance — even  a  very 
low  rate — for,  say,  60  mile^  which,  when 
multiplied  fourfold,  would  be  practically 
a  prohibitive  rate.  Therefore  there 
must  be  special  rates  for  long  distance 
traffic  in  order  that  the  public  may  get 
the  advantage  at  the  centre  of  consump- 
tion. While  I  have  complaints  from 
the  rural  districts  that  foreign  produce 
passes  their  door  at  half  the  rates  the 
Companies  charge  for  the  same  kind 
and  amoiint  of  produce  home-grown, 
importers  are  also  complaining  of  the 
difficulty  of  distributing  their  produce 
owing  to  high  rates.   I  remember  a 
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BtiikiDg  illuBtration  of  this  with  reepeot 
to  Australian  meat.  There  has  been 
within  the  last  few  years  an  increase 
in  the  importation  of  frozen  meat  from 
Australia,  and  when  it  comes  to  London 
by  steamer  the  importers  are  anxious  to 
distribute  it  all  over  the  country.  No 
doubt,  in  the  large  towns,  the  people  are 
anxious  to  obtain  the  benefit  of  this 
cheap  import.  Well,  the  importers  oom- 

Slain,  and  they  substantiate  their  case, 
lat  they  have  been  required,  in  the  first 

gace,  to  pay  50«.  a-ton  for  meat  sent  from 
>adon  to  Liverpool,  whereas  American 
meat  is  sent  from  Liverpool  to  London  at 
25i.  a-ton,  or  just  half  as  much.  It  is 
dear  that  the  railways  gave  a  special 
rate  to  Liverpool ;  but  they  would  not 
give  one  to  Manchester*  so  the  rate  was 
2b».  per  ton  from  London  to  Liverpool, 
and  60s.  per  ton  from  London  to  Man- 
chester. As  a  result,  the  frozen  meat 
was  sent  to  Manchester  from  London  vid 
Liverpool  at  25s.  to  Liverpool,  1  It.  back 
from  Liverpool  to  Manchester,  so  as  to 
save  some  12s.  &d.  or  ISs.  per  ton.  The 
evidences  of  this  kind  of  anomaly  are,  I 
am  sorry  to  say,  too  abundant.  There 
is  hardly  enough  consideration,  I  be- 
lieve, on  the  part  of  Bailway  Companies 
of  what  16  rair  to  the  public.  Where 
there  are  competing  lines,  or  where  the 
lines  converge  at  competing  points,  there 
the  rates  are  low  enough.  I  do  not 
know  that  they  are  not,  in  some  in- 
stances,  even  too  low,  because  there  is 
some  evidence  that  the  able  and  astute 
managers  of  these  railways — and  I  do 
not  know  a  more  capable  and  astute 
set  of  men,  taking  them  as  a  class — are 
not  quite  sure  whether,  in  some  of  these 
cases,  they  are  making  a  profit  or  not. 
They  only  know  what  the  result  is  in  the 
end.  Where  there  is  no  competition — 
where  the  railway  has,  practically,  a 
monopoly,  and  there  are  no  lines  con- 
verging at  competing  points — the  through 
rates  are  too  nigh,  and  the  local  traffic 
is  not  sufllciently  considered.  Well,  Sir, 
I  have  now  said  all  that  I  need  say  as 
to  the  reasons  for  the  introduction  of 
this  Bill.  I  may  say  that  I  re^et  very 
much  iiiat  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
lato  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Mr.  Chamberlain)  is  not  in  his  place 
to-night.  I  have  received  a  note  Arom 
him  expressipg  his  regret  that,  through 
indisposition,  ne  is  unable  to  be  present 
here  to-night.  I  should  have  liked  to 
express  to  him  my  acknowledgments  for 
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the  great  care  and  thought  and  atten- 
tion he  devoted  to  the  subject  during  the 
time  he  was  at  the  Board  of  Trade. 
When  I  took  Office  I  found  that  a  mea- 
sure had  been  fully  prepared  by  him, 
and  a  measure  which,  I  am  sure,  must 
hare  caused  him  a  great  deal  of  anxiety 
and  care.  During  the  time  I  have  been 
at  the  Board  of  Trade  I  have  given  as 
much  thought  and  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject as  I  possibly  could.  I  have  had  the 
assistance  not  only  of  officials  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  but  of  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown,  and  oi  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor, in  considering  how  we  oan  make 
this  Bill  most  emotive  for  its  purpose. 
And  I  may  say  that  tiiongh,  in  some 
important  respects,  it  may  differ  from 
the  measure  of  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
yet  all  his  important  provisions  are  in- 
cluded in  it.  When  he  comae  to  com- 
pare this  Bill  with  his  own  measore,  I 
think  he  will  find  very  little  that  was  in 
his  absent  from  this.  We  have  made 
some  changes,  and  some  important  addi- 
tions, which  I  will  state  to  the  House, 
and  which,  I  think,  will  commend  them- 
selves to  the  House  for  their  usefulness. 
The  present  Bill  does  not  deal  with  the 
question  of  safety.  I  thought  it  better 
not  to  include  questions  of  safety  in  the 
Bill.  There  was  a  danger  of  overload- 
ing the  scheme.  The  question  of  safety 
is  one  which,  I  think,  should  be  dealt 
with  separately;  and,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  private  Members  have  Bills  before 
the  House  dealing  with  it — Bills  which 
I  consider  will  be  well  worthy  of  con- 
sideration in  Parliament.  I  have  con- 
fined my  Bill  to  the  question  of  rates 
and  fares,  and  the  business  of  the  Kail- 
way  Commission.  We  propose  to  intro- 
duce very  important  changes ;  and  I 
must  say  I  think  it  is  only  right  that  I 
should  acknowledge  that  the  Commis- 
sion, though  much  fettered  in  its  work, 
has  oarned  the  respect  of  the  commu- 
nity. I  should  be  very  sorry  if,  in  con- 
sequence of  any  changes  we  may  make 
in  the  Commission,  it  should  be  thought 
that  we  do  not  sufficiently  appreciate  the 
services  of  the  gentlemen  who,  during 
the  last  13  years,  have  devoted  them- 
selves with  so  much  care  and  courtesy 
and  devotion  to  the  businesB  of  tiiat 
Coart.  I  wish  to  speak  in  the  highest 
terms  of  Sir  Frederick  Peel,  who  has 

E resided  over  it.   No  one  could  possibly 
ave  discharged  his  duty  with  more 
painstaking,  with  more  conscientious- 
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nesB,  and  with  greater  determination  to 
master  every  point  of  tbe  cases  brought 
before  him,  and  no  one  could  have  been 
more  anxious  to  show  in  his  judgments 
a  complete  mastery  of  every  detail.  But 
in  committing  very  large  powers  to  the 
new  Court  —  in  eDlarging  the  legal 
powers  of  the  Commission — it  has  been 
felt  that  it  is  necessary  that  the  First 
Commissioner,  or  the  Chief  Commis- 
aioner,  should  be  a  man  possessed  of 
legal  knowledge  and  legal  training, 
haviDg  the  authority  and  standing  of  a 
Judge  of  the  High  Court.   It  has  been 
felt,  Sir,  that  the  effect  of  appointing  a 
man  of  that  stuiding  will  be  to  shorten 
the  proceedings  of  the  Court,  to  add 
weight  to  its  prcneediDgs,  and  to  limit 
the  number  of  appeals ;  and  I  think,  on 
the  whole,  it  wilt  be  found  to  be  a  mea* 
euro  of  economy.   The  Bill  is  divided 
into  five  parts.   The  first  deals  with  the 
constitution  of  the  Court  of  Procedure 
of  the  Bailway  Commissioners ;  the 
second  with  the   jurisdiction  of  the 
Court;  the  third  with  railway  traffic; 
the  fourth  with  canals ;  and  the  fifth 
with  miscellaneous  matters.    Well,  it  is 
provided  in  the  Bill  that  the  Court  shall 
be  a  permanent  Court  of  Becord.  The 
uncertain  tenure  of  the  Commissioners 
hitherto  has  detracted  much  from  the 
dignity  and  authority  of  tiieir  Court. 
The  necessity  for  its  being  continued 
from  year  to  year  has  been  injurious  to 
it.   The  powers  of  tbe  Chief  Commis- 
sioner will  be  exercised  in  England  by 
one  of  the  Judges  of  the  High  Court, 
nominated  from  time  to  time  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor ;  in  Scotland,  by  a  Judge  of 
the  Court  of  Sessions,  nominated  by  the 
Lord  President ;  and  in  Ireland,  by  one 
of  the  Judges  of  the  High  Court,  nomi- 
nated by  a  like  authority.    The  other 
two  Commissioners  will  be  laymen,  prac- 
tical men  of  business.  In  every  proceed- 
ing before  tbe  Commissioners  the  Chief 
Commissioner  is  to  deliver  judgment; 
and  on  all  questions  of  law  his  opinion 
is  to  prevail.   The  only  difference  be- 
tween this  clause  and  the  clause  of  my 
right  faon.  Friend  is  that  he  proposed  a 
tnuned  lawyer,  not  making  htm  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Hi^h  Court  of  Justice.  I 
confess  that  this  is  not  at  all  essential 
to  tiie  Bill,  and  no  part  of  the  principle 
of  the  measure.   I  have  no  very  stnmg 
opinion  with  regard  to  it.    I  only  take 
the  best  evidence  I  can  possibly  obtain. 
Nevertheless,  I  must  say  that  it  all 


points  to  the  appointment  of  a  Judge  to 

deal  exclusively  with  this  business.  Of 
course,  when  the  ^Railway  Court  is  not 
sitting  he  may  have  time  and  leisure  to 
devote  to  other  judicial  functions.  In 
the  next  clause,  as  the  House,  no  doubt, 
will  have  gathered,  we  intend  to  provide 
that  the  Court  shall  proceed  to  every 
locality  where  its  services  may  be  re- 
quired, whether  in  England,  Scotland, 
or  Ireland.  Of  course,  the  English 
Judge  will  not  preside  elsewhere  than 
in  England.  The  lay  Commissioners 
will  sit  in  Scotland  with  a  Scottish 
Judge,  and  in  Ireland  with  an  Irish 
Judge.  Every  order  of  the  Commis- 
sioners shall  have  the  force  of  a  judg- 
ment. No  appeal  from  the  decision  of 
the  Commissioners  will  be  allowed  on 
any  question  of  fact ;  but  on  questions 
of  law  an  appeal  will  lie  to  a  Superior 
Court  of  Appeal.  Beyond  this  there 
will  be  no  appeal,  unless  the  Court  of 
Appeal  themselves  direct  one  to  the 
House  of  Lords.  I  come  next  to  the 
question  of  complaints.  Complaints 
may  be  made  to  the  Commissioners  by 
any  Local  Authority  or  body  of  traders 
or  freighters.  It  is  deemed  very  im- 
portant that  we  should  extend  the  loeut 
itandi,  and  make  it  as  large  as  possible, 
BO  as  to  include  all  persons  who  have 
complaints  to  make.  I  will  just  read 
the  clause  dealing  with  this  matter — 

"A  complaiot  of  a  contravention  <d  section 
two  of  the  Rftiliray  and  Canal  Traffic  Act, 
1864,  as  amended  by  subsequent  Acts,  and 
a  complaint  under  the  prinoipal  Act,  and  any 
Act  amending  it,  and  under  thia  Act,  may  be 
made  to  tho  Commisaionen  bjr  (a)  any  local 
or  harbour  board,  any  oonnoil  of  a  city  or 
borough,  any  reproeentatire  connty  body  which 
may  hereafter  be  created  by  an  Act  passed  in 
the  present  or  any  future  Session  of  Parliament, 
anyjagtioes  in  quarter  aessions  assembled,  or 
any  public  local  authority  which  now  is  or 
hereafter  may  be  established  under  any  general 
or  special  Act ;  or  (6 )  any  association  of  traders 
or  mighters,  or  any  chambtsr  of  commerce  or 
agriculture,  who  shall  obtain  a  certificate  from 
the  Board  of  Trade,  that  they  are,  in  tbe  opinion 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  entitled  to  make  such 
complaint,  without  proof  that  the  complainants 
are  aggrieved  by  the  matter  complained  of." 

It  is  impossible,  I  think,  to  draw  a 
dause  more  comprehensively.  As  I 
have  said,  no  aimeal  shall  lie  from  any 
decision  of  the  Commissionen  upon  any 
question  of  fact,  or  from  any  decision 
of  the  Commissioners,  regarding  the 
Imm  ttandi  of  a  complainant.  The  Bill 
strengthens  the  power  of  the  Commis- 
sioners very  liberally,  and  in  giving 
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0uoh  extensiTe  powers  the  House  will 

see  the  importance  of  the  presiding  Com- 
missioner being  a  trained  lawyer,  whose 
decisions  will  carry  weight  and  authority. 
Passing  to  another  point,  we  extend  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commissioners  to 
special  Acts,  and  to  all  questions  respect- 
ing tolls,  rates,  or  fares;  and  we  give 
them  power  also  to  award  damages. 
Now,  Sir,  the  Bill  also  provides  that  the 
publio  bodies  may  apply  corporate  funds, 
or  may  pay  out  of  the  rates  the  cost 
and  expenses  of  any  prosecution  arising 
under  the  Act.    Now,  I  come  to  the 

aueation  of  traffic,  and  with  regard  to 
le  24th  clause  I  wish  to  point  out  that 
it  is  ono  of  die  most  important  clauses 
in  the  Bill.  The  24tii  clause  requires 
that— 

<*  Notwithstanding  any  provisions  tliat  may 
be  contuned  in  any  genMal  or  special  Act, 
erery  railway  oompaay,  within  twelve  Dionths 
from  the  commencement  of  this  Act,  shall  sub- 
mit to  the  Board  of  Trade  a  revised  classifica- 
tion of  rates  and  charges,  and  a  revised  sohe- 
dale  of  maximum  rates  and  charges." 

I  know  it  may  be  said  by  the  Bailway 
Companies  that  we  have  no  right  to 
require  this  from  them;  but  I  think 
anyone  familiar  with  the  Begulations 
of  this  House,  from  1838  down  to  the 
present  time,  will  see  that  the  House 
has  had  the  right  to  exercise  this  con- 
trol. I  will  read  the  clause  of  the  Act 
of  1845,  and  the  Standing  Order  of  the 
House  is  in  the  same  spirit,  and  almost 
in  the  same  words — 

**  And  be  it  enacted  that  nothing  herein  con- 
tained shall  be  deemed  or  constraed  to  exempt 
the  lailw&y  by  this  or  the  said  recited  Act 
aathorized  to  be  made  from  the  provisions  of 
any  genera]  Act  relating  to  such  Acts,  or  of 
any  general  Act  relating  to  railways  which  may 
hereafter  pass  during  the  present  or  any  future 
Session  of  Parliament,  or  from  any  f utnre  re- 
i-ision  and  alteration  under  the  authority  of 
Parliament  of  the  maximum  rates  of  fares  and 
charges  authorized  by  the  said  recited  Act." 

So  that  every  Bailway  Compaoy  has 
contracted  with  the  publio  and  with  Par- 
liament that  they  shall,  from timeto time, 
be  liable  to  suoh  conditions  as  Parlia- 
ment may  see  fit  to  impose.  We  pro- 
vide also  that,  in  framing  such  classic 
£cation  and  schedule,  the  nature  and 
grounds  on  which  terminal  charges  are 
proposed  to  be  made,  and  the  circum- 
stances under  which  they  are  proposed 
to  be  made,  shall  be  fully  stated.  Well, 
Sir,  when  a  Bailway  Company  has  sent 
in  its  new  classification  and  schedule  to 
the  Board  of  Trade,  what  is  to  happen  ? 

Mr.  MmdeUa 


We  have  provided  for  that.  We  ahall 
advertise,  so  that  the  Board  of  IMe 
may  receive  representations  from  any 
part  of  the  country,  or  from  anybody 
interested,  against  either  the  classifica- 
tion or  the  maxima.  It  was  thought  that 
the  Bailway  Commissioners  would  be 
the  right  authority  to  receive,  consider, 
and  revise  the  new  classification  and 
schedules ;  but  the  more  that  comes  to 
be  considered,  the  more  it  will  be  found 
to  be  impracticable.  The  Bailway  Com- 
missioners are  a  Court  of  Law  ;  and  as 
these  matters  will  be  matters  of  consul- 
tation, we  think  they  can  be  done  better 
without  a  man  in  a  long  robe,  but  that 
we  should  appoint  assessors  to  argue 
out  the  questions  which  may  arise. 
Acc<nrdindry,  with  great  deference,  we 
think  the  Board  of  Trade  ought  to  under- 
take this  work.   The  Board  may  ap- 
point assessors  to  meet  the  parties,  and 
when  the  difference  is  argued  out  it  is 
provided  that  they  shall  frame  the  sche- 
dule of  charges  in  the  way  they  think 
just  and  reasonable,  and  submit  them 
to  Parliament  as  a  Provisional  Order. 
If  unopposed,  they  would  pass  into  law 
in  the  ordinary  course ;   but  if  op- 
posed, these  Provisional  Orders  would 
be  treated  in  the  same  way  as  other 
Provisional  Orders,  except  that  they 
would  be  submitted  to  a  Joint  Com- 
mittee of  both  Houses  of  Parliament ; 
so  that  Parliament  will  have  the  sche- 
dule, classification,  and  maximum  en- 
tirely under  its  control.   Provision  is 
also  made  for  amending  andre-adjuating 
from  time  to  time  these  rates  and  maxima, 
and  also  for  grouping  rates  and  aettling 
questions  of  undue  preference.   And  in 
the  matter  of  undue  preference,  we  pro- 
Tide  that  where  it  appears  desirable, 
wherever  there  are  unequal  chaises,  the 
burden  shall  be  thrown  on  the  Com- 
panies to  show  what  is  the  reason  of 
the  inequality,  and  the  Board  shall  take 
into  consideration  what  are  the  justifi- 
cations of  any  inequality.   So  that,  on 
the  proof  of  inequality,  it  will  lie  on  the 
Bailway  Company  to  show  that  suoh  in- 
equality does  not  constitute  undueprefer- 
ence.  Well,  Sir,  I  have  stated  something 
of  the  power  of  the  new  Commission 
with  regard  to  the  schedule,  maximum, 
and  undue  preference.   We  also  provide 
for  annual  Betums,  bringing  the  canals 
under  the  same  heading  as  the  railways. 
We  auth<mse  the  pnUio  auUiorities  to 
expend  sums  of  monc^  for  tiie  purpose 
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of  application  to  the  Oommissioners. 
Now,  I  come  to  a  clause  which  is  en- 
tirelj  new,  and  which  may  excite  a  little 
harmless  ridioole,  but  for  which  I  am 
prepared  to  take  the  responsibili^.  It 
has  been  found  in  the  United  States, 
notwithstanding  that  they  ffire  the  Com- 
missioners the  same  legu  power  and 
control  as  we  propose  to  give  our  Com- 
missioners, that  there  is  room  for  some- 
thing like  negotiation — for  the  Commis- 
sioners or  other  independent  bodies  to 
arbitrate  between  Bailway  Companies 
and  traders,  to  bring  the  two  parties  to- 

g ether,  and  bring  them  to  something 
ke  an  agreement.  There  is  a  Tery  re- 
markable Beport  which  has  just  been 
issued  by  the  Bureau  of  Labour  at 
Philadelphia.  It  ia  from  the  work  on 
Railway  Tratuportation  by  Mr.  Hadley, 
head  uf  the  Bureau  of  Labour  Statistics 
of  Connecticut,  who,  I  believe,  has  the 
honour  of  having  started  the  scheme 
which  I  now  submit  to  the  House.  I 
will  read  a  few  lines  of  it,  if  the  House 
-will  permit  me,  to  show  precisely  what 
the  scheme  is.   He  says — 

"  There  is  another  class  of  Commissions  of 
qnite  a  different  character,  Oommissions  with 
little  or  no  power  to  act,  and  simply  established 
for  the  sake  of  securing  publicity.  The  success 
of  such  CommiasioDS  has  been  in  some  instances 
mrpriaiogly  great.  TbiM  was  Mpecially  tbo 
case  with  MaaBachasetts  under  the  loaderahip  of 
Charles  Francis  Adams,  jnn.  The  Massachu- 
setts Commisaion  was  established  in  1869.  At 
first  a  great  many  people  were  disposed  to  treat 
it  with  good-natured  ridicule.  It  had  really  no 
power,  except  the  power  to  report.  But  its 
Beporls  ware  strong  enongh  to  ootninand  respect 
uid  even  obedience.  The  Comnussioners  were 
hy  no  means  infallible.  Some  of  their  thcorios 
were  wrong.  They  were  in  favour  of  a  partial 
State  ownership  of  railroads,  which  could  not 
have  done  what  they  expected  of  it,  and  would 
probably  have  proved  a  great  misfortune.  But 
the  Commissioners  had  something  better  than 
correct  theories :  they  had  practical  business 
sagacity.  They  abandoned  courses  which  proved 
wrong  ;  they  followed  up  with  sucoessfal  per- 
astenoe  those  which  proved  right.  G-radually 
bat  sorely  they  introduced  improvements  in 
accounting,  which  since  1878  have  been  further 
extended  by  the  Commissioiiera  of  other  States. 
In  the  same  way  they  gmdually  compelled  the 
roads  to  adopt  safety  applisnoea  by  educating 
public  opinion  to  a  pomt  where  it  demanded 
such  action.  And  in  the  same  way  they  exer- 
cised a  decisive  influenoe  on  the  policy  of  the 
railroads  with  regard  to  rates,  leading  them  to 
develop  their  local  buaiuess  inatead  of  confining 
attention  to  the  through  boaineas." 

Now,  what  do  we  do  ?  It  is  set  forth  in 
the  26th  clause,  and  I  hope  Parliament 
will  think  it  worthy  of  itt  oonnderation. 
It  provides  that—' 


"  Whenever  any  person  sending  or  desiring 
to  send  goods  by  any  railway,  ia  of  opinion  that 
the  railway  company  is  cbargiag  him  an  \mfair 
or  an  unreasonable  rate  of  charj;e,  or  ia  in  any 
other  respect  treating  him  in  an  oppressive  or 
onroasonable  manner,  such  person  may  make  a 
complaint  to  the  Board  of  Trade.  The  Board 
of  Trade,  if  they  think  that  there  is  reasonable 
ground  for  the  complaint,  may  therenpon  call 
upon  the  railway  company  for  an  explanation 
and  endeavour  to  settle  amicably  the  differences 
between  the  oomplainant  and  the  railway  com- 
pany. For  the  purpose  aforesaid,  the  Board  of 
Trade  may  appoint  either  one  of  their  own 
officers,  or  any  other  com^ietent  person  to  com- 
munioate  witii  the  complainant  and  the  railway 
company,  and  to  receive  and  eonsider  snch  ex< 
planations  and  communications  as  may  be  made 
in  reference  to  the  complaint ;  and  tht  Beard  of 
Trade  may  pat/  to  aueh  latl -mentioned ptrton 
remuneration  at  they  may  think  Jtt^  and  cu  nay 
6#  approved  by  th*  Treantry." 

I  see  this  proposal  is  received  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir  Richard 
Webster)  with  a  *mile ;  but  it  has  met 
with  success,  and  in  America  they  have 
shown  what  can  be  done  by  mediation. 

"The  Board  of  Trade  shall,  frcon  time  to 
tim«,  submit  to  tWiiament  reports  of  the  oom- 
plaints  made  to  them  under  the  provisions  of 
this  secti<m,  and  the  results  of  the  proceedings 
tflJcen  in  relation  to  suoh  complaints,  together 
with  such  observations  thereon  aa  the  Board  of 
Trade  shall  think  fit." 

Now,  the  Eeport  of  the  American  Com- 
missioners shows  that  there  is  nothing 
to  which  Bailway  Companies  are  so 
amenable  as  public  opinion;  and  the 
Eeports  made  from  time  to  time  of  these 
complaints,  and  the  way  in  which  they 
are  dealt  with,  will,  I  believe,  constitute 
a  very  important  mass  of  evidence,  as  to 
the  way  in  which  the  railways  of  the 
country  are  managed,  not  only  for  the 
guidance  of  railway  managers,  but  also 
for  the  guidance  of  Parliament,  as  to 
how  it  may  have  to  deal  with  them  in 
future.  I  have  the  strongest  conviction 
that  what  has  happened  in  America  will 
prove  to  be  our  case  here,  and  that  by 
securing  proper  management  you  will 
do  much  to  prevent  the  permanent  in- 
terests of  railways  being  sacrificed  to 
temporary  interests,  and  also  secure  the 
interests  of  the  public.  There  is  no 
necessify  to  appoint  a  Commission,  be- 
cause these  complaints  will  be  made  to 
the  Board  of  1>ade,  who  will  appoint 
an  assessor  or  one  of  its  own  officers  to 
hear  complaints  feom  time  to  time.  It 
will  not,  of  course,  listen  to  frivolous 
complaints ;  and  it  may  make  rules  and 
charge  a  small  fee  to  prevent  vexatious 
and  unneoessaiy  complaints,  and  the 
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result  of  this,  I  believe,  will  be  to  pre- 
vent a  good  deal  of  litigation,  because 
when  men  having  one  object  in  view 
get  together  round  a  table  to  discuss 
any  questions  thej  generally  arrive  at  a 
reasonable  result.  The  last  number  of 
£radtireef»  Journal  speaks  of  the  almost 
unvarying  success  which  has  attended 
the  work  of  the  Oommissioners,  and  the 
extension  of  it.  Last  year  has  been  free 
irom  litigation,  and  it  speaks  of  the 
good  done  b^  the  Eailway  Commis- 
sioners in  bringing  the  Sailw»  Oom- 
paniea  and  thepublic  together  in  »iendly 
disoussion.  HaTing  now  submitted  the 
BiU  to  the  House,  I  must  appeal  to  hon. 
Members  on  a  subject  of  such  import- 
ance, where  such  vast  interests  are  con- 
cerned, to  give  this  measure  a  patient 
and  careful  examination.  We  do  not 
claim  for  it  that  it  is  incapable  of  im- 
provement, and,  no  doubt,  it  will  be  in 
the  power  of  hon.  Members  to  discover 
and  repair  many  defects  in  it.  All  I 
can  say  is  that  we  shall  welcome,  from 
any  quarter  whence  they  may  come, 
suggestions  which  tend  to  improve  the 
measure  which  I  now  ask  the  House  to 
read  the  first  time.  I  believe  there  is 
no  desire  in  the  House  or  in  the  mind 
of  the  public  to  harass  the  Kaitway 
Companies,  or  to  diminish  their  lawful 
gains ;  but  there  is  a  desire  to  regulate 
the  monopolies  they  have  enjoyed,  so  as 
to  oonduce  in  the  future  more  effectually 
than  in  the  past  to  the  interests  of  the 
country  and  to  the  national  prosperity. 

Mr.  HICKMAN  (Wolverhampton, 
W.) :  I  crave  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  for  a  few  moments  while  I  ad- 
dress myself  to  some  clauses  of  the  Bill. 
I  should  like,  first,  to  express  my  sense 
of  gratitude  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  the  great  care  and  knowledge 
which  he  has  bestowed  upon  this  Bill, 
and  the  lucid  manner  in  which  he  has 
placed  its  provisions  before  the  House. 
If,  therefore,  I  call  attention  to  one  or  two 
points  which  it  seems  to  me  have  been 
overlooked,  I  beg  the  House  to  consider 
that  I  do  so  not  in  a  carping  spirit,  or 
with  a  desire  unduly  to  cntioize  the 
measure.  In  the  first  place,  I  have  not 
heard,  in  the  course  of  the  remarks  of 
the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  much  about 
canals.  ["Tes!"]  If  the  right  hon. 
Graitleman  has  dealt  with  the  subject,  I 
am,  of  course,  glad  to  be  corrected.  I 
will  turn  to  the  question  of  through 
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rates.  I  should  like  to  see  powers  given 
to  the  Commissioners  to  declare  through 
rates  between  points  connected  by  two  or 
three  different  lines,  so  that  the  public 
may  not  incur  terminal  charges  three  or 
four  times  over  on  the  same  traffic. 
There  is  another  point  to  which  I  desire 
to  call  attention.  I  should  be  glad  to 
see  something  done  with  regard  to  un- 
equal rates  between  different  districts. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated 
that  there  will  be  power  to  deal  with 
unequal  rates  as  between  different 
classes  of  tradws;  but  we  want,  also, 
power  to  deal  with  unequal  rates 
as  between  different  districts.  Well, 
Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke 
of  the  dimonlty  which  traders  have 
in  contending  with  and  prosecuting 
their  rights  against  powerful  Bsilway 
Companies.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
mentioned  that  it  was  proposed  that 
persons  having  complaints  would  be  able 
to  make  them  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
and  that  the  Board  of  Trade  would  ap- 
point assessors  to  stand  between  the 
Kailway  Company  on  one  side,  and  the 
person  making  the  complaint  on  the 
other;  but  I  did  not  gather  from  the 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  there  was  ai^  power  to  enforce 
their  decision. 

Mb.  MTTNDEIXA:  The  permissive 
clause,  under  which  the  Board  of  IVade 
will  report  the  result  ot  its  mediation. 

Mb.  HICKMAN:  Then,^r,  it  would 
appear  that  the  tribunal  will  be  unable 
to  decide  questions  of  this  character.  If 
that  is  not  so,  I  shall  be  glad  to  be  cor- 
rected. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
in  the  course  of  his  speech,  that  equal 
mileage  rates  have  been  found  to  be 
impossible,  because,  in  some  cases,  there 
was  sea  competition ;  but  I  entirely  fail 
to  see  why  sea  competition  should  make 
equal  mileage  rates  impossible.  It  is, 
perhaps,  impossible  to  make  mileage 
rates  on  coal  equal  to  those  on  articles 
of  more  bulk  and  greater  value ;  but  I 
submit  that  for  equal  distances  and  for 
traffic  of  the  same  character  there  might 
he  equal  mileage  rates.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  other  countries 
are  complaining  of  the  railway  rates, 
and  he  mentions  that  com^aints  are 
now  being  made  in  the  United  Btates 
of  America.  But,  Sir,  at  the  present 
time  corn  is  being  carried  from  Chicago 
to  New  York  at  one-seventh  of  Id. 
per  ton  per  mile,  and  the  rate  for 
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iron  from  Birminfcham  to  London  is 
l^d.  per  ton  per  mile,  or  more  than  10 
times  as  mnoh  as  the  cost  of  bringing 
corn  from  Ohioago  to  New  York. 
That,  Sir,  is  not  the  only  instance  I 
could  g^ve ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wiU  examine  the  valuable  Be- 
tnrns  made  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  North  Oxfordshire  (Sir 
Bernhard  Samnelson),  he  will  see 
that  in  all  eases — at  any  rate,  as  com- 
pared with  the  district  which  I  hare  the 
honour  to  Tepresent — foreign  railway 
rates  are  loww  to  the  extent  of  40 
or  50  per  cent.  The  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man said  that  English  railways  cost  more 
to  make  than  foreign  railways;  butlsug- 
gest  that  the  explanation  of  that  is  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  taken  the 
cost  of  a  single  tract  in  America  and 
compared  it  with  the  cost  of,  say,  a 
quadruple  tract  in  this  country.  The 
London  and  North-Western  Bailway, 
to  a  large  extent,  consists  of  four 
lines ;  and  it  is  obrious  that  the 
cost  of  its  construction  is  more  than 
that  of  a  railway  having  only  a  single 
line.  Having  made  these  few  obser* 
vationa,  I  beg  to  express  my  thanks 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  for  the  very 
Ineid  statement  with  which  he  has  ac- 
companied the  introductioiiof  this  Bill. 

Mb.  J.  O.  BOLTON  (Stiriing) :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  has  stated,  in  the 
course  of  his  speech,  that  many  ex- 
aggerated statements  bare  been  made, 
and  many  complaints  with  regard  to 
railway  rates  which  have  not  been  sub- 
stantiated. Sir,  I  think  that  any  hon. 
Member  who  takes  the  trouble  to  exa- 
mine the  evidence  produced  before  the 
Bailway  Commission  in  1881-2  will  find 
that  many  of  the  statements  made  then 
were  very  much  of  the  same  character 
as  those  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  to-night  alluded,  and  that 
when  those  statements  were  thoroughly 
examined  they  were  found  to  be  what  I 
may  call  entirely  bottomless.  [*'No, 
no!"]  Hon.  Gentlemen  dissent  from 
Uiat  statement  I  refer  them  to  the 
eridmce  and  to  the  Beport  of  the 
Committee,  in  which  they  will  find 
my  words  fully  borne  out.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  seems 
to  have  some  belief  in  those  statements. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  read  a  para- 
graph from  a  letter  which  he  said  had 


been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
[  from  the  Provost  of  Wiok,  and  various 
other  gentlemen  oonnected  with  the  fish 
trade  in  that  district.  The  para^aph 
was  to  the  effect  that  the  Memorialists 
that,  if  sufficient  encouragement  were 
given  by  low  carriage  rates,  several 
hundred  thousands  of  tons  of  the  autumn 
catch  of  herrings  would  be  sent  in  a 
fresh  condition  to  the  English  market. 
Now,  if  there  were  any  Members  of  the 
Fishery  Board  here,  they  would,  I  think, 
be  able  to  bear  me  out  in  saying  that 
there  ii  no  such  thing  aa  several  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  tons  of  fish  caught 
on  all  the  Coast  of  Scotland  together. 
But,  if  further  proof  is  required,  I  hold 
in  my  hand  another  letter  signed  by  the 
same  gentleman  who  led  the  signatories 
of  the  Memorial — namely,  Mr.  Rae, 
Provost  of  Wick,  dated  March,  1885, 
and  which  is  upon  the  same  subject. 
Complaining  of  the  exorbitant  rates 
charged  by  the  Bailway  Companies  for 
the  transport  of  fish  from  Wick  to  Lon- 
don, amongst  other  things  he  says  that 
during  the  herring  season— that  is  to 
say,  the  same  time  as  is  mentioned  in 
the  other  letter,  from  about  the  20th  of 
July  to  the  6th  of  September  in  each 
year-—"  Almost  the  whole  catch  of  -her- 
ring, nmging  from  100,000  to  120,000 
barrels,  is  salted  for  exportation."  Now, 
the  difference  hetwerai  the  two  state- 
ments is  tiiat  in  one  it  is  said  that,  with 
low  rates,  several  hundred  thousand  tons 
of  herrings  would  be  sent  from  Wick  to 
London ;  and,  in  the  other,  it  is  said 
that  almost  the  whole  catch  of  herrings, 
but  ranging  only  from  100,000  to  1 20,000 
barrels,  is  saltedfor  exportation;  whereas, 
if  the  carriage  rates  to  the  English  mar- 
kets were  more  reasonable,  a  large  pro- 
portion of  this  would  be  sent  fresh  to 
the  English  capital.  Now,  Sir,  what  are 
those  exorbitant  rates  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  told  us  that  there  is  a 
special  rate  of  65(.  per  ton  for  741  miles ; 
but  I  will  take  the  higher  rato— the  rato 
charged  for  smaller  quantitieB»the  ordi- 
nary rato,  which  is  80«.  per  ton.  These 
same  gentlemen,  in  a  letter  to  whioh  I 
have  alluded,  say  that  the  cost  of 
herrings  on  the  quay  at  Wick  is  £H  per 
ton,  and  they  complain  that  the  carriage 
of  these  herrings  is  £4  per  ton.  The 
total  cost  of  herring  laid  down  in  London 
is,  therefore,  £7  per  ton.  I  will  as- 
sume that  each  herring  wiU  weigh  half- 
a-pound,  and  that  will  give  4,480herringB 
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to  the  ton ;  the  cost  of  the  fish  in  London, 
therefore,  including  the  carriage,  is 
£7  a-ton,  or  1,680  pence,  and  three- 
eighths  of  1^.  is  the  oost  of  every 
herring  laid  down  in  London.  'Whore, 
then,  18  the  enormous  reduction  which 
can  be  made  in  the  carriage  rates  which 
will  enable  the  fishermen  of  Wick  to 
catch  their  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
tons  of  herrings  and  send  them  in  a 
fresh  condition  up  to  London?  Well, 
Sir,  there  is  a  very  similar  statemeot  in 
the  document  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  has  referred,  and  that  is 
with  respect  to  the  carriage  of  codfish. 
The  Memorialists  state  that  the  oost  of 
codfish  at  Wick  is  from  ^d.  to  L«.  each, 
and  they  complain  that  the  rate  for  them 
is  If.  2d. ;  but  they  do  not  tell  us  what 
is  the  average  weight  of  these  fish,  and 
we  shall,  in  oonseqnence,  have  to  arrive 
at  it  by  calculation.  Assumiog  the 
freight  to  be  £4,  there  are  about  69 
fi&h  in  a  ton,  which  gives  for  each 
fish  the  weight  of  about  32  lbs. ; 
and,  therefore,  hon.  Members  will  see 
that,  at  the  rate  compluned  of  by  these 
gentlemen,  codfish  are  laid  down  in 
London  at  something  less  than  \d.  per 
pound.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  know  any- 
thing about  their  own  housekeepiog, 
they  will  perceive  from  this  that  the 
scarcity  of  fish  in  London  is  not  due  to 
any  extravagance  in  the  rates  of  carriage 
charged  by  the  Bailway  Companies.  I 
have  gone  into  the  details  of  these  mat- 
ters for  the  purpose  of  disabusiug  the 
minds  of  hon.  Members,  as  tar  as  I  can, 
and  for  the  purpose  of  explaining  the 
letter  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  has 
alluded ;  and  I  have  now  merely  to  sav 
in  conclusion,  as  a  Member  of  the  Bail- 
way  Committee  referred  to  by  bim,  that 
I  am  satisfied  that  the  railway  interest 
was  not  over-represented  on  that  Com- 
mittee. Out  of  the  27  Members  of  the 
Committee,  only  seven  represented  the 
railway  interest.  There  were  some  Gen- 
tlemen who  came  there — I  do  not  wish 
to  speak  particularly — with  their  minds 
made  up  that  the  Railway  Companies 
were  acting  very  improperly,  and  no 
evidence  that  we  could  produce  was 
sufficient  to  disabuse  their  minds  of  that 
impression.  But  the  minds  of  the  majo- 
rity of  the  Committee  were  disabused, 
and  over  and  over  again  since  then 
Bfulway  Mani^^  and  Bailway  Direc- 
tors have  informed  the  Board  of  Trftde 
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that  that  they  were  perfectly  willing  to 
do  all  in  their  power  in  support  of  a  Bill 
based  on  the  recommendations  of  that 
Committee,  and  they  wish  for  nothing 
better  so  far  as  the  railway  legislation  <a 
the  future  is  concerned. 

Sib  BICHABD  W£BST£B  (Isle  of 
Wight) :  Sir,  I  desire  to  add  to  the  ac- 
knowledgments already  made  the  ex- 
pression of  my  appreciation  of  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  I 
shall  not  occupy  the  time  of  the  House 
for  more  than  a  few  minutes,  and  I 
should  not  have  taken  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion but  for  the  unfortunate  absence 
of  the  late  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Stanhope).  Sir,  I  acknow- 
ledge the  very  fair  and  kind  way  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
intimated  that  he  is  aware  of  the  labour 
bestowed  on  the  preparation  of  the  Bill 
by  Members  of  the  late  Government. 
It  is  not  my  intention  to  criticize 
to-night  the  proposals  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman;  but  I  think  I  may 
say  at  once  that  we  on  these  Benches 
consider  that  the  subject  before  ns  is 
one  which  ought  to  be  discussed  in 
a  friendly  and  not  in  a  Party  spirit,  and 
with  the  desire  of  producing  a  measure 
which  will  deal  out  justice  to  the  Bail- 
way  Companies,  and  which  will,  at  the 
same  time,  confer  benefits  on  the  trade 
of  the  country.  I  am  sure  that  hon. 
Members  will  bear  in  mind  in  discussing 
this  question  that  it  is  one  which  on 
almost  every  point  presents  two  sides, 
and  that  it  will  be  most  necessary  to 
balance  the  scales  of  justice  so  as  not  to 
confer  upon  eithw  parties  a  benefit  to 
which  they  are  not  entitied.  I  mav, 
perhaps,  be  permitted  to  say  a  few  words 
only  of  a  general  character  on  some  of 
the  leading  points  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  referred ;  and  I  do 
so  very  willingly,  because  it  has  been 
my  good  fortune  to  have  to  consider  this 
question  on  both  sides  for  some  years.  I 
haveseenthe  workingof  this  Commission 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  Bailway 
Companies,  and  I  have  seen  the  working 
of  the  Commission  from  the  traders 
point  of  view ;  and,  therefore,  I  trust 
that  I  shall,  to  a  certain  extent,  be  able 
to  assist  the  House  in  their  discussions 
on  this  Bill.  I  am  exceedingly  glad  to 
hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  state  that 
be,  and  those  who  have  assisted  him— 
amongst  others,  the  Lord  Ghoaoellor— 
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have  come  to  the  coooloeion  that  it  is 
right  that  ^is  CornmisBion  shonld  be 
presided  over  by  a  competent  lawyer, 
and  a  lawyer  who  holds  the  position 
of  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Judges.  If 
there  is  one  thing  which  has  done  more 
harm  than  anything  else,  it  is  the  feel- 
ing that  this  is  a  tribunal  where  some- 
thing "more  than  justice"  can  be 
obtained.  It  is  hardly  necessary  to  point 
out  that  "  more  than  justice "  means 
injustice,  and  that,  both  from  the  traders* 
point  of  view  and  from  the  point  of  view 
of  the  Bailway  Companies,  a  bold  and 
6rm  judgment  is  required  of  matters  of 
law  which  will  command  the  respect  of 
both  aidds.  There  is  another  most  im- 
portant consideration  in  connection  with 
the  proposal  of  the  right  Kon.  Q-entle- 
man,  which  must,  I  think,  commend 
itself  to  the  Honse,  and  that  is  the  ques- 
tion of  utilizing  judicial  strength.  It 
will  be  remembered  that  for  a  very  con- 
siderable portion  of  time  every  year  the 
Commissioners  have  had  practically  no- 
thing to  do ;  and  I  think  it  would  be  a 
very  great  advantage  to  the  country  if 
the  time  of  any  Judge  who  presides  over 
railway  cases  should  bo  devoted  to  other 
business  when  such  cases  do  not  call 
for  his  services.  There  is  another  point 
which  I  ask  the  House  most  carefully  to 
take  into  consideration ;  and  that  ia, 
the  question  of  assessors  who  are  to  sit 
in  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland  at  the 
aide  of  the  Judge.  Of  course,  I  recog- 
nize to  the  fullest  extent  the  great  ad- 
vantage of  assessors,  and  I  am  quite 
sure  Uiat  those  who  practise  in  those 
Courts  in  which  assessors  sit  for  the  pur- 
pose of  assisting  the  Judge,  or  before 
tribunals  where  an  engineer  has  to  be 
called  in  to  assist  a  lawyer,  or  a  lawyer 
called  in  to  assist  an  engineer,  must 
be  convinced  that  this  is  a  conve- 
nient form  of  tribunal.  But  I  think 
that  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  should 
consider  whether  it  is  always  necesgary 
that  an  assessor  should  sit,  because  there 
are  a  large  number  of  cases  which  do  not 
inTolre  any  questions  of  a  technical  kind 
at  all.  I  speak  in  the  hearing  of  many 
hon.  Membe»  who  have  conducted  cases 
before  the  Oommission,  and  I  say  that 
although  there  are  cases  requiring  tech- 
nical knowledge,  there  are  a  large  num- 
ber which  depend  entirely  and  solely  on 
the  construction  of  Acts  of  Parliament ; 
and  I  submit  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  it  is  worthy  of  oonsideration 
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whether  or  not  there  should  not  be  power 
in  the  parties,  or  in  the  Court  itself  to 
dispense  with  the  sittings  of  assessors 
where  it  is  deemed  that  their  services 
would  not  be  required.  By  that  means 
it  seems  to  me  we  may  further  utilize  the 
Court,  by  enabling  them  to  employ  their 
time  in  other  ways.  I  do  not  wish  to 
discuss  the  question  as  to  whether  it  is 
better  that  the  classiGcation  should  be 
settled  by  the  Board  of  Trade  or  the 
Bailway  Commission.  I  quite  agree 
that  there  is  a  ^od  deal  to  be  said  for 
the  Office  presided  over  by  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman,  and  I  assure  him  that 
whatever  were  the  views  patforward  by 
the  late  Government  they  were  not 
final,  and  that  the  question  was  left  for 
discussion.  It  is  a  most  difficnlt  ques- 
tion, and  I  agreethatitia  very  desirable 
to  have  a  preliminary  discussion  in  the 
nature  of  a  familiar  forum  where  the 
parties  can  discuss  their  difficulties.  I 
think  all  the  Bailway  Companies  will 
agree  that  a  new  cIassi6cation  is  re- 
quired ;  and  I  do  not  believe  that  any- 
one would  contend  that  the  classification 
which  has  grown  up  in  Committee 
Booms  is  of  the  kind  which  should  con- 
tinue. It  must  be  remembered  that  the 
question  of  short-distance  trafSn  is  one 
of  exceeding  difficulty,  because  a  mere 
mileage  rate  which  might  be  proper  for 
long  distances  would  not  do  for  short 
ones  of  a  few  miles.  I  have  seen  a  rate 
as  low  as  Sd.  for  a  distance  of  four 
miles ;  but  I  have  no  doubt  that  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  will  know  that  it  is  im- 
possible to  move  a  ton  of  goods  under  a 
cost  of  U.  or  Is.  6d.  That  which  re- 
quires very  careful  consideration  is  the 
adjustment  of  rates,  both  in  the  interest 
of  traders  and  of  Companies ;  because  to 
a  great  extent,  at  the  present  time — and 
I  can  give  chapter  and  verse  for  what  I 
say — there  is  no  doubt  that  the  long-dis- 
tance traffic  has  been  the  source  of  profit 
which  has  enabled  the  Companies  to 
carry  the  short-distance  traffic  at  all. 
Therefore,  you  will  have  to  see  that  each 
description  of  traffic  bears  its  own  bur- 
den, and  that  it  produces  some  remune- 
ration to  the  Bailway  Companies  for 
carrying  it.  But  I  quite  believe  that 
there  will  be  no  indisposition  on  tiie  part 
of  the  Bailway  Companies  to  deal  with 
that  matter  upon  a  proper  footing. 
Then,  Sir,  I  think  that  it  will  be  neces- 
sary to  give  very  careful  consideration 
to  the  question  of  awarding  damages. 
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Although  I  do  not  object  to  the  prin- 
ciple, I  may  say  that  it  has  often  been 
pointed  out  that  the  remedy  for  undue 
preference  does  not  consist  of  necessity 
in  lowering  the  rate  paid  by  a  particular 
applicant — it  may  consist  in  raising  the 
rate  charged  to  people  about  whom  he 
complains.  So  far  as  I  can  see,  if 
proper  provisions  are  made,  the  question 
whether  it  is  right  for  a  Court  presided 
over  by  a  competent  Judge  to  give 
damages  is  one  well  worthy  of  the 
consi^ration  of  the  House ;  but  I  do 
not  think  it  desirable  at  oqcb  to  adopt 
the  principle  until  we  see  a  little  more 
of  the  way  in  which  it  is  proposed 
to  be  worked  out.  Sir,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  misunderstood  the  smile 
which  passed  across  my  countenance 
if  he  supposes  that  I  was  laughing 
at  anything  which  he  said.  Nothing 
was  further  from  my  mind;  I  smiled  at 
a  remark  of  one  of  my  hon.  Friends, 
and  certainly  not  at  any  proposal  which 
he  brought  forward.  I  am  as  much  as 
anyone  in  favour  of  negotiation,  con* 
eiliation,  arbitration,  or  anything  which 
will  bring  the  parties  together ;  but  I 
am  not  sure  that  it  would  be  wise  to 
take  a  step  in  the  direction  of  holding 
over  either  party  the  power  of  public 
complaint,  which  might  encourage  the 
ventilation  of  grievanceB  which  have  no 
substance  in  them.  Still,  with  regard 
to  this,  I  only  say  that  the  clause  by 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sets 
store  is  a  difficult  one ;  and  I  trust  that 
it  will  receive  the  most  fair  and  candid 
consideration  from  every  hon.  Member 
on  this  side  of  the  House  who  takes  part 
in  the  discussion.  I  shall  not  enter  to- 
night on  any  discussion  of  legal  mileage 
rates,  or  of  the  rates  on  foreign  prO' 
duce;  but  I  should  like  to  say  that, 
although  there  may  be  very  little  diffi- 
culty—and I  think  there  is  very  little 
difficulty— in  dealing  with  the  rates  on 
foreign  produce,  as  compared  with  the 
rates  on  home  produce,  if  it  be  treated  as 
a  question  of  law,  yet  the  matter  has 
great  difficulties  when  you  come  to  deal 
with  it  on  commercial  grounds.  It  may 
be  to  the  advantage  of  the  community 
that  there  should  be  some  powerof  carry- 
ing imported  goods  at  cheap  rates ;  but 
my  only  desire  in  referring  to  the  sub- 
iect  is  to  keep  before  the  minds  of  hon. 
Membei's  the  fact  that  this  question  of 
the  oarrif^e  of  home  produce  as  com- 
pared with  foreign  will  require  t^e  most 
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careful  attention  of  the  Honse.  Having 
made  these  few  observations,  I  have 
only  to  express  the  hope  that  the  House 
will  not  think  I  have  done  wrong  in 
simply  calling  attention  to  the  particular 
points  which  interest  us,  and  on  which 
we  desire  to  assist  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. I  do  not  intend  anything 
like  instruction  to  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man, whom  I  be^  to  thank  for  the  very 
clear  and  interesting  statement  which  he 
has  given  to  the  House. 

Colonel  SALIS-SCHWABE  (Lan- 
cashire, S.E.,  Middlelon)  :  I  should  like 
to  make  a  few  observations  upon  this 
subject,  which  I  believe  is  of  great  in- 
terest to  tho  community  at  large,  and 
which  is  most  certainly  of  great  interest 
in  Lancashire.  In  that  county  we  have 
found  that  our  profits  have  almost,  and 
inmanycasesquite,  disappeared,  and  that 
wages  have  gone  down ;  but  the  railway 
rates  remain  just  as  they  were  formerly* 
with  the  exception  of  a  small  reduction 
which  has  taken  place  since  the  Man- 
chester Ship  Canal  Bill  was  introduced. 
Now,  among  the  reasons  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Mundella) 
for  the  present  high  rates,  it  is  said  that 
there  has  been  considerable  extrava- 
gance in  the  purchase  of  land  and  the 
construction  of  the  railways;  but  if 
that  be  the  case,  I  say  it  is  no  reason 
why  the  consequences  of  that  extrava- 
gance should  be  made  good  by  a  tax  on 
the  trading  community.  If  it  be  neces- 
sary to  help  the  railways  out  of  their 
difficulties,  let  it  be  done  by  some  general 
tax.  Then,  again,  we  fail  to  see  the 
justice  of  two  rates,  one  for  goods  for 
exportation,  and  another  for  goods  for 
the  home  markets.  If  it  pays  the  Bail- 
way  Companies,  as  apparently  it  does, 
to  take  goods  for  exportation  from  Man- 
chester to  London  at  25<.  per  ton,  we 
cannot  see  why  they  should  oha^e  40«. 
per  ton  for  goods  to  be  sold  in  this 
country.  It  is  certainly  to  be  hoped 
that  the  Bill  will  carry  out  the  object  we 
have  in  view — namely,  that  the  ludlway 
Companies  shall  no  longer  be  allowed  to 
carry  on  their  business  to  the  injury  of 
the  mercantile  community. 

Sib  KICHAED  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells) :  I  desire  to  make  my  acknow- 
ledgments to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Mundella)  for  the  very  able  and 
clear  statement  he  has  made  with  regard 
to  a  measure  which  is,  perhaps,  one  of 
the  most  important  that  this  House  has 
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had  to  deal  with.  If  anything  were  ne- 
cessary to  recommend  it  to  the  impartial 
consideratiou  of  hon.  Members  on  this 
ride  of  the  House,  it  would  be  so  recom- 
mended by  the  haudsome  and  generous 
manner  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man spoke  of  the  labours  of  his  Prede- 
cessors in  connection  with  this  Bill.  I 
think  that  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  leaves  little  to  be  desired, 
in  so  far  as  it  shows  that  he  has 
realized  the  fact  that  the  difficulty  to 
be  contended  with  is  only  to  be  met  by  a 
practical  remedy.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man appears  thoroughly  to  understand  the 
difficulties  which  now  exist  with  regard 
to  rates  which  he  calls  obsolete,  and  as  to 
the  practice  of  Hailway  Companies,  with 
local  traffic,  and  with  the  rates — of  which 
he  gave  us  examples— for  the  convey- 
ance of  foreign  stock  and  home  stock. 
I  wish  to  mention  a  point  on  which 
all  those  who  are  interested  in  this  sub- 
ject feel  rery  strongly— namely,  that  in 
entering  into  a  dispute  with  one  of 
the  Baiiway  Companies  before  the  Com- 
missioners the  persons  interested  are 
witering  into  a  very  unequal  contest.  "We 
have  had  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Stir- 
lingshire (Mr.  J.  C.  Bolton)  an  interest- 
ing statement  with  regard  to  the  rate  of 
the  carriage  and  cost  of  fish  brought 
from  Wick  to  London  ;  and  there  was  at 
the  conclusion  of  his  speech  one  sentence 
which  struck  me  as  being  of  great  value. 
I  understood  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  say, 
with  reference  to  the  Committee  on  Rail- 
way Bates  which  sat  in  1881-2,  that  he 
wished  for  nothing  better  than  that  the 
railway  legislation  of  the  future  should 
be  based  on  the  recommendations  con- 
tained in  the  Beport  of  that  Committee. 
Exactly ;  I  can  quite  understand  that. 
It  is  a  very  natural  suggestion  ;  but  I 
hope,  after  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  that  the  whole  of  the  remedies 
which  will  be  provided  for  the  evils 
which  now  exist  will  not  be  confined 
within  the  narrow  limits  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  that  Committee.  That 
Committee  did  good  service  in  bringing 
forward  a  good  deal  of  evidence ;  but 
there  are  reasons  why  it  is  thought  that 
the  recommendations  contained  in  their 
Beport  should  not  be  accepted  as  a 
settlement  of  the  question.  It  is  quite 
dear  from  the  feeling  out-of-doors, 
which  is  both  justifiable  and  has  been 
justified,  that,  having  regard  to  the 


undue  preferences  whioh  have  been  given 
and  are  given — undue  preferences  given 
not  only  between  place  and  place,  and 
between  trade  and  brade^  but  also,  in  the 
way  which  comes  most  home  to  us, 
undue  preferences  as  between  our  own 
and  foreign  produce— the  time  has  come 
when  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  this 
question  should  be  grappled  with  boldly 
and  settled.  As  far  as  can  be  judged 
from  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen< 
tleman,  he  appears  to  deal  with  every 
point  which  we  have  urged.  It  is  not 
for  me,  without  having  had  an  opportu- 
nity of  reading  the  Bill,  to  give  a  defi- 
nite judgment  upon  the  matter;  but  I 
am  bound  to  say  that,  on  the  face  of  it, 
we  have  every  reason  to  be  well  satis- 
fied with  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment. I  say  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  appears  to  have  grappled 
with  the  subject  boldly,  and  to  be 
anxious  to  deal  with  it  effectually. 
The  Baiiway  Commission,  as  I  un- 
derstand, is  to  be  strengthened  by 
the  appointment,  as  its  head,  of  a 
Judge  of  the  High  Court.  That,  Sir, 
will  undoubtedly  have  the  effect  of 
causing  the  decisions  of  the  Court  to  be 
more  effective,  and  received  with  more 
respect,  not  only  by  those  who  approach 
the  Court  as  appellants,  but  by  the  Bail- 
way  Companies  themselves.  When  we 
come  to  the  question  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  being  constituted  as  a  special 
tribunal  to  settle,  in  the  first  instance,  the 
nature  and  amount  of  terminals,  and  to 
settle  the  whole  of  the  classification  of  all 
the  railways— I  do  not  desire  to  express 
any  definite  opinion,  but  it  does  seem  to 
me  that  you  are  putting  on  the  Board  of 
Trade  an  amount  of  work  which  is  so 
vast  that  it  is  somewhat  doubtful  whe- 
ther they  wiU  be  able  to  cope  with  it ; 
and  at  this  early  stage  I  submit  to  the 
consideration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  it  might  not  be  more  effec- 
tually dealt  with  by  the  appointment  of 
a  Boyal  Commission  for  the  sole  purpose 
of  dealing  with  the  difficult  questions 
of  the  re-classification  of  rates  and  ter- 
minals? The  question  as  to  the  ri^ht  of 
Baiiway  Companies  to  charge  terminals 
outside  their  maximum  rates  was  before 
the  Baiiway  Commissioner  quite  lately. 
The  contention  of  the  trade  interest  was 
that  the  maximum  rate  includes  within 
it  the  ordina^  rate.  The  Baiiway  Com- 
missioner's judgment  supported  the 
traders'  contention.   That  decision  was 
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questioned,  and  the  pointia  still  lubj'udiee. 
Whatever  may  be  the  result  as  between 
tiie  traders  and  the  Bailway  Company, 
the  question  of  tertninalB  must  not  at 
thiB  moment  be  regarded  as  settled ;  and 
I  am  of  opinion  that  tlie  traders  will  not 
be  satisfied  with  an  arrangement  which 
leaves  the  question  of  terminals  an  open 
one.  I  do  not  understand  whether  the 
Board  of  Trade  will  give  what  tlie  Bail- 
way  Oompanies  now  claim  —  namely, 
that  they  may  have  at  every  station  on 
their  lines  the  right  of  imposing  a  sepa- 
rate and  definite  terminal.  It  is  the 
contention  of  the  Kailway  Companies 
that  they  have  the  right  to  do  this. 
Does  the  Bill  give  power  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  that  they  are  to  determine,  and 
that  they  are  to  publish  in  a  Bill  to 
come  before  this  House,  the  whole  clasei- 
fication  of  every  rate  of  the  Eailway 
Companies,  together  with  every  ter- 
minal which  the  Eailway  Companies 
sro  to  be  allowed  to  charge  at  each 
station  ?  I  do  not  wish,  to  say  anything 
in  a  contentious  spirit ;  but,  having  been 
interested  in  this  question  for  a  long 
time,  I  desire  to  make  the  matter  as 
clear  as  it  can  be.  At  this  late  hour  I 
Ixave  only  to  thank  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  for  the  able  way  in  which  he  ap- 
pears to  have  grappled  with  the  subject 
as  a  whole.  After  listening  to  that 
statement,  I  am  induced  to  hope  that 
when  I  have  read  the  Bill  I  shall  be  able 
to  give  it  my  support. 

Sir  BEENHAED  SAMUELSON 
(Oxfordshire,  Banbury)  :  Sir,  I  desire 
to  add  the  expression  of  my  satisfaction 
to  that  of  other  hon.  Members  at  the 
comprehensive  way  in  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Mundella)  has  dealt 
with  this  queation.  I  shall  reserve  any- 
thing I  may  have  to  say  as  to  its  pro- 
visions until  the  Bill  comes  forward  for 
second  reading.  I  should  not  have  spoken 
to-night  had  it  not  been  for  two  or  three 
wor&  which  fell  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Qentlemui  opposite  (Sir  Eicfaard 
"Webster)  with  reference  to  the  Eailway 
Oommission.  I  understood  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  say  that  the  im- 
pression was  abroad  that  the  Court,  as 
constituted  at  the  present  time,  did  more 
than  justice,  which  was  equivalent,  in 
point  of  fact,  to  doing  injustice.  Now, 
Sir,  having  served  on  the  Committee  of 
1881-2,  before  which  Sir  Frederick  Peel 
was  examined,  I  am  bound  to  say  that, 
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so  far  as  justice  is  concerned,  every  de- 
cision of  the  Court  which  was  im- 

Sugned  was  fully  justified  by  the  evi- 
ence  which  Sir  Frederick  Peel  gave  be- 
fore that  Commission.  Those  dedsions 
were  j  ustified  not  only  as  being  consonaot 
with  common  sense,  but  also  as  being 
in  conformity  with  previous  decisions  of 
the  Court  of  Common  Fleas ;  and  when 
we  are  told  that  the  Eaitway  Comnus- 
sion  does  not  possess  the  full  confidence 
of  the  public,  I  think  I  am  justified  in  say- 
ing that  it  has  the  full  confidence  of  the 
traders  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  that, 
not  because  it  has  doue  more  than  jus- 
tice, but  because  it  has  done  equal  jus- 
tice. I  thought  it  my  duty  to  say  this ; 
but  I  will  not  at  this  late  hour  say  any- 
thing else,  except  again  to  express  my 
full  concurrence  in  what  has  been  said 
by  my  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Bichard  Paget) 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  that 
there  is  in  this  Bill  a  promise  to  all  those 
who  are  interested  in  railway  traffic  that 
the  grievances  that  have  been  felt  will 
be  remedied,  and  that  a  system  will  be 
created  which  will  prevent  the  recurrence 
of  similargrievancesforthefuture.  There 
are  many  other  questions  that  have  been 
raised  in  the  long  and  interesting  speech 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Mundella) 
to  which  I  shall  have  other  opportuni- 
ties  of  adverting.  As  I  said  at  the  out- 
set, notwithstanding  my  desire  to  do 
justice  to  the  manner  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  introduced  this  im- 
portant question,  1  should  not  have  been 
induced  to  rise  had  it  not  been  for  the 
reference  made  to  the  Eailway  Commis- 
sion. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.): 
I  do  not  intend  to  go  into  the  question 
of  railway  rates  at  any  length  at  this 
late  hour,  nor  to  comment  on  the  details 
of  the  measure  brought  so  clearly  and 
exhaustively  before  the  House  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella). 
I  am  quite  content  that  he  has  recog- 
nized the  maxim  of  one  of  the  late  In- 
spectors of  the  Board  of  Trade,  that  if 
the  State  does  not  control  the  rulways 
the  railways  will  control  the  State;  and 
that  he  has  recognized  that  the  interests 
of  the  public  and  the  interests  of  trade 
are  safer  in  the  hands  of  the  State  and 
the  Bodies  that  the  State  appoints  as 
representatives  of  the  interests  of  the 
public  than  they  are  in  the  hands 
merely  of  Eailway  Directors.   The  rea- 
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son  that  I  have  ventored  to  rise 
for  one  moment  to  ask  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  to  allow  me  to  make  one 
or  two  remarks^  is  this — there  is  an 
omission  in  the  Bill.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  himself  referred  to  it; 
and  it  is  because  I  am  responsible  for 
the  measure  to  which  he  most  kindly  re- 
ferred, and  to  which  he  drew  the  favour- 
able attention  of  the  House — the  Bill  for 
securing  the  greater  safety  of  railway 

Sassengers  and  railway  servants — that! 
esire  to  refer  to  that  omission.  I  do  not 
wish  to  detain  the  House  for  more  than  a 
moment ;  hut  I  certainly  do  desire  to 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  GentlemfUi  to 
veconaider  his  decision  as  to  the  non- 
admisBton  of  clauses  dealing  with  the 
question  of  safety.  What  are  the  facts  f 
The  Royal  Commission  which  reported 
on  Bailway  Accidents  took  an  immense 
body  of  evidence,  and  gave  us  an  ela- 
borate Report  about  nine  years  ago. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  in  Order  in  referring  to  matters 
which  are  not  within  the  Bill.  He  is 
now  speaking  upon  a  totally  different 
subject. 

Me.  OHANNma:  I  simply  wished  to 
draw  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  the 
Bill  brought  before  the  House  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  in  the 
Session  of  1884  this  question  of  public 
safety  was  dealt  with;  and  I  would, 
therefore,  appeal  on  these  grounds  to 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  reconsider  his 
decision,  and  to  admit  considerations  of 
safety  into  the  scope  of  his  Bill. 

Me.  LIONEL  COHEN  (Paddington, 
N.):  I  am  sorry,  Sir,  to  detain  the 
House  at  this  late  hour ;  but  I  only 
wish  to  say  a  word  or  two.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Mundella),  I  must 
say,  has  introduced  his  Bill  in  a  most 
dear  manner.  For  20  days  the  Royal 
Oommission  on  Depression  of  Trade  has 
been  taking  the  evidence  of  traders, 
many  of  whom  feel  aggrieved  by  undue 
preference  been  given  by  the  Railway 
Oompanies  tocertain  other  traders  or  cer- 
tain other  districts.  With  three  sheets 
of  the  memoranda  of  specific  grievances 
ofwhichtheycomplaininmyhand,  lean 
state  most  emphatically  that  there  is 
scarcely  one  of  these  grievances  that  will 
not  be  covered  by  the  clauses  of  the  Bill 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  brought 
forward.   If  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  are 


examined  they  will  be  found  to  deal 
satisfactorily  with  this  question  of  rates, 
which  is  a  most  difficult  one  to  touch. 
If  it  were  dealt  with  in  any  other  way 
than  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
poses to  adopt,  as  regards  the  general 
principle,  I  am  satisfied  that  the  result 
would  be  an  utter  failure.  Tou  must 
have  an  elastic  system  if  you  are  to  suc- 
ceed. If  you  are  going  to  fix  a  maxi- 
mum or  a  minimum  rate  you  will  find 
that  &e  circumstances  of  the  country 
change  so  rapidly  that  you  will  have,  in 
the  course  of  time,  to  renew  your  legis- 
lation. Itwould  then  beimpossible,  with- 
out new  legislation  f^m  time  to  time,  to 
do  justice  to  the  interests  of  the  traders 
and  the  railways.  You  must  have  some 
elastic  tribunal  that  will  have  it  in  its 
power  from  time  to  time,  without  fresh 
legislation,  to  take  cognizance  of  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  development  of  trade 
and  the  other  elastic  circumstances  which 
it  is  necessary  to  bear  in  mind.  I  am 
somewhat  anxious  with  regard  to  one  part 
of  the  Bill,  because  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not  speak  of  it  with  that  ex- 
treme confidence  which  I  should  have 
liked  to  see  him  exhibit — I  refer  to 
what  I  may  call  the  conciliatory  tribunal 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.  It  seems  to  me 
that  in  the  clauses  which  give  power  to 
the  Chambers  of  Commerce  and  other 
authorities  and  Jjocal  Bodies  to  be  heard 
before  the  Board  of  Trade  or  Railway 
Authority,  he  did  not  allow  any  facility 
for  the  individual  trader  to  appear  be- 
fore it ;  therefore,  unless  there  is  that 
tribunal  of  conciliation  that  he  speaks 
of,  the  individual  trader  would  have  no 
locus  standi.  I  remember  an  instance  in 
which  a  trader  was  advised  to  appeal 
to  the  Oommission  ;  but  he  asked  what 
power  could  he  have  against  the  Railway 
Companies  ?  That  was  a  farmer  in  the 
North  of  England.  It  is  most  important 
that  there  should  be  a  tribunal  like  that 
referred  to  which  will  be  easily  open  to 
the  individual  trader  just  as  the  public 
tribunal  will  be  open  to  public  bodies. 
So  far  as  I  can  speak  on  behalf  of  the 
commercial  community  with  which  I 
have  been  connected,  without  pledging 
myself  to  all  the  minute  details  of 
the  Bill,  I  think  our  best  thanks  aro 
due  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
to  his  Predecessor  for  their  services  in 
dealing  with  this  question  in  so  exhaus- 
tive, and,  at  the  same  time,  so  complete 
a  manner. 
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Me.  lane  (Cork  Co.,  E.) :  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
(Trade  will  value  any  expression  of 
oongratulatton  from  hon.  Gentlemen 
ntting  on  these  Benches ;  but  it  is  so 
seldom  that  we  Irish  Members  have  an 
opportunity  of  congratulating  Gentle- 
men on  the  Front  Bench  opposite  on 
tiie  Bills  they  introduce,  that  X,  for  one, 
cannot  deny  myaelf  the  luxury  of  ex- 
pressing my  satisfaction  at  the  very  con- 
ciliatory and  comprehensive  manner  in 
which  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  has 
dealt  with  this  question.  As  a  Ke- 
presentative  of  an  Irish  constituency, 
and  also  as  a  member  of  a  very 
large  trading  body  in  Ireland  which 
has  suffered  from  these  differential 
rates  that  are  given  to  English  Com- 
panies and  shippers  of  foreign  agricul- 
tural produce,  I  can  assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  though  it  has  been 
challenged  by  an  hon.  Member  behind 
him,  he  will  find  that  in  what  he  has  said 
this  evening  as  to  the  inequalities  and 
preferential  character  of  the  rates  charged 
by  the  Bailway  Companies,  many  hon. 
Members,  particularly  those  from  Ire- 
land, will  be  able  to  corroborate  him. 
They  will  be  able  to  more  than  corro- 
borate him,  because  I  think,  on  the 
secoad  reading  of  the  Bill,  we  shall  be 
able  to  bring  before  the  notice  of  the 
House  cases  of  most  exorbitant  charges 
on  the  part  of  the  Eailway  Companies- 
such  extraordinary  charges  as  he  pro- 
bably does  not  dream  of  at  the  present 
time.  With  reference  to  his  having 
been  challenged  in  regard  to  the  fish 
trade  in  Scotland,  I  certainly  must  admit 
that  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  J.  0.  Bolton) 
on  the  Bench  behind  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tieman  went  into  figures  to  prove  that 
the  fish  trade  in  Scotland  is  not  handi- 
capped to  the  very  extraordinary  extent 
that  the  statement  in  the  Report  read  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  indi- 
cate ;  but  I  ah^  be  able  to  prove — and 
other  Members  from  Ireland  will  be 
able  also  to  prove— to  Hie  satisfaction  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  hundreds 
of  tons  of  fish  captured  along  the  Irish 
Coasts  in  the  fishing  season  are  actually 
used  as  manure,  because  the  railway 
rates  from  the  different  towns  on  the 
"Western  and  South -Western  Coasts  are 
so  prohibitive  that  it  would  not  pay  the 
fishermen  and  dealers  in  fish  to  send 
their  takes  to  the  English  market.  If 


the  steamers  plying  between  these  Irish 
Western  ports  and  the  English  ports  are 
not  at  hand  when  the  large  takes  of  fish 
occur  in  Ireland  the  fishermen  abso- 
lutely consent  to  sell  their  fish  by  the 
car  load  to  the  farmers  for  manure  rather 
than  trust  to  the  enormous  chaises  of 
the  Irish  and  English  railways  for  send- 
ing their  fish  to  market.  I  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  further 
considering  this  matter,  to  give  his  most 
careful  attention  to  this  question  of  the 
preferential  rates  that  are  being  given 
to  all  kinds  of  foreign  produce  coming 
into  this  country.  It  is  one  of  the  greatest 
grievances  that  producers  of  the  whole 
of  the  United  Kingdom  have  to  labour 
under,  for  this  reason — that,  as  a  rule, 
the  Bailway  Companies  have  almost  a 
monopoly  of  the  carriage  of  goods  from 
all  the  different  parts  of  the  country. 
Goods  from  Scotland  must  come  on  one 
or  two  lines,  also  goods  from  Ireland, 
and  this  likewise  applies  to  goods 
brought  from  different  parts  of  this 
Kingdom.  But  goods  coming  into  this 
country  from  other  countries  have  so 
many  different  ports  of  entry — Bristol, 
Liverpool,  Southampton,  Gkimsby,  Hull, 
London,  and  so  on— that  the  competition 
between  the  railways  to  carry  these 
goods  from  the  different  ports  to  the 
centres  of  commerce  is  so  keen  that  it  is 
impossible  for  some  home  producers  to 
compete  in  the  English  maricet  with  the 
foreign  supply  on  account  of  the  pre- 
ferential rates  which  the  foreigner  re- 
ceives. There  is  another  point  on  which 
I  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
stand  by  the  clause  he  referred  to  in  the 
final  part  of  his  Bill — that  is  that  par- 
ticular part  in  which  he  requires  the 
Railway  Companies  to  send  regular  Re- 
ports to  the  Board  of  Trade.  No  matter 
what  has  been  said  by  hon.  Members 
who  followed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
I  can  assure  him,  as  a  trader  myself, 
and  one  who  has  liad  a  large  experience 
in  connection  with  railways,  that  there 
is  no  point  on  which  they  are  more  sus- 
ceptiMe  of  influence  than  that  particu- 
lar point  of  publication  being  given  to 
complaints  which  are  made  against  their 
charges.  There  is  no  olauso  in  the  whole 
of  the  Bill  which  will  be  found  to  operate 
more  to  the  benefit  of  the  trading  com- 
munity and  to  the  prevention  of  litiga- 
tion— to  the  prevention  of  the  Companies 
pushing  traders  to  that  extreme  point  of 
pressure  when  they  have  to  resort  to 
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litigation — than  that  part  which  loquires 
justifiable  complaints  to  be  made  public 
by  the  quarterly  or  annual  publication 
of  Beports.  Of  course,  the  Iwn.  Gentle- 
man who  spoke  from  this  side  of  the 
House  is  quite  right  in  saying  that  it 
would  be  ridiculous  for  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  publish  every  trifling  complaint 
sent  down  to  them ;  but  whoever  is  at 
the  head  of  the  Board  of  Trade  should 
discriminate  and  make  a  choice  of  the 
complaints  to  be  published  in  the  quar- 
terly or  annual  Beports.  I  should  like 
on  another  point  to  ask  a  question — that 
is  to  say,  as  to  the  clause  dealing  with 
the  coat  of  bringing  these  complaints 
before  the  Board  of  Arbitration.  The 
right  hon.  Qentleman  said  the  cost 
would  be  borne  by  the  representative  or 
other  Body  that  would  maketheoomplaint 
to  the  Bailway  Commission.  I  snould 
like  to  ask  this — if  these  Bodies,  or  even 
if  individuals,  substantiate  their  com- 
plaints, showing  just  ground  for  them, 
and  compel  the  Railway  Companies  to 
adopt  the  rates  they  demand,  or  to  yield 
in  any  other  respect  to  their  claims, 
should  not  the  Companies,  under  the 
circumstances,  be  compelled  to  pay  the 
costs  incurred,  as  in  any  ordinary  case 
where  a  plaintiff  obtains  a  verdict 
against  a  defendant?  I  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  will  be  good 
enough  to  inform  us  on  tbat  point?  It 
would,  I  think,  be  a  hardship  upon  the 
ordinary  taxpayer  if  the  cost  of  trying  a 
case  where  a  Bailway  Company  presses 
unduly  on  one  particular  branch  of  trade 
is  imposed  upon  the  general  community. 
While  we  snail  all.  I  am  sure,  be  very 
glad  to  see  the  local  representative 
Bodies  allowed  to  appear  before  the  tri- 
bunal, many  of  us  would  be  inclined  to 
object  to  the  clause,  unless  it  were  so 
drafted  as  to  allow  the  costs  to  be 
charged  against  the  Companies  where 
they  are  proceeded  against  success- 
fnlly. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BABCLAT  (Forfarshire) : 
I  do  not  wish  to  detain  the  House  ;  but, 
as  a  Member  of  the  Bailway  Bates  Com- 
mittee, I  cannot  allow  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stir- 
lingshire (Mr.  J.  C.  Bolton)  to  pass  un- 
chtJlenged.  I  think  that  a  consideration 
of  the  facts  and  figures  brought  before 
that  Bailway  Bates  Committee  will  show 
that  a  large  number  of  the  charges  as  to 
tiie  existence  of  prefraential  rates  wbich 
Tore  brought  agunst  the  Oompanies 


were  proved.  With  regard  to  the  repre- 
sentation of  the  railway  intenst  on  tbe 
Committee,  I  may  state  that  an  examina- 
tion of  the  divisions  will  show  that  Bail- 
way  Directors,  on  an  average,  formed  a 
third  of  the  Members  who  attended.  It 
is  almost  unnecessary  to  say  that  these 
Gentlemen  invariably  voted  in  a  body 
together.  As  to  the  extraordinary  sys- 
tem of  charging  and  carriage  on  some  of 
the  railways,  the  statements  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  referred  are 
not  altogether  so  apocryphal  as  the 
hon.  Member  seems  to  suppose.  It 
seems  to  me  probable,  from  very  trust- 
worthy information  I  have  received, 
that  the  charges  on  the  railway  with 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Stirlingshire 
is  himself  connected— namely,  the  Cale- 
donian— shows  that  the  allegations  are 
not  ill-founded.  With  regard  to  the  re- 
construction of  the  Bailway  Commission, 
I  think  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  give  satisfaction.  It  has 
always  been  considered  that  the  legal 
element  on  the  Commission  is  somewhat 
defective;  the  law  element  on  the  Com- 
mission should  be  of  the  highest  stand- 
ing to  deal  with  such  important  quostions 
as  those  which  come  before  it.  I  think, 
however,  it  would  be  more  satisfactory 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  tell 
us,  before  going  into  Committee  on  the 
Bill,  that  the  services  of  Sir  Frederick 
Feel  and  Mr.  Price  will  be  available 
as  Members  of  the  new  Commission. 
Speaking  for  the  public  generally — that 
is  to  say,  the  traders— I  must  say  they 
have  the  greatest  confidence  in  these  two 
gentlemen.  So  far  as  I  hare  been  able 
to  ascertain,  they  have  acted  in  the  most 
independent,  impartial,  and  practical 
manner ;  therefore  it  would  add  to  the 
satisfaction  and  confidence  of  the  traders 
in  the  tribunal  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man were  able  to  inform  us,  before 
going  into  Committee,  that  these  gentle- 
men wilt  form  part  of  the  Commission. 
With  respect  to  this  new  duty  of  con- 
ciliation or  arbitration,  which  the  light 
hon.  Gentleman  has  hinted  at,  I  am  glad 
to  believe  that  he  has,  so  far,  adopted 
the  suggestion  made  to  him  by  the  de- 
putation that  attended  at  the  Board  of 
Trade  the  other  day.  I  am  glad  also  to 
see  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
been  taking  counsel  with  what  has  taken 
place  in  the  United  States  of  America. 
I  may  explun  that  there  are  various 
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kinds  of  Commissions  in  America.  He 
referred  to  that  in  Massachusettd ;  but  I 
would  point  out  that,  although  that  may 
be  the  best,  there  is  a  good  one  in  Iowa, 
and  another  one  in  Illinois.  As  the  right 
hon.  Qentlemau  has  not  the  Heports  of 
these  Bodies  before  him,  and  an  account 
of  their  constitution,  I  would  strongly 
recommend  him  to  obtain  them.  For 
myself,  I  am  strongly  of  opinion  that  it 
will  be  necessary  to  go  a  step  furthei*, 
and  make  this  new  Department  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  sometliing  more  than  a 
Board  of  Condliation  and  Arbitration. 
In  the  first  instance,  after  baring  tried 
conciliation  and  negotiation  with  the 
Bailway  Companies,  if  the  Board  is 
satisfied  that  the  Companies  are  acting 
illegally  and  unjustly,  Lthink  it  should 
have  the  power  to  bring  them  before  the 
GommiBsion.  That  is  a  duty  which  I 
think  lies  upon  the  State  to  perform. 
Parliament  has  given  to  these  Companies 
exclusive  right  and  privileges  j  and  I 
think  it  is  the  duty  of  the  State  to  see 
that  these  rights  and  privileges  are  not 
abused  or  exceeded.  I  was  not  quite 
Bure  about  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
idea  of  giving  the  Companies  power  to 
develop  trade.  I  think  that  is  a  power 
which  is  liable  to  very  great  abuse. 
No  doubt,  private  traders  do,  in  cer- 
tain cases,  work  for  a  lime  without 
profit  in  order  to  create  a  business ;  but 
they  bare  to  sacrifice  their  own  profits 
in  order  to  accomplish  this  object.  But 
the  complaint  against  the  HailwayCom- 
paniea  is  that  they  develop  traffic  in  one 
part  of  the  country  at  the  expense  of 
traffic  iu  another  part.  I  think  it  is 
altogether  a  mistake,  and  beyond  the 
proTince  of  Eailway  Companies  to  de- 
velop, or  rather  to  divert,  trade  out  of 
its  natural  channel,  which  is  the  cheapest 
channel.  AVhen  they  attempt  such  a 
thing  great  miEchief  to  the  country  is 
the  result.  Take  the  case  of  this 
fish  traffic  from  Wick.  I  think  the 
rate  charged  from  Wick  to  London 
is  a  very  reasonable  rate.  Hon. 
Members  who  re^esent  Bailway  Com- 
panies in  this  House  will  be  able 
to  explain  Uie  principles  upon  which 
this  charge  is  made.  The  charge  from 
Wick  to  London,  adistance  of  784  miles, 
is  65«.  a-toD,  and  from  Leith  60«.,  so  that 
for  about  one-half  the  distance  we  may 
say  the  charge  from  Wick  is  60i.  a-ton, 
and  for  the  other  half  d«.  a-ton.  The 
natural  route  for  the  carriage  of  fish 
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from  Wick  is  by  steamer,  and  such  a 
steamer  traffic  would  be  developed  were 
it  not  for  this  fact — that  when  a  steamer 
is  started  to  contend  with  a  railway 
the  Companies  reduce  the  rate  under 
that  which  is  a  paying  rate  to  the 
steamer,  so  as  to  deprive  the  latter  of 
the  traffic.  As  an  evidence  of  this,  I 
need  only  point  to  the  fact  that  between 
Dundee  and  Liverpool  the  railways  have 
been  carrying  goods  at  a  very  low  rate 
in  order  to  drive  off  the  route  a  steamer 
which  has  been  competing  with  them. 
I  think  we  are  very  much  indebted 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  for  deal- 
ing with  this  subject,  and  I  am  sure 
the  House  will  g^ve  him  every  suppoi-t 
in  carrying  through  a  measure  which 
will  put  the  traffic  system  of  the  coun- 
try in  a  much  more  satisfactory  position 
than  it  occupies  at  the  present  moment. 
As  to  the  proposal  for  the  classification  of 
rates,  I  quite  appreciate  thecoaTenience 
and  desirability  of  simplifying  theclassi- 
fication,  and  especially  after  what  we  have 
seen,  from  the  JReport  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oxfordshire,  Banbury  (Bir  Bern- 
hard  Samelson),  has  been  accomplished 
on  the  Continent.  I  do  not  see  why 
there  should  be  any  difficulty  in  bring- 
ing about  the  same  results  in  this  coun- 
try. I  do  not  know,  however,  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  ia  the  best  authority  for 
this  object.  I  think  a  small  Hoy al  Com- 
mission acquainted  with  trade  and 
traffic,  who  would  have  the  precedent  of 
the  foreign  railways  to  go  by,  would  be 
the  best  authority.  I  trust  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  soon  proceed  with 
his  Bill,  and  be  able  to  carry  it  to  a  suc- 
cessful issue. 

Mr.  p.  McDonald  (SUgo,  N.)  :  I 
join  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
East  Cork  (Mr.  Lane)  in  congratulating 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  {Ur,  Mundella) 
in  having  introduced  a  Bill  whit^,  for 
the  first  time  in  railway  legislation,  will 
dojustice  to  Ireland.  It  is  a  Bill  that 
has*  been  very  much  needed  in  Ireland ; 
and  though  I  do  not  propose  to  detain 
the  House  long,  I  desire  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  subject  from  an  Irish 
point  of  view.  The  portion  of  the  Bill 
that  has  struck  me  as  being,  perhaps,  the 
most  commendable  is  that  relating  to 
arbitration,  inasmuch  as  I  think  that  if 
a  fair  and  equitable  arrangement  or 
agreement  can  be  come  to  by  both 
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parties,  tliere  will  be  an  avoidaiice 
of  litigation  on  the  part  of  either  the 
Railway  Company  or  the  public.  Now, 
Sir,  what  we  hare  mainly  to  com- 
plain of  in  Ireland  is  the  high  rates — 
the  railway  rates  in  Ireland  are,  X  regret 
to  say,  much  higher  than  they  are  in 
England.  I  have  taken  the  trouble  to 
CO  into  tho  matter  with  eome  care,  and 
I  find  that  upon  (he  leading  lines  in 
England  first-class  goods  ate  carried  at 
the  rate  of  white  in  Ireland  we 

have  to  pay  li<i.,  or,  in  other  words, 
somethino;  like  33  per  cent  more.  That 
Te  i^ould  have  to  pay  such  an  increased 
price  for  the  carriage  of  our  goods  is 
certainly  not  just.  But  it  is  not  merely 
in  the  case  of  goods  that  we  are  over- 
charged. "We  are  obliged  to  pay  for 
our  passenger  traffic  more  than  is  paid 
in  England.  In  comparing  the  mileage 
rate,  I  find  that  on  the  English  lines 
the  average  is  74s.  5d.  per  mile,  while 
in  Ireland  it  is  84«.  per  mite;  the 
Irish  Railway  Companies,  therefore, 
charge  10«.  per  mile  mora  than  the  Eng- 
lish Kailway  Companies  do.  But  this 
is  only  one  of  the  grievances  we  have 
in  respect  to  our  treatment  by  the 
Irish  Railway  Companies.  The  terminal 
charges  in  Ireland  are  most  excessive  ; 
they  are  such  as,  if  brought  to  light 
by  the  investigation  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  toreehadowed,  will 
astonish  the  English  trading  public. 
We  have,  as  was  pointed  out  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East  Cork, 
to  complain  very  bitterly  of  the  pre- 
ferential rates.  We  claim  that  in  jus- 
tice to  us  there  should  be  an  equaliza- 
tion of  rates — in  other  words,  that  there 
should  be  equal  rates  for  equal  dis- 
tances. Preferential  rates  always  have 
an  injurious  tendency  towards  some  por- 
tion of  the  public,  and  an  advantageous 
tendeni^  towards  another  portion.  In 
my  opinion,  public  Companies  should 
deal  and  act  justly  with  all  parties  ;  that 
certain  individuals  should  not  be  allowed 
preferential  rates,  while  the  general 
public  are  deprived  of  the  advantages 
of  Buch  rates.  In  order  to  give  you 
some  proof  of  what  I  have  said  con- 
cerning preferential  rates  I  will  read 
to  the  House  a  letter.  ["Oh,  oh!"] 
Hon.  Members  need  not  be  afraid.  I 
will  not  detain  them  long.  This  is  a 
letter  which  was  read  before  the  Select 
Committee  on  Irish  Industries,  which 
sat  last  year.   It  was  written  to  the 


Committee  by  Messrs.  Dixon,  Hughes, 
and  Co.,  of  Dublin,  soap  manufacturers. 
Writing  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton),  by  whom  the 
letter  was  read  to  the  Committee,  they 
say — 

"We  bog  respectfully  to  draw  your  attention 
to  the  evidence  given  before  yoar  Committeo  by 
Sir  Ralph  Cusack,  Chairman  of  the  Midlund 
Railway  Company,  and  also  to  the  following 
facta.  The  Jlidland  Company  carry  soap  from 
Liverpool  tid  Dublin  to  Westport  at  a  through 
rate  of  22«.  6(f.  per  ton.  This  rate  we  have 
asked  them  to  reduce,  but  they  havd  refused  to 
do  so.  We  think  this  action  of  the  Midland 
Railway  Company,  in  thus  carrying  goods  for 
tho  Engliah  manufacturers  over  their  line  from 
Liverpool  to  Westport  for  a  lower  rate  than 
goods  from  Dublin,  most  unjust,  if  not  illegal." 

The  Chairman  of  the  Committee,  Sir 
Eardley  Wilmot,  asked  me,  as  being  the 
witness  on  the  occasion,  what  I  thought 
of  that;  and  my  reply  was— 

"  My  view  of  that  is,  that  if  I  were  in  tho 
position  of  Messrs.  Dixon,  Hughes,  and  Co.,  I 
would  not  atop  agitating  till  I  had  used  every 
possible  means  by  which  such  egregious  wrong 
should  bo  remedied.  It  is  a  matter  of  impos- 
sibility for  this  firm  to  hold  their  own  against 
the  English  manufacturers,  while  the  Irish 
railways  are  offering  advantages  to  tho  one, 
and  denying  Uiem  to  the  other.'* 

I  will  only  trouble  the  House  with  one 
more  quotation,  for  the  time  is  getting 
late;  it  is  a  letter  from  myself,  bearing 
very  strongly  upon  the  question  of  pre- 
ferential rates.    It  was  as  follows : — 

**  On  my  return  from  London,  I  again  looked 
up  the  rates  charged  to  my  firm  by  the  several 
Irish  Railway  Companies  for  the  carriage  of 
onr  goods,  which  are  rated  fourth-class.  The 
anomalies  which  I  discovered  are  so  striking, 
that  I  am  induced  to  submit  to  your  Committee 
a  few  out  of  the  many  such  cases.  From  Dub* 
lin  to  Belfast,  a  distance  of  1 13  miles,  the  rato 
is  \bi.  per  ton ;  and  to  Oalway,  126  miles,  it  is 
33>.  per  ton,  or  more  than  double  for  cor- 
responding distance,  both  seaport  towns.  From 
Dublin  to  Clones,  93  miles,  the  rate  is  2  U.  M. 
per  ton ;  but  to  Bandon,  181  mile?,  and  to  Kin- 
salo,  ]  86  miles,  it  is  for  each  27«.  6i/.  per  ton, 
including  the  cartage  through  Cork  City  from 
one  station  to  the  other.  Clones  and  Bandon 
are  both  inland  towns.  From  Dublin  to  Ca van, 
103  miles,  the  rate  is  20«.  per  ton,  while  to 
Newry,  76  miles,  it  is  20j.  lOt^.,  or  about  50 
per  cent  more  to  the  latter,  though  Caran  is 
an  inland  town,  and  'Hevty  a  largo  seaport. 
From  Dublin  to  Dundalk,  64  miles,  the  rate  is 
Ids.  while  to  Cork,  161  miles,  or  nearly 
three  times  the  distance,  it  is  only  17#.  6ft  }wr 
ton,  both  seaports.  From  Dublin  to  Eonis- 
killec,  116  miles,  tho  rate  is  28a.  Ad.  |ierton,  and 
to  Tralee,  206  miles,  it  is  32*.  6rf.,  or  nearly 
double  on  the  Greet  Northern  of  that  on  the 
Groat  Southern.  Enniskillen  and  Omagh  are 
botti  inknd  towns  on  the  Great  Northern,  the 
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one  116  miles  and  the  other  142  miles  fioin 
Dublin,  yet  the  rate  is  equal  to  both  places — 
namely,  28*.  4rf.  per  ton.  Londonderry  and 
"Waterford  are  both  large  seaports,  distant  from 
Dublin  reqffictively  177  milei  and  162  miles; 
tho  railway  rate  to  the  former  is  27*.  6rf.  per 
ton  and  to  the  latter  12«.  Gd.  per  ton.  The  rate 
to  Nowry,  a  larp;o  Eoaport,  is,  as  nlready  stated, 
for  76  miles,  20j.  lOd.  per  ton;  while  to  Kil- 
mallock,  an  inland  town  on  the  Great  Southern, 
it  is  only  20«.  for  124  miles.  From  Dublin  to 
Limerick,  129  miles,  the  rate  ii  \la.6d.  per  ton  ; 
and  to  Portadown,  on  the  Great  Northern,  it  ia 
32«.  Ad.  for  88  miles.  But  the  most  remarkable 
case  is  one  on  the  Midland  lino,  and  to  illustrate 
it  moro  fully  I  send  you  the  correspondence  re- 
lating thereto.  In  April  last  wo  sent  two  casIiB 
of  whisky,  equal  in  contents  and  weight,  tho  one 
to  Ballina,  distant  from  Dublin  166  miles,  and 
the  other  to  AYcstport,  on  the  samo  line,  and 
distant  161  miles;  yet  the  rate  to  the  former,  aa 
you  will  see  by  letter  marked  No.  2,  was  4*.  Td., 
and  to  the  latter  8*.  8rf.,  as  per  letter  No.  1. 
On  the  ISth  instant  CJuly,  188o},  we  asked  for 
an  explanation  of  this  discrepancy,  and  in  reply 
(letter  No.  3)  were  told  *  that  in  one  case  the 
rates  are  competitire,  owing  to  steamers  coming 
to  Bellina,  and  in  the  interest  of  Dublin  firms 
the  Company  try  to  keep  out  the  Scotch  and 
Enjflish  houses.'  Now,  ns  the  Scotch  and  Eng- 
lish houses  do  not  send  Irish  whisky  into  Ire- 
land, this  alleged  reason  will  not  hold  good ; 
and  still  more  so,  in  the  face  of  the  letter  re- 
ceived from  Messrs.  Dixon,  Hughes,  and  Cj., 
which  waa  read  to  the  Committee  on  the  day  1 
gare  evidence,  and  in  which  it  was  stated  that 
the  l^Iidlaod  Company  charged  2Sf.  ^d.  per  ton 
for  carriage  of  soap  to  Westport,  while  the 
English  manufacturers  can  send  it  over  the 
Midland  lino  to  the  same  place  at  ezaotly  the 
same  rate.*' 

I  have  only  to  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
while  such  anomalies  aa  these  exist  on 
Irish  lines,  and  while  preferential  rates 
are  h&xxa  offered  to  traders  in  anjr  one 
district  for  the  advancement  of  the  inte- 
rests of  those  traders.  Justice  cannot  be 
done  to  tlie  people  of  Ireland.  Unqties- 
tionably,  Irish  industries  are  "Boy- 
cotted" for  the  furtherance  of  the  in- 
dustries outside  Ireland.  I  hope,  there- 
fore, that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Mundella),  with  the  justice  which  seems 
to  have  prompted  him  in  the  introduc- 
tion of  this  Bill,  will  see  that  anomalies 
of  the  nature  I  hayo  pointed  out,  end 
which  inj  ure  seriously  the  trade  of  Ire- 
land, are  removed. 

Sia  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham,  Bar- 
nard Castle) :  I  only  desire  to  say  a  very 
few  words.  At  this  late  hour  (1.40),  it 
is  not  desirable  to  discuss  this  Bill  very 
much  more  upon  its  merits.  I  have  to 
thank  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mun- 
della) for  bringing  it  io,  and  I  only  hope 
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it  will  prove  a  solution  of  that  long  con- 
troversy in  which  many  of  us  have  been 
engaged.  With  regard  to  the  Bailway 
Committee  of  1881-2,  I  must  protest 
against  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  Barclay),  that 
the  railway  men  were  in  anything  like 
overwhelming  force  on  that  Committee — 
we  were  7  to  27.  AVe  sat  there  with  the 
patience  of  Job  and  the  resignation  of 
Saints,  whilst  all  sorts  of  charges  were 
brought  against  us  for  two  years.  My 
position  WHS  that  of  a  large  trader,  as  well 
as  a  Railway  Director;  and  I  think  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  are 
not  all  embodied  in  the  Bill  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  cannot  agree  with 
all  the  plaudits  heaped  upon  the  Kail- 
way  Commission.  I  do  not  think  it  had 
the  full  confidence  of  traders,  or  of  the 
Bailway  Companies.  They  have  done 
their  best,  bat  they  were  weak — [*'  Oh !"] 
— owing,  no  doubt,  to  the  fact  that  they 
had  no  judicial  head.  I  maintain  that  they 
were  weak  in  their  decisions,  and  I  could 
give  case  after  case  in  which  they  have 
acted  in  the  weakest  possible  manner. 
The  whole  drift  of  this  Bill  is  contained 
in  Clause  24.  Tho  Company  with  which 
I  am  connected  came  to  Parliament  with 
a  new  schedule  of  dues,  and  a  new  classi- 
fication ;  and  that  involved  giving  up, 
to  some  extent,  the  powers  which  they 
at  present  possess.  Parliament  threw 
the  Bill  aside  for  the  reason,  which 
I  think  was  correctly  described  by 
the  right  hoo.  Qontleman,  that  it  was 
not  desirable  for  every  Company  to 
go  in  for  a  separate  Bill.  What  I 
want  to  remind  the  House  of  is  that, 
if  there  be  oomplaints  against  rail- 
ways, there  have  been  still  graver  oom- 
plaints against  this  House.  i?his  House 
has  for  years  legislated  with  regard  to 
railways  in  the  blindest  possible  way, 
without  having  any  great  scheme  of  na- 
tional policy  before  it.  They  have  gone 
on  granting  or  refusing,  as  the  case  may 
be,  powers  to  Railway  Companies;  but 
they  Lavo  not  Lad  before  them  any 
settled  line  of  action  for  the  development 
of  great  industries.  The  want  of  a  settled 
purpose  on  the  part  of  Parliament  has 
resulted  in  great  injury  to  the  trading 
interests  of  the  country.  These  things, 
however,  are  past,  and  cannot  now  bo 
remedied.  If  railways  are  to  be  rege- 
lated, Parliament  ought  not  to  forget 
the  interests  of  those  who  have  sub- 
scribed the  millions  of  capital.   I  see 
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lion.  Gentleman  from  Ireland  in  their 
places,  and  I  ahould  like  to  call  tboir 
altoDtion  to  one  paragri^h  of  the  Report 
of  this  Oommittee,  of  wnioh  nothing  haa 
been  said  Uiis  evening',  and  that  is  tiie 
paragraph  which  says  that  there  came 
up  a  unirersal  complaint  from  Ireland 
of  the  management  of  the  railways  of 
t)iat  country.  The  witaesses  from  Ire- 
land desired  that  there  should  be  almost 
one  management  of  the  railways  of  Ire- 
land, in  order  that  many  of  the  anoma- 
lies of  the  Irish  railways  might  be  re- 
dressed;  and,  above  all,  that  the  man- 
agement might  be  confined  within  nar- 
rower limits.  I  will  not  trespass  further 
upon  the  attention  of  the  House,  the 
Committee  of  1881-2  having  exonerated 
the  railway  interest  from  the  charge 
that  it  had  betrayed  the  trust  which  Uie 
pubUc  haa  placed  in  it. 

Mb.  MAGKIAC  (Bedford.  N.,  Big- 
gleswade) :  I  only  wish  to  make  a  fow 
remarks  upon  one  part  of  the  Bill — 
namely,  the  part  relating  to  arbitration, 
and  to  fortify  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  tho  Board  of  Trade  in 
standing  up  against  any  attempt  to 
whittle  away  his  arbitration  proposals, 
About  two-and-a-half  years  ago  1  hap- 
pened to  be  the  President  of  the  London 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  and  at  that  time 
I  instituted  an  arbitration  which  has 
been  very  successful  in  certain  trade 
rases.  We  are  endeavouring  to  extend 
the  principle,  and  have  good  hope  that 
we  shall,  before  many  years  aro  ovor, 
establish  in  London  some  such  system 
of  arbitration  aa  exists  in  France,  Spain, 
Germany,  and,  in  fact,  in  every  trading 
country  in  the  world  except  our  own.  I 
do  think  that,  with  all  the  authority  of 
a  Government  Department,  a  system  of 
arbitration  may  be  and  will  be  estab- 
lished which  will  be  of  the  greatest 
benefit  indeed  to  traders.  As  has  been 
said  to-night,  traders  have  been  beaten 
in  details  by  the  Railway  Companies. 
If  traders  are  able  to  go  into  details 
with  a  Government  Department,  I  feel 
confident  the  Railway  Companies  will 
be  aware  of  it.    I  feel  certain  that  very 

great  disappointment,  at  any  rate,  will 
e  avoided.  Traders  will  be  able  to  as- 
certain what  their  real  position  is,  and 
they  will  be  able  to  avoid  the  necessity 
of  going  into  the  Railway  Court.  I  am 
glad  that  this  Court  ia  going  to  be 
made  a  Court  of  much  greater  autho- 
rity than  it  has  hitherto  been.  Ur, 


Speaker,  I  do  not  think  this  debate 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  close  without 
some  words  in  acknowledgment  of  the 
great  labour  bestowed  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  a  re-adjustment  of  railway  rates 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ifomber  for 
the  Banbury  Division  of  Oxfordshire 
(Sir  Bernhard  Samuelson).  In  my  opi- 
nion, that  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  has  not 
influenced  this  Bill,  is  responsible  for 
the  direction  it  takes.  Certainly,  he  has 
had  a  great  share  in  directing  public 
opinion  on  this  matter  in  the  right  direc- 
tion. The  Report  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  made  is  the  most  extraordi- 
nary document  I  have  ever  seen  with 
reference  to  any  trade  matter.  I  have 
no  doubt  many  hon.  Gentlemen  have 
read  it ;  but  should  there  be  some  who 
have  not  seen  it,  I  hope  they  will  take 
the  trouble  to  go  over  it;  for  from  it 
they  will  see  it  is  possible  to  have  a 
reasonable  system  of  classification  of 
rates  and  charges.  I  will  conclude  by 
saying  that  I  hope  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Mr,  Mundella)  intends  to  pass  this 
measure.  Tho  Bill  has  met  with  much 
assent ;  but  there  are  many  of  us  who 
have  known  Bills  brought  in  with  quite 
as  much  approval  as  this  Bill,  and  yet 
at  a  particular  poriod  of  the  Session 
they  have  been  abandoned.  I  hope  my 
right  hon.  Friend  will  not  allow  that  to 
be  done  in  this  case,  but  that  he  will 
insist  upon  the  Bill  passing.  The  agri- 
cultural and  commercial  interests  are 
intimately  concerned  in  the  matter ;  and 
I  can  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  it  will  redound  not  only  to  hia 
own  credit,  but  to  that  of  the  Go- 
vernment, if  he  succeeds  in  passing,  at 
least,  a  fair  and  satisfactory  measure 
dealing  with  the  great  anomalies  which 
exist. 

QuesUon  pnt,  and  eyrwd  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Mu»OELLA,  Mr.  AcLAND,  and  Mr.  Attob- 
XBY  General. 

Bill  presenledf  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  138.] 

ESIPLOTEKS'    LIABILITY  ACT  (1880) 
AMENDMENT  (No.  2)  BILL. 
{Mr.  Burt,   Mr.   Broadhurat,  Mr.  Jotetjf, 
Mr.  Saldaite,  Mr.  Lechmod.) 

[bill  76.]     SECOND  BEADIHO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
« That  the  Bill  be  noT  read  a  second 
time."— Ca/>.  Burt.) 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston) :  I  trust 
that  when  this  Bill  is  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  the  question  whether  its 
operation  is  to  be  compulsory  or  not  will 
be  open.  Many  men  of  various  occupa- 
tions can  be  brought  forward  to  say  that 
the  working  classes  do  not  desire  that 
the  Act  should  be  compulsory — in  fact, 
I  personally  would  regret  it  very  much 
if  the  Act  were  made  compulsory,  be- 
cause I  thJnk  it  would  operate  in  a  re- 
trograde direction. 

Me.  LLOYD  CWednesbury) :  The 
object  of  the  Employers'  Liability  Act 
of  1880  was  to  strike  at  injurious  con- 
tracts which  may  be  mado  between  em- 
ployers and  their  workmen.  Now  that, 
of  course,  is  a  most  desirable  thing  to 
accomplish ;  but  it  is  questionable  whe- 
ther the  proposal  of  the  Act  does  not  go 
to  prevent  beneficial  agreements  being 
made.  Some  workmen  would  be  injured 
if  they  were  prevented  from  making 
beneficial  agreements;  and,  therefore,  I 
hope  the  Proposer  of  this  Bill  will  take 
caro  that  nothing  is  done  to  damage  the 
interests  of  the  working  classes.  I  also 
desire  to  know  whether  any  evidonco 
will  be  given  before  the  Select  Oommit- 
tee  to  wnich  it  is  intended  to  refer  this 
Bill,  because  there  are  several  points 
on  which  I  think  evidence  should  be  ad- 
duced. Tn  the  Act  of  1880  there  is  a 
mistake  made,  to  which  it  is  well  the 
attention  of  the  House  should  be  drawn. 
In  Section  6  of  Clause  3  it  is  said  that 
in  County  Courts  in  England  cases  can 
be  heard  before  a  jury;  and  it  is  also 
stated  that  the  Sheriffs  Court  should  be 
taken  as  a  synonymous  Court.  Now, 
the  fact  is  that  iu  the  Sheriffs  Court  in 
Scotland  there  can  be  no  jury.  The  tn-o 
Courts,  therefore,  are  not  synonymous ; 
and  I  would  ask  that  the  Select  Commit- 
tee may  have  their  attention  called  to 
the  clause.  If  people  wished  to  have  a 
jury  in  Scotland  they  were  forced  to  go 
into  the  Superior  Court  at  very  great 
expense ;  whereas  a  case  can  bo  hoard 
before  a  jury  in  an  English  County 
Conr^  providing  the  sum  in  dispute  does 
not  exceed  £50.  I  wish  alto  to  say  that 
the  objection  which  is  raised  to  the  com- 
pulsory character  of  the  Act  is  more 
imaginary  tban  otherwise.  I  approve 
of  the  compulsory  character  of  the  Act, 


I  though  I  think  that  if  the  employers 

go  beyond  the  Act  and  give  something 
better  than  the  Act  they  ought  not  to  be 
prevented  from  doing  so.  Some  work- 
ing men  have  suggested  to  me  that 
every  contract  that  is  made  should  not 
be  valid  unless  it  is  agreed  to  by,  we 
will  eay,  the  Board  of  Trade,  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  should  have  the  power 
of  making  a  contract  valid  if  it  was  con- 
sidered beneficial  to  the  contracting 
parties.  It  seems  to  me  that  that  would 
be  a  great  improvement. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitled 
to  the  Select  Committee  on  Employers' 
Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment  Bill. 

CROVTBBS  (aOOTLAND)  (VO.  2)  [REICUHEBA.- 
TION  TO  OFFIOBBS,  &0.] 

Comidered  in  Committee. 

(Id  the  Committee.) 

Setolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  Psr- 
liament,  of  remuneration  to  any  Commismoners 
and  Officers  who  may  be  appointed  ander  the 

firoTisiona  of  any  Act  of  the  present  SessioD, 
QTamendiag  the  Law  rekting  to  the  Tenaro 
of  Laad  by  Crofters  in  tho  Uighlanda  and 
Islands  of  Scotland,  and  the  payment  of  re- 
muneration to  Sheriff  Clerks  for  dntiea  arising 
under  auch  Act 
Resolution  to  be  reported  Ta-marrow. 

COUUONS. 

Ordered,  Thata  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  consider  every  Report  made  by  the  Idod 
Commissioners  for  England,  certifying  the  ex- 
pediency of  any  Provisional  Order  for  the  en- 
cloBOTd  or  regulation  of  a  Common,  and  pre- 
sented to  the  Houae  during  the  last  or  present 
Sessions,  before  a  Bill  be  broaght  in  for  the 
confirmation  of  such  Order : 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  that  they  have  power,  in  respect  to 
each  auch  Provisional  Order,  to  inquire  and  re- 
port to  tho  House  whether  the  same  should  bo 
confirmed  by  Parliament,  and,  if  so,  whether 
with  or  withont  modification  ;  and  in  the  event 
of  their  being  of  opinion  that  tbe  same  should 
bo  confirmed,  except  subject  to  modifications, 
to  report  such  modifications  accordingly,  with  a 
view  to  such  Provisional  Order  being  remitted 
to  the  Ijand  Cnmmissioners  : 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  do  conBist  of 
Twelve  Members,  Seven  to  be  nominated  by 
the  House,  and  Firo  hy  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion Sir  Waltsk  Bautttblot,  Mr.  Waiter 
Jaueb,  Mr.  IjicHABD  "PoxtEK,  Sir  Hxmrt  Skl- 
■wis-Ibbetsox,  Mr.  Akch,  Mr.  Edwasd  Brx- 
Tox,  Mr.  AVrouohtok  nominated  Members  of 
tho  Committee : 

Ordered,  That  Fire  ba  the  qaorom.— (Jfi-. 
Broadhurit.) 

Uonse  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Two  o  clock. 
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HOUSE    OF  LOBDS, 
Friday,  12M  Mareh^  1886. 


MINUTES.]— PuBtic  Bill— jy«/  Reading  — 
Local  GoTernment  (Ireland)  Froriiional 
Order  (Femoy)  •  (32). 

THE  NEW  PUBLIC  OPPIOES  — THE 
NATIONAL  PORTRAIT  GALLEBT. 
OBSBBTATIOira. 

LoBD  LAMINQTON,  in  riBtng  to  call 

fhe  attention  of  the  House  to  Hie  new 
Public  Offices,  more  especially  to  the 
proposed  new  National  Portrait  Gallery, 
said,  that  on  a  former  occasion  he  had 
hrought  the  subject  to  their  Lordships' 
notice ;  and  it  now  appeared  that  a  de- 
cision had  been  arrived  at  to  build  ou 
the  site  next  the  Horse  Guards.  The 
Government  plan  for  the  new  Offices  for 
the  War  Office  and  the  Admiralty  had 
been  examined  by  the  Boyal  Institute  of 
British  Architects,  and  they  had  pro- 
nounced in  favour  of  an  alternative 
scheme.  The  plan  proposed  the  In- 
stitute was  one  wfaicn  would  utilize  the 
fine  site  at  Charing  Cross  to  the  utmost, 
and  would,  mareover,  constitute  a  great 
public  improTement.  The  addition^  ex- 
pense would  only  amount  to  £200,000, 
half  of  which  would  be  paid  by  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board  of  Works.  He  did  not 
know  whether  a  site  for  the  National 
Portrait  Gallery  had  been  selected  ;  but 
he  believed  it  had  not.  By  the  adoption 
of  the  plan  suggested  by  the  Boyal 
Institute  of  British  Architects  a  good 
site  would  become  available.  He  would 
earnestly  ask  the  Government  to  recon- 
sider the  matter,  and  to  make  up  their 
minds  to  a  slightly-increased  expendi- 
ture in  order  to  provide  public  buildings 
really  worthy  of  the  country,  as  well  as 
make  suitable  provision  for  the  National 
Portrait  Gallery. 

Thx  Easl  Of  WEMTSS  said,  that 
there  were  three  important  questions 
raised  by  his  noble  Priend-H^l.)  the 
general  plan;  (2.)  the  elevation  of  the 
proposed  building ;  (3.)  the  position  and 
action  of  Her  Majesty's  Office  of  Works. 
The  question  was  one  of  considerable 
importance,  particularly  as  regarded  the 
ground  plan  of  the  new  Offices  and  the 
elevation  ;  and  he  contended  that  there 
should  be  an  alteration  in  the  ground 
plan.   He  was  sure  that  if  their  Ix)rd- 


shipshadafallopportunity  of  judging  the 
comparative  merits  of  the  plan,  and  had 
before  them  a  large  map  of  the  proposed 
new  building,  there  would  not  be  the 
slightest'  doubt  as  to  which  plan  would 
be  decided  on — i.e.,  the  plan  of  the  Go- 
vernment or  that  of  the  Institute  of 
British  Architects— they  would  select 
the  latter,  both  as  regarded  light, 
space,  and  many  other  matters.  Even 
Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  in  a  letter  to  The 
Timely  speaking  of  tlie  comparative 
merits  01  these  plans,  said  that  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  a  more  perfect 
scheme  could  be  made  for  the  new  Offices 
with  the  addition  suggested.  His  (Mr. 
Lefevre*s)  objection  was  to  the  in- 
creased cost;  but  that,  it  appeared  to 
him  (the  Earl  of  Wemyss),  was  a  second- 
ary coosideration,  for  they  should  re- 
member that  they  were  trustees  for 
those  who  came  after  them;  and  if,  with 
a  view  to  a  smalt  saving  of  money,  they 
wished  to  destroy  one  of  the  finest  sites 
in  London,  they  would  incur  a  heavy 
responsibility  to  posterity,  whereas  the 
alternative  plan  would  deal  with  the  site 
to  the  greatest  advantage.  Not  only  was 
the  ground  plan  sug^sted  by  the  In- 
stitute much  better  than  the  original 
scheme,  but  public  opinion  had  now  pro- 
nounced strongly  againet  the  elevation  of 
the  proposed  Dtiildings.  The  new  ele- 
vation would  bo  destructive  to  the 
appearance  of  the  Horse  Guards,  and 
out  of  harmony  with  all  its  surround- 
ings. The  Office  of  Works  had  afforded 
no  guidance  whatever  to  the  architect 
who  designed  the  proposed  new  build- 
ings as  to  what  their  character  should 
be;  and  they  did  not  appear  to  care  whe- 
ther that  character  was  Gothic,  Gre- 
cian, Koman,  Japanese,  or  Chinese,  It 
was  essential  that  the  new  buildings 
should  be  in  harmony  with  the  older 
ones  which  surrounded  them.  The  pre- 
sent Horse  Guards  made  an  admirable 
centre  to  the  Whitehall  side  of  the 
parade,  and  the  buildings  on  either  side 
of  it  ought  to  correspond  in  character ; 
whereas,  if  the  prop<Med  plans  were  car- 
ried out,  the  buildings  on  one  side  of  the 
square  would  be  wholly  out  of  character 
with  the  Horse  Guards,  which  they 
would  dwarf  and  destroy.  He  regretted 
that  the  recommendations  had  not  been 
carried  out  of  a  Boyal  Commission  on 
which  he  had  sat,  to  the  effect  that  there 
should  be  a  permanent  Council  to  assist 
the  political  First   Commissioner  of 
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Works,  BO  that  there  should  bo  a  con- 
tinuity of  policy  and  of  idea  in  dealing 
with  our  publio  buildings.  Sir  Henry 
Layard  had  felt  that  want  so  strongly 
that  he  had  appointed  the  late  distin- 
gaished  artist,  Mr.  Ferguson,  Conaulting 
Architect  to  the  Department  of  Works. 
But  he  and  Sir  Henry  Layard  ended  by 
resigning  their  appointments,  as  Sir 
Henry  Layard,  not  being  in  the  Cabinet, 
found  himself  powerless  for  good.  Now 
they  weredependentwhoUy  upon  thetaste 
and  fancies  of  the  First  Commissioner, 
and  one  generallj  undid  or  upset  the 

SlanB  of  his  Predecessor.  Then,  when 
esigna  were  required  for  the  Natural 
History  Museum,  a  Commission,  of 
which  he  was  a  Member,  decided  in 
favour  of  the  design  of  the  late  Captain 
Fowke,  and  this  design  would  have  been 
adopted  had  the  then  Liberal  First 
Oommissioner  of  Works  remained  in 
Office;  but  before  the  building  was 
begun  he  was  succeeded  by  Lord  John 
Manners,  who,  being  of  a  Gothic  turn  of 
mind  in  architecture,  threw  over  the 
Fowke  plan,  and  appointed  Mr,  Water- 
house  to  make  a  Qothio  design,  which, 

§reatly  cut  down  by  Lord  J ohn  Manners' 
uccessor,  Mr.  Ayrton,  who  boasted  that 
he  knew nothingabout these  things,  was 
now  theNaturalHistory  Museum.  Again, 
ftBoyal  Commission,  of  which  also  he  (the 
Earl  of  Wemyss)  was  a  Member,  recom- 
mended that  thepresentNatlonal  Gallery 
should  be  handed  overtotheBoyal  Aca- 
demy.and  that  National  Collection  of  pic- 
tures should  be  transferred  to  Burlington 
Hoiiso.  This  would  have  given  ample 
accommodation  to  the  National  pictures, 
as  galleries  could  have  been  built  in  the 
garden  at  the  back  of  Burlington  House 
-as  required.  Now,  there  was  great  diffi- 
culty in  finding  space  for  our  pictures, 
and  it  was  not  known  where  to  house  and 
exhibit  the  noble  gift  of  his  works  which 
Mr.  Watts  was  about  to  present  to  the 
nation.  Lord  Mount- Temple,  when 
First  Commissioner,  adopted  the  re- 
commendation of  tbeHoyal  Commission, 
and  proposed  a  Tote  in  Parliament, 
which  his  political  rival,  Lord  John  Man- 
ners, succeeded  in  inducing  the  Honse 
to  reject.  It  was  the  same  system  which 
had  removed  the  Wellington  Arch  to  the 
side  of  a  hill ;  and  we  had  now  presented 
to  us  the  ludicrous  sight  of  a  triumphal 
arch  erected  on  the  side  of  a  hill, 
with  one  long  leg  and  one  short  leg, 
a  thing  quite  unique  in  aEohiteoturef  tot 

Tht  Earl  of  Wmfts 
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which  they  were  indebted  to  Hr.  Shaw 
Lefevre.  He  hoped  that  the  whole 
matter  would  be  reconsidered. 

Lord  STRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL :  My  Lords,  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Lamington)  who  has  brought  the  sub- 
ject forward  deserves  support  from  all 
who  view  it  with  anxiety.  Since  it  came 
last  before  the  House,  the  Institute  of 
Architects  have  sent  their  deputation  to 
the  Oovernment ;  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  has 
endeavoured  to  reply  to  them ;  further 
correspondence  has  appeared  this  morn- 
ing from  the  President  and  Secretary  of 
the  Institute  calculated  to  impress  on  all 
who  see  it  the  error  of  the  scheme  in- 
volved  in  what  is  called  the  PublicOffices 
Site  Act.  I  only  wish  to-night  to  advert 
to  a  single  ground  on  which  the  Oovern- 
ment may  be  induced  to  pause  before 
they  carry  out  the  measure.  I  have  no 
reason  to  assume  that  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Morley)  who  has  consented  to 
preside  over  the  Board  of  Works  is 
anxious  to  precipitate  it.  The  ground  I 
wish  to  mention  is  the  striking- multi- 
plicity of  projects  which  ought  to  be 
collated  before  a  final  step  is  taken. 
Tou  have  the  project  of  the  deputation 
by  which  Drummond's  Bank  would  he 
removed,  a  larger  site  obtained,  and  St 
James's  Park  encroached  upon  more 
widely,  a  thoroughfare  from  thence  into 
Trafalgar  Square  being  ultimately  con- 
templated. Tou  have  the  plan  of  build- 
ing on  the  Oreat  George  Street  site, 
which  the  noble  Earl  tho  Chairman  of 
Committees  (the  Earl  of  Bedesdale)  has 
repeatedly  defended,  and  which,  at  a 
humble  distance,  I  no  less  thoroughly 
adhere  to.  But  something  else  might 
be  considered.  It  would  be  easy,  in- 
stead of  effacing  Spring  Gardens  alto- 
gether, to  rebuild  the  houses  on  a  larger 
scale  and  with  a  higher  elevation.  In 
that  way,  in  a  year  or  two,  without  the 
hazard,  or  the  outlay,  oi  the  time  which 
a  great  enterprize  demands,  you  might 
nearly  double  the  accommodation  they 
give  to  oflBces  at  present.  Those  upon 
the  northern  side  might  be  thrown  lur- 
ther  back  over  the  garden  they  look  out 
upon ;  and  those  upon  the  southern  side 
over  the  mews  which  they  command. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  Board 
of  Works  and  the  Treasury,  with  whom 
the  question  lies,  should  act  upon  the 
well-known  principle,  "  Siste  in  dubO*- 
As  to  the  War  Office,  I  have  already 
pointed  oat  that  if  tiie  demolition  is 
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arrested  ita  wants  may  be  supplied  to  a 
great  extent,  although  not  to  the  full 
extent  that  we  should  wish  for.  As 
to  a  new  Admiralty,  the  public  would 
thank  yon  more  for  a  new  Na^.  They 
are  more  inclined  to  spend  on  ships  than 
on  the  pdatial  residence  of  those  who 
organize  and  guide  them.  What  the 
Government  might  do  with  every  advan- 
tage is  to  exhibit  detailed  plans  of  all 
the  rival  schemes  during  a  twelvemonth, 
and  thus  allow  opinion  to  mature  as  to 
the  course  to  be  selected.  The  scheme 
of  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  has  no  defence  but 
the  economy  it  claims,  and  which  is  far 
from  being  admitted.  But  as  to  economy, 
I  cannot  but  repeat  what  has  fallen  from 
my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Wemyss) 
on  the  Oross  Benches.  When  new 
Public  Offices  are  in  question  it  is  not 
at  all  the  first  consideration.  If  you  are 
bent  upon  economy  there  is  no  neces- 
sity for  having  them.  If  you  desire  to 
save  money,  not  to  have  them  is  the 
easy  mode  of  saving  it.  You  are  only 
justified  in  spending  in  order  to  increase, 
fuid  not  in  order  to  reduce,  the  splen- 
dour of  the  Capital  in  future  genera- 
tions. 

Viscount  HARDINGE  said,  that  he 
mainly  agreed  with  his  noble  Friend 
who  spoke  second  in  the  debate ;  and 
with  regard  to  what  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down,  he 
would  reply  that  it  bad  been  decided  by 
Parliament,  considering  the  wants  of  the 
Army  and  the  Navy,  that  no  further  de- 
lay was  desirable  in  the  erection  of  a 
suitable  building  for  the  accommodation 
of  both  Services.  He  agreed  in  the 
opinion  which  had  been  expressed  as  to 
the  altemative  scheme  of  the  Institute 
of  British  Architects.  The  original  mis- 
take made  was  that  a  larger  area  had 
not  been  taken.  There  was  a  time  when 
the  owners  of  Drummond's  Bank  might 
have  been  negotiated  with ;  but  nothing 
at  the  time  was  done.  Drummonds  said 
they  wore  willing  to  wait  two  or  three 
years  until  a  decision  was  arrived  at; 
but,  no  decision  having  been  come  to, 
they  were  in  danger  of  marring  the  plan. 
If  &fr.  Shaw  Lefevre's  plan  was  adopted 
they  would  have  a  lofty  pile  of  build- 
ings erected,  with  an  enormous  tower 
overtopping  and  dwarfing  the  public 
buildings  in  the  neighbourhood.  He 
thought  that  a  result  of  this  hind  would 
be  a  very  unsightly  object  to  contem- 
plato.  One  advantage  of  the  altemative 


scheme  was  that  both  wings  would  be  so 
low  that  they  would  not  dwarf  Uie  other 
buildings  in  the  same  way  oa  the  other 
scheme  would  do  if  carried  out.  The 
elevation,  too,  was  very  poor.  In  re- 
rard  to  plans  of  this  kind,  he  expressed 
himself  as  being  unfavourable  to  a 
public  competition.  A  limited  competi- 
tion would  be  far  more  suitable,  or  let 
the  best  architect  that  could  be  ob- 
tained be  taken.  The  only  good  work 
ever  obtained  by  public  competition  was 
Stephens'  monument  of  the  Duke  of 
Wellington.  He  agreed  with  the  view 
expressed  in  the  Memorial  of  the  British 
Architects  that  if  they  were  to  erect 
Offices  of  the  kind  proposed,  with  a 
wretched  frontage  and  a  tarern  or  two,  it 
would  be  a  disgrace  to  the  nation.  Ttioy 
ought,  if  possible,  to  have  a  wide  vista, 
in  order  that  an  uninterrupted  view 
might  be  had  from  the  statue  to  the 
Houses  of  Parliament.  He  had  not  been 
converted  by  Mr.  Trevelyan's  letter  in 
Tk»  Tinua,  which  evidently  considered 
economy  the  first  object.  As  to  the  cost, 
he  wag  of  opinion  that  if  they  were 
going  to  do  a  good  work  they  had  much 
better  not  spare  the  coat,  because  it  was 
well  known  that  the  cheapest  way  was 
not  always  the  best.  And  now  he  would 
say  one  word  as  to  the  proposed  site  of 
the  new  National  Portrait  Gallery.  It 
was  to  be  built  on  the  open  space  joining 
the  India  Office,  on  ground  belonging  to 
the  Government.  It  would  have  spacious 
galleries  lighted  from  the  top,  extending 
from  King  Street  to  Delahay  Street, 
with  a  handsome  facade  towards  King 
Street.  It  would  have  four  times  the 
space  now  allotted  to  the  pictures,  and 
would  be  a  very  central  gulery  for  the 
public.  This  was  Mr.  Pluuket'a  plan, 
and  he  truatod  the  Qovernment  would 
adopt  it. 

ifci  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  oP 

WORKS  (The  Earl  of  Morley)  said, 
that  although  the  debate  had  been  an 
interesting  one,  the  only  point  really 
calling  for  the  attention  of  their  Lord- 
sbips  was  whether  the  scheme  of  the  In- 
stitute of  British  Architects  or  the  plan 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  was  the 
better.  The  noble  Earl  on  the  Cross 
Benches  (the  Earl  of  Wemyss)  condemned 
the  elevation  that  had  been  ap- 
proved by  the  Government.  That  ele* 
vation  was  chosen  after  competition, 
and  the  designs  were  selected  by  a  com- 
petent Committee,  on  which  Mr.  Chris- 
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tian,  Freudent  of  the  Institute  of  Arehi- 
tects,  Bat  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Lam* 
ington)  who  introduced  the  diBcnseion 
quoted  a  reply  of  hia  own  to  an  interest- 
ing deputation  from  the  Institute  of 
Architects  which  waited  on  him  the  other 
day.  He  admitted  that  in  some  points 
the  scheme  proposed  by  the  lostitute  of 
Architects  would  be  an  improvement. 
No  doubt  it  would  open  up  Charing 
Cross,  as  well  as  one  of  the  fa9ades 
of  the  building;  but  he  did  not  think 
their  Lordships  could  entirely  put  aside 
the  question  of  cost,  as  one  noble  Lord 
had  done.  As  to  the  estimate  of  addi- 
tional cost,  he  had  Been  it  placed  as  high 
as  £1,000,000  Bterling,  and  the  lowest 
estimate  was  £200,000.  Making  a  rough 
estimate  of  the  extra  expecBe,  he  be- 
lieved it  would  be  little  short  of 
£400,000,  which  would  include  the  re- 
building of  Drummond's  Bank  and  the 
additional  area  given  by  the  Institute 
of  Architects.  The  noble  Lord  seemed 
to  have  an  idea  that  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  would  contribute  in 
some  way  to  the  expense ;  but  he 
possessed  no  information  leading  him  to 
the  belief  that  the  Board  would  contribute 
anything,  and  he  doubted  very  much 
if  they  would  do  so.  He  acknowledged, 
from  an  essthetic  point  of  view,  that  the 
question  of  opening  up  Charing  Cross 
and  Trafalgar  Square  would  be  a  con- 
siderable improvement  on  the  present 
aspect  of  things ;  hut  if  their  Lord- 
ships looked  at  the  convenience  of 
traffic  at  Charing  Cross  they  would 
find  that  there  was  no  block  at  that 
point.  Having,  therefore,  all  the  area 
they  wished  for  the  Public  Offices,  and 
when  they  did  not  require  as  a  ne- 
cessity to  widen  the  thoroughfare, 
he  did  not  think  they  were  justified  in 
spending  an  additional  large  sum  of 
money.  In  considering  these  rival 
schemes  it  was  absurd  to  put  aside  al- 
together the  question  of  expense.  He 
could  not  say  more  at  present  than  this 
—that  the  whole  question  waa  under  the 
earnest  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  could  not,  however,  forget 
that  Parliament  had  already  decided 
the  site  question,  and  the  property 
had  already  been  purchased.  He  should 
receive  any  suggestions  with  pleasure, 
and  he  would  not  at  present  com- 
mit himself  to  an  opinion  upon  the 
question,  or  to  the  plan  of  the  Institate 
of  Architects,  although  he  admitted  that 


there  were  cextain  advantages  connected 
with  that  plan.  With  regard  to  the  new 
National  Portrait  Gallery,  he  regretted 
that  he  waa  not  in  a  position  to  afford 
their  Lordships  any  information  upon 
the  subject.  The  National  portraits,  as 
the  noble  Ijord  had  remarked,  were  re* 
moved  from  the  very  dangerous  build- 
ing in  which  they  were  deposited  at 
South  Kensington  last  August  to  Beth- 
nal  Green  Museum,  where  they  were 
perfectly  safe.  When  their  Lordships 
considered  the  great  value  of  the  Col- 
lection, they  must  be  heartily  glad  that 
the  pictures  were  safely  housed.  At  the 
same  time,  he  quite  admitted  that  they 
ought  not  to  remain  at  Bethnal  Qieea. 
The  question  of  their  future  destxDation 
was  one  which  must  be  left  for  future 
careful  consideration,  and  it  would,  no 
doubt,  shortly  occopy  attention. 

Lord  BALFOTTk  said,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  obtain  and  lay  before 
the  House  an  Estimate  of  what  the 
Echeme  suggested  by  the  Institute  of 
Architects  would  cost  before  altogether 
discarding  that  scheme.  So  far  as  his 
information  went,  he  understood  that  it 
would  not  cost  more  than  £200,000,  in- 
stead of  £350,000  or  £400,000,  as  men- 
tioned by  the  noble  Earl,  because  the 
question  of  compensation  fo  the  Messrs. 
Drummond  could  be  got  over  by  the 
erection  of  new  offices  for  them,  which 
would  be  ready  before  they  would  be 
asked  to  move  out  of  their  present  pre- 
mises. If  that  were  so,  then  he  thought 
that  a  matter  of  £200,000,  if  that  were 
the  outside,  should  not  be  allowed  to 
stand  in  the  way  of  their  securing  suit- 
able buildings. 

The  Earl  op  MOTtLET  said,  that  his 
figures  of  £350,000  to  £400,000  had 
not  been  given  at  random ;  but  were 
based  on  a  rough  estimate  which  had 
been  made  of  the  cost  of  the  scheme. 

THE  NATIONAL  MXTSEUMS— EVENING 
OPENING. 
UOTION  FOB  AIT  ADDRBSS. 

The  Earl  of  HABBOWBT,  in  rising 
to  move — 

"  That  a  humUe  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  praying  that  Her  Majesty  will  be 

E leased  to  direct  that  the  National  Gallery,  the 
iritisb  Museum,  and  the  Natund  History 
Museum  shall  be  open  to  the  public  weekly  on 
three  week-day  eTeninga  till  10  p.m.,  in  order 
that  Her  Majesty's  subjects  whose  occopationi 
during  the  day  prevent  them  from  visiting 
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theee  iiutitatioDB  may  have  the  advantage  and 
enjoyment  of  studying  the  national  colleo- 

said,  he  hoped  their  Lordships  would 
consider  this  question  carefully,  because 
it  seemed  strange  that  so  beneficial  a 
change,  which  was  recommended  by 
the  House  of  Oommons  26  years  ago, 
should  not  have  been  adopted.  He  did 
not  wish  to  reflect  upon  the  conduct  or 
action  of  the  Trustees  of  the  British 
Museum  and  the  National  Gallery,  who 
were  perfectly  right  in  taking  great  care 
of  the  all-important  and  priceless  trea- 
sures committed  to  their  charge ;  but 
the  question  which  he  had  brought  to  the 
notice  of  their  Lordships  was  one  for  Par- 
liament and  for  the  QoTemment  of  the 
day  to  consider.  He  hoped  it  would  be 
decided  that  the  time  had  come  when 
the  great  boon  of  opening  the  National 
Collections  on  week-day  evenings  should 
be  conferred  upon  the  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  people  in  London.  The 
late  Gorerument,  he  might  remark,  had 
no  opportunity  of  carrying  the  proposal 
into  effect ;  but  the  noble  Marquess, 
who  was  absent  from  the  House  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  had  instructed 
him  to  adopt  every  means  in  his  power  to 
secure  the  opening  of  the  Museums  and 
Galleries  on  week-day  evenings.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Plunket)  who 
had  held  the  Office  of  C^ef  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  in  the  late  Government 
was  in  favour  of  the  proposal,  and  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Iddesleigh),  when 
First  Lord  or  the  Treasury,  spoke 
strongly  on  the  question,  advocating 
the  opening  of  the  Collections  to  the 
public  on  two  or  three  evenings  a-week, 
He  trusted  that  in  time  such  collections 
as  the  Boyal  Academy  would  also  be 
opened  on  week  evenings  to  the  public 
either  free  or  at  a  nominal  charge,  and 
that  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
throwing  open  some  parts  of  the  Tower 
by  night  to  the  lai^e  population  around 
it.  He  submitted  uiat  to  carry  the  pro- 
posal into  efi'ect  would  confer  a  great 
benefit  upon  artizans,  mechanics,  and 
people  who  were  employed  ia  banks, 
counting-houses,  warehooaes,  and  work- 
shops, and  especially  would  it  be  an 
advantage  to  the  young.  Such  people 
had  a  great  deal  of  leisure  at  their  dis- 
posal. They  had  the  whole  of  their 
evenings  to  themselves,  and  one  of  their 
greatest  diffioulties  was  how  to  dispose 
of  them.  He  bdiered  the  long  evenings 
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huDg  very  heavily  on  the  great  mass  of 
the  population.  There  was  one  very 
curious  and  encouraging  fact  which 
their  Lordships  ought  to  note,  and  that 
was  that  if  they  inquired  of  the  great 
employers  of  labour,aB  he  had  lately  had 
to  do  iu  connection  with  another  matter, 
they  would  find  that  a  great  number  of 
young  men  employed  in  labour  had  now 
some  cultivated  pursuit  quite  inde- 
pendent of  their  daily  work.  It  would 
be  found  that  some  took  up  theology, 
others  botany,  birds,  or  shells;  and 
among  many  there  might  be  found  a 
great  taste  for  drawing  and  painting. 
That  was  one  of  the  most  encouraging 
signs  of  the  age,  and  it  was  for  that 
large  and  he  believed  increasing  class 
of  men  that  he  particularly  pleaded  with 
their  Lordships.  He  believed  it  would 
afford  great  delight  to  these  young  men 
to  have  these  great  Halls  and  Galleries 
open  to  them  from  G  to  10  o'clock  in  the 
evening— just  the  hours  that  hung  most 
heavily  on  their  hands  ;  just  the  hours 
they  would  otherwise  have  to  spend  in 
their  sometimes,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  not 
very  pleasant  homes.  He  believed  that 
the  advantage,  at  any  rate,  to  the  younger 
rising  generation  of  London  would  be 
really  untold,  and  it  was  on  their  behalf 
he  especially  asked  their  Lordships  to 
consider  this  matter.  It  might,  perhaps, 
be  said  that  he  was  a  dreamer  on  this 
subject ;  but  to  that  his  simple  answer 
was — What  had  happened  at  South 
Kensington  and  Betlmal  Green  ?  South 
Kensington  Museum  had  now  for  nearly 
SO  years  been  open  to  the  public  for 
three  nights  in  the  week,  and  during 
that  time  some  7,000,000  of  people  had 
visited  the  Institution  in  the  evening.  The 
total  number  of  visitors,  day  and  night, 
during  the  same  period,  was  17,000,000. 
These  figures  then  showed  that  the  pro- 
portion of  evening  visitors  was  very 
much  larger  than  that  of  day  visitors ; 
and,  of  those  evening  visitors,  8tr  Henry 
Cole  stated  that  he  observed  that  a  large 
number  of  them  were  what  were  called 
working  men — that  is  to  say,  they  were 
of  that  class  whose  evening  meal  was 
tea  or  supper  and  not  dinner.  Bethnal 
Green  Museum,  too,  had  been  opened 
since  1872  for  three  nights  in  the  week, 
and  nearly  half  the  total  number  of  the 
visitors  to  that  Institution  came  during 
the  12  evening  hours  of  the  week. 
When  they  considered  those  facts,  he 
confessed  it  did  seem  very  strange  to 

Digitized  by  Google 


611       The  National  Uuteum—       {LORDS}  Bcetting  Opening.  612 


him  that  these  Oalleries  conld  not  be 
opened.  Let  them  look  at  the  authori- 
ties in  favour  of  his  pi-oposal.  On 
March  27,  1863,  a  Select  Committeo  of 
the  House  of  Commons  recommended — 

"  That  institutioDB  Buch  aa  the  British  Ma- 
Beam  and  National  Gallery  afaould  be  open  on 
week-day  «Teiiiii|{B  to  the  pahlie,  and  that  as 
the  opportaoity  Uiua  afforded  of  bringing  the 
instruction  and  pleasure  to  be  derived  from 
Tisiting  them  within  the  reach  of  those  who  arc 
occapied  during  ordinary  working  hours  would 
bo  appreciutcd  by  them,  it  is  desirable  that  they 
should  be  thus  opened  between  7  and  10  in  the 
evening,  at  least  three  days  in  the  week." 

Then,  od  May  6,  1870,  after  a  debate  on 
the  erening  opening  of  Museums,  Mr. 
Lowe,  the  then  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, said  in  regard  to  lighting  the 
National  Collections — 

"  We  might  be  on  the  eve  of  some  scieotifio 
discovery  which  would  remove  the  prebmt  risks 
and  ohjeclionB;  besides,  sooner  or  later,  we 
should  have  to  build  a  new  National  Gallery 
and  a  Museum  for  the  reception  of  our  natural 
history  collections.  These  new  buildings,  of 
course,  could  be  constructed  in  such  a  mAnner 
as  to  be  safely  lighted  with  gas." 

On  May  19,  1874,  the  HSuse  of  Com- 
mons adopted  the  following  Amend- 
ment,  moved  bvMr.W.  S.  Allen,M.F.:— 

"  That  the  House  is  of  opinion  that  all  possi- 
ble faolities  should  be  afforded  for  the  moral 
and  intellectual  recreation  of  the  people  by 
opening  Museums,  Libraries,  and  similar  insti  ■ 
tntioDS  on  week-day  evenings."— (3  Utauard, 
[119]  508.) 

In  1883  and  1884  their  Lordships  also 
passed  Besolutions,  uwng  the  desira- 
bility of  opeuiug  the  British  Museum 
and  National  Oalleiy  on  week-day  even- 
ings. The  only  difference  between  those 
two  occasions  aud  the  present  was  that 
he  had  now  to  ask  their  Lordships  to  go 
a  little  further  and  to  address  the  Crown 
upon  the  Bubject.  During  the  last  Par- 
liament, in  August,  1881,  191  Members 
of  the  House  of  Commons  memorialized 
the  Trustees  of  the  National  Gallery, 
asking  that  the  Oallery  should  be  kept 
open  to  the  public  till  10  o'clock  at  night 
on  every  week-day.  In  March,  1882, 
200  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons 
memorialized  the  Trustees  of  the  British 
Museum  with  the  same  object.  Then 
Sir  Henry  Cole  said — 

"  I  cannot  conceive  why  the  National  Gal- 
lery should  not  be  lighted  up  at  sight  if  pro- 
perly prepared,  and  if  the  ventibtion  were 
made  what  I  presume  it  could  he  made." 

But  there  were  still  greater  authorities 
than  these.   In  May,  1882,  he  found, 

The  Earl  of  Jffarrowhy 


from  a  letter  &om  the  Trustees  of  the 
British  Museum  to  Mr.  Daniel  Grant, 
M.P.,  that  the  former  body  had  taken 
the  matter  np.  Id  that  letter  they 
said — 

"  Tho  Trustees  have,  during  the  last  three 
years,  made  trial  of  the  electnc  light  in  the 
reading  room  of  tho  Unseam,  and  for  the  pur- 
pose of  lighting  it  in  dark  weather,  and  keeping 
it  open  for  students  until  a  late  hour,  and  this 
has  been  done  with  very  satisfactory  results." 

On  July  19,  1883,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  tho  London  University 
(Sir  John  Lubbock^  also  said,  in  reply 
to  Mr.  Daniel  Grant — 

"  The  same  objections,  however,  do  not  apply, 
or  apply  with  much  less  force,  to  the  electric 
light ;  and  subject,  of  course,  to  security  being 
taken  for  the  safety  of  the  building  and  its  con- 
tents, and  on  satishetory  arrangements  being 
made  with  reference  to  electric  lighting  in  the 
district,  the  Trustees  will  be  prepared  to  apply 
to  Government  for  the  funds  necessary  to  enable 
them  to  open  portions  of  the  Museum  in  the 
evening."— (3  Hansard,  liSi}  1882.) 

And  on  February  28,  1884,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  London 
Uuiversity  (Sir  John  liubbock),  who 
was  one  of  the  Trustees  of  the  British 
Museum,  said,  in  reply  to  a  Question 
asked  by  Mr.  Daniel  Grant,  M.P., 
that— 

"  The  TrusteoB  of  the  British  Museum  have 
applied  to  Iler  Majesty's  Government  for  the 
funds  neoessanr  to  supply  electric  light  in  the 
new  Natural  History  Museum.  This  applica- 
tion has  been  refused  so  far  as  the  present  year 
is  coDcemed,  and  it  in  therefore  impoanhle  for 
the  Trustees  to  open  the  Museum  in  the  even- 
ing."—(3  Rm$ari,  [2S5]  62.) 

That  brought  faim  down  to  August  of 
last  year,  when  the  Trustees  of  the 
British  Museum  made  a  formal  appli- 
cation to  the  Treasury  to  be  allowed  to 
use  the  electric  light.  It  was  true  that 
he  was  asking  by  his  Motion,  that  not 
only  the  Museums  but  also  the  National 
Picture  Galleries  might  be  opened.  He 
did  not  think  that  would  be  considered 
very  daring,  when  he  referred  their 
Lordships  to  a  Memorial  addressed,  on 
January  28,  1885,  to  the  Trustees  of  the 
National  Gallery,  and  signed  by  57  out 
of  73  Royal  Academicians  and  Asso- 
ciates, in  which  they  urged  the  Trustees 
to  take  into  ooneideration  the  best  means 
of  lighting  the  great  National  Collec- 
tions of  pictures,  so  that  they  might  be 
opened  to  the  public  on  three  evenings 
in  each  week  till  10  o'clock.  He  oould 
not  believe  that  a  body  of  men,  who  were 
specially  interested  in  pictuies,  would 
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bare  made  that  request  if  they  had  be- 
lieved there  could  be  the  slightest  danger 
in  it.  2,400  working-class  organizations 
had  asked  for  it,  through  Mr.Broadhurst, 
and  the  Trades'  Union  Congress  of  last 
antumn  adopted  a  resolution  in  favour 
of  it.  He  thought  he  had  now  satisfied 
their  liOrdships  that  there  was  realty  a 
real  consensus  of  opinion  and  authority 
in  favour  of  tbe  Motion.  It  was  remark- 
able how  rapidly  the  authorities  were 
increasing  in  its  support.  Aa  to  the 
difficulties  that  existed,  there  was,  first 
of  all,  the  question  of  light.  Of  course, 
if  it  were  simply  a  question  of  gas,  there 
might  be  a  risk  of  fire,  though  he  tbought 
gas  might  safely  be  used  in  the  great 
buildings  if  it  was  used  from  the  outside, 
or  if  there  were  properly  constructed  roof 
arrangements.  But  now  electricity  was 
in  use,  and  in  that  there  was  a  great  ad- 
vantage, for,  as  pointed  out  in  a  letter 
in  Th»  Timn  of  March  11  from  Mr.  Ro- 
binson, there  were  many  pictures  which 
would  not  bear  the  light  of  day  for  any 
length  of  time,  but  might  safely  be  ox- 
posed  to  the  light  of  gas  or  electricity. 
He  thought  there  must  be  very  much 
more  danger  to  these  Public  Institutions 
from  heating  apparatus  ^an  could  pos* 
Btbiy  ac(TU6  from  the  use  of  electricity. 
It  had  been  urged  against  his  proposal 
that  damage  might  be  caused  to  the 
pictures  by  the  breath  and  dust  that 
would  be  caused  by  a  large  assemblage 
of  people;  but  he  could  not  understand 
why  that  danger  should  arise  specially 
in  the  evenings.  But  oven  if  that  were 
the  case,  it  would  be  very  easy  to  com- 
plete the  glazing  of  the  pictures  in  the 
Public  Collections.  Only  89  now  re- 
mained unglazed.  Another  more  serious 
objection  had  been  urged — namely,  that 
in  times  of  anything  like  popular  dis- 
turbance danger  might  arise  in  respect 
of  these  priceless  works  of  Art  from  out- 
rage ;  but  he  thought  that  the  risk  was 
Tery  much  greater  oa  a  foggy  day  than 
when  the  Galleries  were  lighted  with  the 
electric  ligbt.  The  last  objection  in  re- 
gard to  the  National  Qallery  was  that 
uiere  was  a  danger  of  the  disreputable 
persons  who  infested  the  neighbourhood 
going  into  the  Gallery  at  night.  He 
could  not  believe,  however,  that  our 
police  regulations  were  so  bad  that  we 
should  not  be  able  to  prevent  any  out- 
rage against  propriety  in  our  National 
Qallery.  He  did  not  think  we  ought  to 
pve  up  this  great  boon  to  resectable 


people  in  consequence  of  a  panic  fear 
feat  some  had  characters  should  come 
in.  Of  course  the  change  would  cost  a 
certain  amount  of  money.  The  great 
library  of  the  British  Museum  was 
lighted  by  electricity,  and  he  was  in- 
formed that  the  estimate  for  lighting 
the  whole  of  the  Museum  was  something 
like  £14,000.  Of  course  there  would  be 
the  cost  for  additional  attendants  on 
three  nights  of  the  week,  but  that  would 
not  he  very  great.  He  trusted  that  the 
public  would  be  amply  supplied  with 
seats  in  these  great  Galleries,  so  that 
they  might  have  opportunities  of  rest- 
ing. If  the  difficulty  of  money  really 
stood  in  the  way,  he  would  make  a  sug- 
gestion which  would  perhaps  shock  those 
who  were  connected  with  these  great 
Institutions — namely,  that  for  two  or 
three  years  the  grants  for  fresh  buyings 
should  be  somewhat  diminished.  He 
submitted  his  Motion  with  confidence  to 
their  Lordships,  because  he  believed 
they  would  rejoice  if  it  were  possible 
to  bring  to  an  end  the  struggle  of  the 
last  26  years ;  and  he  felt  sure  it  would 
be  satisfactory  to  them  if  this  great  boon 
should  come  owing  to  the  action  of  their 
Lordships'  House. 

Moved,  "  That  a  humble  address  be  presented 
to  Her  MajeBty  praying  that  Her  Majesty  will 
be  pleased  to  direct  that  the  National  Gallery, 
the  Britiah  MuBeum,  and  the  Xatoral  History 
Maseum  shall  be  open  to  the  public  weekly  on 
three  week-day  ereniugs  till  10  p.m.,  in  order 
that  Her  Mujesty's  subjects  whose  occupations 
during  the  day  prevent  them  from  visiting 
these  institntions  may  have  the  advantage  and 
enjoyment  of  studying  the  national  coUeotiona." 
— (The  Earl  of  Marrowby.) 

LoBD  SUBELEY  said,  the  question 
raised  by  the  noble  Earl  was  one  of 
great  interest,  and  one  which  it  was  im- 
possible to  approach  except  with  feel- 
mge  of  the  strongest  sympathy  and  with 
an  earnest  desire  to  see  the  proposal 
carried  out.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  if  it  were  possible,  with  due  regard 
to  the  expense  involved  and  the  suety 
of  our  priceless  Oollections,  to  enable  any 
large  number  of  the  working  classes  to 
spend  the  evening  in  our  National  Gal- 
leries and  Museums,  an  enormous  bless- 
ing would  be  conferred  upon  all  con- 
cerned. The  noble  Earl  had  stated  these 
benefits  with  great  force  and  oleamess ; 
but  he  had  passed  over  the  objections 
very  lightly.  This,  of  course,  was  no 
Party  question;. it  was  purely  a  social 
problem,  and  whichever  Government 
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were  in  power  would  gladly  assist  in 
Bolviog  it.  Unfoi-tunately,  it  was  a 
matter  which  could  not  be  dealt  with 
without  serious  consideration.  In  the 
first  place,  the  mniu  question  to  settle 
was  this — Would  the  working  classes  at- 
tend theseplaces  if  opened  as  proposed  in 
sufficiently  large  numbers  to  warrant  the 
expense  incurred  ?  Man  j  high  authorities 
doubted  whether  people  who  had  been 
working  all  day  would  to  any  extent  be 
likely  to  visit  these  Galleries  in  the  even- 
ing,  however  much  they  would  be  will- 
ing to  go  on  a  Sunday.  It  was  true  that 
at  South  Kensington  Mueeum,  where 
the  experiment  of  having  three  free 
dajrs  in  the  week  had  been  tried  over  a 
number  of  years,  it  had  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent been  found  successful,  and  that 
about  20  per  cent  of  the  total  number 
Tisiting  the  Exhibition  were  there  in  the 
evening ;  but  this  percentage  was  after 
all  very  small  in  actual  number.  He 
found  that  in  1885  the  total  number 
of  visitors  to  South  Kensington  was 
900,000,  of  whom  169,000  went  in  the 
evening.  These  numbers  had  somewhat 
fallen  off  during  the  past  three  years, 

grobably  owing  to  the  Exhibitions  in  the 
fardens.  It  was  a  question,  however, 
whether  if  the  National  History  Museum 
were  opened  in  such  close  proximity  the 
number  would  not  be  further  reduced, 
and  be  divided  between  the  two  Museums. 
At  the  Jermyn  Street  Museum  in  1885 
the  total  number  of  visitors  was  45,000, 
of  whom  17,000  went  in  the  evenings. 
But  the  Museum  was  only  open  on  two 
evenings  in  the  week,  and  those  attend- 
ing the  lectures  were  included.  At 
Bethnal  Green  in  1885  the  total  num- 
bers were  450,000,  of  whom  209,000 
went  in  the  evening.  These  statistics 
certainly  showed  that  a  fair  amount  at- 
tended in  the  evening;  but  the  number 
was  absurdly  small,  taking  into  con- 
sideration the  enormous  population  sur- 
rounding the  Museums.  Taking  the 
three  Museums  now  open  at  night,  it 
meant  that  about  2,500  were  divided 
among  them  during  the  evenings  they 
•were  open.  Whether,  if  more  Museums 
were  opened  and  greater  facilities  given, 
these  numbers  would  largely  increase, 
remained  the  problem  to  be  solved.  Of 
this  there  oould  be  no  doubt,  that  if  the 
Gallery  and  Museums  were  open  at 
night,  there  must  be  a  satiEcfactory  at- 
tendance to  justify  the  expense.  To 
solve  this  problem,  and  to  ascertain 
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what  that  number  wonld  be,  it  seemed 
most  desirable  that  further  experiments 
should  be  made.    The  Memorandum 

which  had  been  presented  b^  the  Trus- 
tees of  the  National  Gallery,  but  which 
had  not  yet  been  printed,  showed  that 
there  were  several  di£B.culties  besides 
expense  which  stood  in  the  way.  Some 
of  their  objections  could  undoubtedly  be 
met  and  overcome ;  but  it  was  perfectly 
clear  -that  those  distinguished  gentle- 
men, who  were  the  custodians  of  the 
priceless  treasures  of  this  country,  looked 
upon  opening  the  National  Gallery  as 
an  experiment  which  could  not  be  tried 
without  a  considerable  amount  of  risk. 
In  the  objections  raised  they  ^inted 
out  a  probability  of  the  Galleries  be- 
coming the  resort  of  idle  and  immoral 
people  from  the  neighbourhood  who 
now  infested  the  Haymarket,  and  who 
would  drive  respectable  people  away. 
This,  on  the  other  hand,  it  was  argued, 
was  purely  a  question  of  police  ma- 
nagement, and  was  one  which  was  got 
over  at  the  Exhibitions  at  South  Ken* 
sington,  Jermyn  Street,  and  Bethnal 
Green  during  the  last  few  years.  A 
few  police  in  plain  clothes  had  been 
found  sufficient  to  stop  all  nuisance  in 
this  respect.  Danger  from  fire  seemed 
now  to  be  greatly  diminished  by  the 
introduction  of  electric  lighting,  as  if 
properly  carried  out  there  oould  be  no 
question  that  this  system  was  much  lees 
harmless  and  dangerous  than  gas.  With 
regard  to  the  danger  of  the  light  going 
out  opimona  differed  ;  but  it  was  stated 
that  if  electric  lighting  were  arranged 
with  duplicate  plant,  and  the  buildings 
were  illuminated  by  two  distinct  circuits, 
all  possibility  of  the  danger  of  the  rooms 
being  left  in  darkness  was  entirely  re- 
moved. Even  working  with  a  single 
circuit  at  South  Kensington  and  Bethnal 
Green  no  trouble  whatever  had  arisen 
from  this  cause.  Whether  these  objec- 
tions could  be  removed  he  knew  not ; 
but  the  Trustees  of  the  National  Gallery 
were  bound  to  emphatically  point  out 
every  conceivable  danger  that  could 
arise,  and  no  Government  would  be 
justified  in  agreeing  to  the  opening 
without  fully  considering  the  matter  in 
every  possible  light,  and  seeing  that  the 
objections  raised  were  fully  met.  It 
must  not  be  forgotten  also  that  the 
National  Gallery  was  open  for  more 
hours  than  any  other  Gallery  in  Europe. 
On  the  Continent  he  believed  he  was 
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right  in  saying  that  there  was  no  single 
Gallery  which  was  lit  up  after  dusk. 
The  greatest  difficulty  in  connection  with 
the  whole  matter  was  undouhtedly  the 
question  of  expense.  The  opening  and 
illamination  of  these  Galleries  and  Mu- 
Beunu)  at  night  would  mean  the  laying 
down  of  a  considerable  amount  of  plant 
for  the  electric  lighting,  together  with 
its  working  expenses  and  annual  main- 
tenance ;  and  also  the  employment  of 
additional  attendants  and  police.  The 
total  outlay  in  putting  down  this  plant 
was  very  roughly  estimated  at  £65,000 
per  annum  ;  and  to  this  had  to  be  added 
the  annual  maintenance  and  the  cost 
of  attendants  and  police.  It  had  been 
argued  that  as  this  sum  would  in 
a  great  measure  come  out  of  general 
taxation  these  Institutions  should,  as 
far  as  possible,  be  made  self-supporting 
by  charging  a  smell  entrance  fee ;  but 
the  experience  of  the  South  Kensington 
Museum  Authorities  was  directly  opposed 
to  this,  as  it  was  found  that  even  a  small 
fee  had  the  effect  of  almost  entirely 
stopping  people  from  coming.  At  South 
Kensington  so  p^eat  was  w.e  dislike  to 
pay  a  fee  that  it  had  been  found  that 
eren  people  coming  up  on  payment 
days  in  their  carriages  would  frequently 
drive  away  on  finding  that  an  entrance- 
fee  of  6d.  was  necessary.  If,  however, 
it  could  be  proved  that  the  working 
classes  would  make  use  of  these  Gal- 
leries to  a  satisfactory  degree,  he  did 
not  think  that  anyone  would  wish  that 
the  question  of  expense  should  outweigh 
what  all  agreed  would  be  a  great  na- 
tional benefit.  He  was  informed  that 
the  late  Government  were  considering 
the  subject  shortly  before  they  went  out 
of  Office,  and  that  the  noble  Earl  the 
late  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (the 
Earl  of  Iddesleigh)  took  a  special  in- 
terest in  the  matter,  and  made  many 
inqniries  on  the  subject  generally.  He 
felt  sure  their  Iioraships  would  have 
been  extremely  glad  if  he  had  been 
present,  as  he  could  have  given  them  the 
benefit  of  his  impressions  on  the  ques- 
tion and  what  conclusion  he  arrived  at. 
So  far  as  the  Government  were  con- 
cerned, they  had  been  in  Office  but  a 
few  weeke,  and  had  not  yet  had  time  to 
give  the  full  consideration  which  the 
sabject  necessitated.  It  was,  however, 
their  intention  to  go  thoroughly  iuto  the 
matter,  with  every  hope  that  it  might 
be  found  possible  to  carry  out  some 
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portion  of  the  programme,  though,  of 
course,  at  that  early  stage  of  the  matter 
they  could  not  give  any  pledge. 

Lord  NOBTON  said,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  the  argument  of  the  noble 
Lord  representing  the  Treasury  (Iiord 
Sudeley)  against  the  proposal  was  a 
new  one.  He  had  never  before  heard 
it  contended  that  if  practicable  it  was 
not  desirable  to  open  Hnseums  in  the 
evening ;  but  the  noble  Lord  seemed  to 
think  that  there  would  not  be  sufficient 
attendance  of  the  pubUo  to  make  it  - 
worth  while.  That  argument  was  very 
like  that  with  regard  to  railways  before 
they  were  begun.  It  was  gravely  urged 
that  the  traffic  upon  roads  by  the  old 
modes  of  transit  was  not  sufficient  to 
justify  any  expectation  that  there  would 
be  enough  traffic  on  a  railway  to  pay 
the  enormous  cost  of  forming  it.  How 
did  the  noble  Lord  know  what  number 
of  people  would  visit  Museums  if  they 
were  opened  in  the  evening?  Those 
who  now  came  in  the  day  did  not  in  any 
way  represent  the  numerous  classes 
which  would  avail  themselves  of  the 
evening  to  visit  the  Galleries  and 
Museoms.  Besides  the  working  classes, 
there  was  in  London  a  very  numerons 
population  of  clerks  and  intelligent 
tradespeople  whose  occupations  pre- 
cluded them  them  from  going  to  Gal- 
leries in  the  day.  Then  it  should  be 
remembered  that  the  bulk  of  the  people 
were  more  educated  now  than  they  used 
to  be,  and  were  better  able  to  enjoy 
Museums  and  make  good  use  of  them 
than  they  were  a  few  years  b^o.  If  the 
noble  Lord  doubted  whether  the  public 
would  use  the  Galleries  and  Museums 
in  the  evening  let  him  try  the  experi- 
ment, however  gradually  he  liked.  If 
only  a  few  people  availed  themselves  of 
the  privilege,  in  his  opinion,  it  would 
justify  the  expense.  It  was  part  of  the 
national  education  of  the  day.  The 
Brince  Consort,  who  was  the  founder  of 
South  Kensington,  meant  it  to  be  the 
climax  of  the  new  Art  development  of 
the  country,  which  it  would  fail  to  be  if 
not  available  by  the  working  classes. 

LoED  NOETHBOUENE  said,  that 
there  were  many  objections  to  opening 
the  National  Galleries  in  the  evening, 
and  that  gas  was  very  injurious  to  works 
of  Art.  As  to  the  social  aspects  of  the 
question,  they  had  been  stated  very 
fully  by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Hairowby),  and  were  perfectly  true; 
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but  they  must  not  forget  that  the  Ool- 
lectioQS  were  invaluable,  and  that,  if 
lost,  could  not  be  restored  to  the  nation. 
Under  all  the  oircuoistances,  he  should 
vote  against  the  Motion. 

The  Eabl  of  NOHTHESK,  in  sup- 
porting the  Motion,  said,  he  hoped  that 
if  noble  Lords  voted  for  this  Motion  it 
would  not  be  used  as  an  argument  to 
weaken  tbe  case  of  those  who  were  in 
favour  of  opening  Museums  on  Sun- 
days. 

The  SECBETABY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  COLONIES  (Earl  Graavtlle)  said, 
he  most  ^peal  to  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Harrowby)  not  to  press  his 
Motion  to  a  division.  The  noble  Earl 
bad  introduced  this  Motion  in  a  com- 
prehenuive  speech,  and  had  put  in  a 
very  clear  and  able  manner  the  argu- 
ments in  favour  of  opening  these  Inf>ti- 
tations  on  week-day  evenings.  He 
(Earl  Granville)  was  not  prepared  to 
argue  against  the  noble  Earl's  proposal. 
Indeed,  his  own  feelings  were  strongly 
in  favour  of  making  their  Art  Collec- 
tions available  in  every  possible  way 
for  the  instruction  and  enjoyment  of  the 
great  body  of  the  people.  At  the  same 
time,  he  could  not  help  observing  that 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Sudeley)  had  given 
the  assurance  that,  although  the  Go- 
Temment  had  not  come  to  any  decision 
on  the  subject,  they  thought  that  it  was 
their  duty  to  consider  all  the  bearings 
of  the  question  before  coming  to  a  final 
decision.  He  could  assure  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Harrowby)  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  con- 
sider the  question  with  the  greatest 
possible  attention,  and  that  without  loss 
of  time.  The  matter  was  before  the 
Earl  of  Iddesleigh,  but  no  memorandum 
had  been  found  as  to  the  decision  to 
which  he  came.  He  was  imwilling  by 
his  vote  to  go  against  the  noble  Earl's 
Motion ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  he  did 
not  think  it  right  that  so  soon  after  the 
Government  had  entered  into  Office  they 
should  be  expected  to  have  con&e  to  a 
decision  with  regard  to  the  question. 
He  hoped  that  the  noble  Earl  would  be 
satisfied  with  what  had  been  stated,  and 
that  he  would  not  oblige  them  to  vote 
for  or  against  the  Motion. 

The  Bahl  or  HAEROWBY  said,  he 
was  anxious  to  fall  in  with  tbe  sug- 
gestion of  the  Leader  of  the  Government 
in  that  House  (Earl  Granville) ;  but  he 
must  remind  their  Lordships  that  this 


matter  had  been  26  years  under  con- 
sideration, and  that  during  the  seven 
months  the  late  Government  were  in 
Office  he  was  instructed  by  the  Prime 
Minister  to  do  all  in  his  power  to  push 
the  question  forward.  Everyone  was 
in  favotir  of  the  proposal ;  but  by  some 
extraordinary  means  or  other  there  was 
a  kind  of  dead  opposition  to  it  which 
prevented  it  coming  forward.  He  felt, 
therefore,  that  he  should  be  betraying 
the  cause  if  he  did  not  press  forward  the 
Motion — which  was  a  substantive  and 
not  a  mere  abstract  one — to  a  division, 
with  the  object  of  stren^heniog  the 
hands  of  tJiie  Government  in  any  action 
they  might  take. 

The  LORD  PRESIDENT  of  thb 
COUNCIL  (Earl  Spencer)  said,  that  as 
the  noble  Earl  had  not  responded  to  the 
appeal  made  to  him,  he  might  be  allowed 
to  state  what  the  Government  proposed 
to  do.  If  all  the  authorities  in  the  late 
Government  were  unanimous  in  favour 
of  opening  the  Museums,  it  seemed 
strange  that  they  were  not  able  to  come 
forward  at  once  and  make  the  proposi- 
tion. He  thought  that  showed  that 
there  must  have  been  some  difficulties 
of  a  real  kind  which  were  not  so  very 
easy  to  be  overcome.  But  there  was 
another  matter.  The  present  Govern- 
ment had  not  had  time  to  consider  the 
subject,  and  it  was  due  to  the  distin- 
gui^ed  bodies  concerned  in  the  main- 
tenance  of  these  valuable  Collections  that 
their  views  should  be  carefully  con- 
sidered. He  agreed  very  much  with 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Harrowby), 
and  should  be  glad  to  see  the  privilege 
conceded  in  Dublin  and  South  Kensing- 
ton extended  to  other  National  Collec- 
tions. As  far  as  his  own  feeling  went, 
he  confessed  it  was  very  much  that  of 
the  noble  Earl  behind  him  (Earl  Gran- 
ville)—namely,  that  if  it  were  practic- 
able, then  the  privilege  asked  should  be 
conceded;  but,  at  the  same  time,  the 
Government  were  not  now  prepared  to 
accept  the  Motion,  and,  therefore,  he 
begged  to  move  the  Previous  Question. 

Previous  Question  moced  {The  Lord 
JPretident  of  the  Council), 

Eakl  COWPER  said,  he  had  come 
down  to  the  House  that  evening  to  sup- 
port the  noble  Earl  who  had  brought 
this  subject  forward.  He  had  not  heard 
an  argument  advanced  by  any  noble 
Lord  to  induce  him  to  chaoge  his  opi- 
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nioD.  There  were  two  priacipal  objec- 
tions put  forward  against  the  adoption 
of  this  proposal.  The  firift  was  that  of 
expense,  which  he  regretted  to  see  re- 
ferred to.  He  trusted  it  might  be  with- 
drawn aa  an  argument  against  the  open- 
ing of  the  Qallery.  Gonsiderihg  that 
the  tazpajers  of  the  country  had  re- 
cently to  pay  the  enormous  sum  of 
£75,000  for  one  picture,  he  thought 
that  to  raise  as  an  argument  against  the 
opening  of  the  Qallery  the  compara- 
tively small  sum  required  to  enable  the 
maas  of  the  population  to  enjoy  these 
Art  treasnrea  was  likely  to  be  viewed 
with  disfaTonr  by  the  lower  dasses. 
Anbther  objection  was  raised  on  the 
ground  of  morality.  '  He  was  inclined 
to  look  with  suspicion  on  questions  in 
which  morality  was  put  prominently 
forward  as  a  goTeming  consideration. 
There  seemed  to  be  a  tinge  of  hypo- 
crisy about  it.  It  was  well-known  that 
nothing  in  the  shape  of  free  evening 
amusements  of  any  sort  in  London  was 
exempt  from  the  danger  of  some  doubt- 
ful pereons  taking  advantage  of  them. 
But  he  thought  they  ought  to  trust  to 
the  police.  Vice  was  a  creature  which 
flourished  in  dark  nooks  and  comers, 
and  not  in  a  lighted  room  where  every- 
thing that  woot  on  was  subjected  to 
general  supervision.  Another  argument 
advanced  was  that  the  opening  of  the 
Qallery  at  night  would  be  injurious  to 
the  pictures  by  reason  of  the  amount  of 
dust  raised  and  general  wear  and  tear. 
Large  crowds  with  muddy  boots  fre- 
quently visited  the  buildings  in  the  day 
time;  and  if  the  argument  was  to  hold 
good  these  crowds  ought  to  be  excluded 
for  fear  of  injury  to  the  pictures.  But 
the  authorities  did  not  shut  out  these 
people  in  the  day  time.  They  were 
willing  to  incur  this  infinitesimal  amount 
of  risk;  and  nothing  had  been  shown 
that  evening  in  any  way  leading  to  the 
opinion  that  a  large  amount  of  risk  was 
likely  to  be  incurred  from  crowds  at 
night.  There  were  Trustees  of  the  Na- 
tional Qallery  who  sat  in  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  who,  no  doubt,  had  care- 
fully considered  this  subject,  seeing  that 
it  had  been  before  the  country  for  26 
years,  and  Hesolutions  approving  the 
opening  of  the  Qallery  at  night  had 
been  twice  adopted.  These  noble  Lords 
ought,  therefore,  to  say  what  the  real 
danger  of  opening  at  night  was,  in  order 
that  the  House  and  the  public  might 


form  an  opinion  as  to  what  was  the 
danger  to  be  guarded  against.  He  be- 
lieved that  many  of  the  noble  Lords  who 
sat  on  the  Qovernment  Bench  were,  in 
their  hoarts,  in  favour  of  this  proposal, 
but  that,  owing  to  some  official  reason, 
they  were  obliged  to  oppose  it.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  the  noble  Earl  the 
Leader  of  the  House  would  excuse  him 
if  he  voted  with  noble  Lords  opposite 
that  evening. 

On  Question  ? 

Eabl  8PENCEB  intimated  that,  aftor 
the  reasons  adduced  by  Her  Majesty's 
Qovernment  against  adopting  the  pro- 
posal, they  would  not  put  their  Lord- 
ships to  the  trouble  of  dividing. 

Previous  Question  affirmed. 

Original  Motion  agretd  to. 

EGYPTIAN  WAR  MEDALS. 

QUESTION.  OBSEBVATIOHS. 

VisoouNT  SIDMOUTH,  in  rising  to 
ask,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Qovernment  that  the  officers, 
seamen,  and  soldiers  of  the  naval,  ma- 
rine, and  military  forces  employed  at 
Suaicin  between  March,  1884,  and  May, 
1 886,  shall  be  disentitled  to  the  medal 
about  to  be  distributed  for  services 
during  that  period  in  the  cases  of  such 
amongst  the  number  as  had  already  re- 
ceived the  medal  for  1882?  said,  he 
claimed  that  the  operations  at  Suakin 
were  distinct  from  others  undertaken  in 
Egypt,  and  ought  no  more  to  be  classed 
with  them  than  the  campaign  in  Burmah 
could  be  classed  with  the  Afghan  Ex- 
pedition. 

TheUNDERSEORETAEYofSTATE 
POB  WAR  (Lord  Saitdhvrst),  in  reply, 
said :  I  understand  from  the  Question 
of  the  noble  Visoonnt  that  he  wishes  to 
know  whether  a  second  medal  is  to  be 
granted  to  certain  portions  of  the  forces 
serving  at  Suakin  at  certain  dates.  This 
question  was  fully  couaidered,  and  it 
was  decided  that  there  should  only  bo 
one  medal  for  all  war  service  in  Egypt 
and  the  Soudan  from  1882  onwards,  and 
that  certain  claope  should  be  given  for 
certain  speciGed  actious  with  the  enemy. 
Full  Regulations  will  be  found  in  Qeno- 
ral  Orders  of  His  Royal  Highness  the 
Field  Marshal  Commanding-in-Ghief 
for  the  years  1884  and  1685.  I  may 
add  that,  as  regards  the  stulora  and 
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marinei,  this  deoieion  was  arrived  at  by 

the  Bosurd  of  Admiralty  of  the  last  Go- 
veinment,  and  this  opinion  is  concurred 
in  by  the  noble  Marquess  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  (the  Marquess  of 
Bipon). 

MBECHAKT  SHIPPING -LTGHT  AT 
PORTLAND  BREAKWATER. 

QUESTION.  OBSEBVATIONS. 

LoBD  COLTILLE  of  CULBOSS,  in 
rising  to  call  attention  to  the  inferior 
nature  of  the  light  now  exhibited  at  the 
north  end  of  Portland  Breakwater,  and 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether,  eoneideriag  the  importance  of 
Portland  as  a  harbour  of  refuge,  it  is  in- 
tended to  replace  the  existing  red  light 
by  one  of  greater  power?  said,  the  break- 
water was  a  work  of  which  the  nation 
might  justly  be  proud.  It  included  a 
very  large  area  which  was  sheltered 
from  almost  every  wind.  It  was  much 
resorted  to,  and,  aa  a  harbour  of  refuge, 
it  was  made  use  of  by  vessels  caught  in 
bad  weather  in  the  Channel.  The  har- 
bour was  easy  of  access  in  dear  weather ; 
bnt  at  night,  with  bad  weather,  the  re- 
verse was  the  case.  The  red  light  at 
the  north  end  of  the  breakwater  was  said 
to  be  visible  at  a  distance  of  eight  miles ; 
bat  a  short  time  ago,  when  he  was  on 
board  a  vessel  running  to  Portland 
during  what  sailorj  called  a  dirty  night, 
they  were  within  two  miles  of  the  light 
before  they  could  see  it.  On  another 
occasion  he  was  within  a  mile  anda-half 
of  the  end  of  the  breakwater  on  shore, 
when  it  was  hardly  possible  to  say  whe- 
ther the  light  was  a  red  or  a  white  one. 
Of  all  places  in  the  world  there  ought  to 
be  a  fine  light  at  the  point  to  which  he 
had  referred  ;  and  in  any  alteration  which 
might  be  made  this  particular  light 
should  be  distinguished  from  other 
lights  in  the  harbour.  He  hoped  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Bipon)  would  give  his  attention 
to  the  matter. 

Thb  first  lord  op  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (The  Marquees  of  Ripon)  said, 
it  was  no  doubt  the  intention  of  those 
who  established  the  light  in  question 
that  it  should  be  visible  at  a  distance  of 
eight  miles.  He  thought  the  noble  Lord 
would  allow  that  that  was  a  sufficient  dis- 
tance if  the  light  fulfilled  the  objects  in- 
tended. He  understood  that  a  light  of 
this  nature  was  affected  more  than  a 
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white  light  by  atmospheric  influences ; 
and  it  was  possible  that,  on  a  bad  night, 
the  red  light  at  the  north  end  of  Port- 
land Breakwater  would  not  be  visible  for 
eight  miles.  At  the  same  time,  the  light 
should  be  visible  at  a  very  considerable 
distance  from  the  point.  If  it  could  not 
be  seen  as  it  ought  to  be,  there  must  be 
some  defect  in  the  light  itself  rather  than 
any  mistake  as  to  the  character  or  mag- 
nitude of  the  light  adopted.  Since  his 
noble  Friend  had  mentioned  the  matter, 
directions  had  been  given  to  the  harbour 
master  to  report  fuUy  on  the  character 
of  the  light;  and  if  it  appeared  that  it 
was  in  any  respect  defective,  he  would 
take  care  that  it  should  be  made  a  good 
and  efficient  light.  He  fully  admitted 
the  necessity  of  having  such  a  light.  It 
would  not  do  to  put  a  very  strong  white 
light  in  that  position,  as  it  might  not  be 
distinguished  from  other  lights. 

LOCAL  OOVEBHHENT  (IBELAVD)  PBOVI- 
8I0NAI,  ORBER  (FERMOT)  BILL  [h.L.] 
A  Bill  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  for  Ireland  relating 
to  the  Town  of  Fennoy— Was  pmented  by  the 
Lord  President;  read  tobe  printed ;  and 
rtferm^  to  the  Ezaminen.    [No.  32.] 

House  adjourned  at  Seven  o'clock, 
to  Monday  next,  a  qoarter 
before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Friday,  nth  March,  1886. 


MINUTES.]— Select  Cohuittsb— Parliamen- 
tary Procedure,  nominated. 

SuFPLT  —  eontidtrtd  in  Committee  —  CommiitM 
deferred— Retolutiont  [March  U]  reported. 

PmvATB  Bill  \by  Order) —  Second  SMding  — 
Scinde,  Punjaub,  and  Delhi  BaQway  Com- 
pany.* 

Puhlic  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firtt  Reading  — 
Infants*  [139];  High  Court  of  Jostice 
(Provincial  Sittinga)  •  [140]. 

Committee — Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts  Amend- 
ment [10]— a.p. 

Q  UESTIOirS,. 


EDrCAHON  DEPAKTMENT  (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES)-SCHOOL  BOABD 
ELECTIONS. 

Mr.  THEODORE  FRY  (Darlington) 
ashed  the  Yice  President  of  the  Com* 
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mittee  of  Councilf  If  he  will  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  alter  the  hours  of  polling  at 
Bchool  Board  elections,  making  them 
the  same  aa  those  ia  force  on  other  occa- 
sions,  as  the  present  limit  practically  dis- 
franchises large  numbers  of  voters  ? 

Thb  vice  president  (Sir  Lyon 
Platfaib)  (Leeds,  8.):  The  Educa- 
tion Department  has  reoeired  very  few 
representations  from  Sdiool  Boards  do- 
siring  the  extension  of  the  hours  of 
polling  beyond  seven  hours.  No  Act  is 
required  for  the  purpose,  as  the  exten- 
sion of  hours  could  be  made  in  the 
General  Order  regulating  the  elections. 
But  as  the  expense  to  the  ratepayers 
would  be  increased,  the  Department  has 
not  thought  it  judicious  to  extend  the 
hours  of  polling  beyond  seven  hours 
until  there  is  either  a  general  oxpressiou 
of  desiro  on  the  part  of  the  School 
Boards  or  a  Resolution  of  this  House 
that  the  time  for  polling  should  be 
assimilated  to  that  for  the  School  Board 
for  London,  which  is  now  from  8  a.m. 
to  8  7.H. 

EOYAL  IRISH  OONSTABCLART— 
POLICEMEN  AS  TENANTS  OF  AN 
EVICTED  FABM-CA8E  OF 
SEBGEANT  O'DONNELL. 

M"r.  DEASY  (Mayo,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
Charles  O'Donnell,  a  sergeant  in  the 
Boyal  Irish  Constabulary,  at  present 
stationed  at  Castleisland,  county  Kerry, 
has  become  the  tenant  of  an  evicted 
farm  near  Newport,  county  Mayo ;  and, 
if  80,  whether  it  is  in  accordance  with 
the  rules  of  the  eerrice  for  police  con- 
stables to  engage  in  the  business  of 
formine? 

ThbCHIEF  SECBETARY(Mr.  John 
Morlet)  (Newcasfle  -  on  -  Tyne) :  Ser- 
geant O'Donnell  is  not  the  tenant  of  an 
evicted  farm  at  Newport,  County  Mayo. 
He  is  the  trustee  of  a  farm  there,  and  is 
no  way  engaged  in  farming.  The  in- 
struction to  the  Furca  is  that  the  men 
should  not  hold  farms  or  engage  in  agri- 
cultural pursuits  in  the  district  or  county 
in  which  they  are  engaged.  Sergeant 
O'Donnell  is  not  stationed  in  the  County 
Uayo,  but  in  Kerry. 

BTTRMAH. 
De.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  it  is  proposed  by  Her 


Majesty's  Indian  Qovernment  to  con- 
tinue the  system  of  leasing  monopolies 
in  timber  and  other  productions  of  Upper 
Burmah  which  existed  under  the  late 
rule? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Uohtbed  Kay-Shcttle- 
wobth)  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe) :  No  in- 
formation has  been  received  from  India 
on  this  subject ;  but  in  ordinary  oircum- 
stancea  the  fiscal  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  is  opposed  to  mono- 
polies. 

PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRELAND)— 

HOWTH  HARBOUR. 
Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  Royal 
Harbour  of  Howth  has  not  been  dredged 
for  nearly  twenty  years ;  whether  the 
offal  of  the  last  dredging  has  turned  into 
a  sandbank,  dangerous  to  life  and  pro- 
perty ;  and,  whether,  in  consequence  of 
the  length  of  time  that  has  elapsed  since 
the  last  dredging,  as  well  as  because  of 
the  effect  of  the  fashionable  promenade 
called  a  pier,  in  helping  the  collection 
of  stones  and  sand  at  the  mouth  of  the 
harbour,  the  water  there  has  become  so 
shallow  that  boats  have  to  remain  for 
four  hours  at  low  tide  before  they  can 
either  enter  or  leave  the  harbour;  and, 
if  so,  what  steps  the  Board  of  Trade 
proposes  to  take  towards  rendering  the 

Srincipal  fishing  station  on  the  Ea^t 
oast  of  Ireland  suitable  for  its  pur- 
pose? 

Thb  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henbt  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, £.)  (who  replied)  said : 
The  Royal  Harbour  ot  Howth,  which 
is  under  the  control  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Public  Works  of  Ireland, 
and  not  the  Board  of  Trade,  has  not 
been  dredged  for  nearly  20  years. 
Like  all  similarly  situated  harbours, 
it  has  a  tendency  to  silt.  The  sea 
rises  10  feet  in  four  hours,  and  fishing 
boats  of  ordinary  draught  enter  the 
harbour  in  much  less  than  that  time. 
It  is  not  considered  desirable  to  spend 
any  money  on  the  harbour  on  account 
of  the  great  decrease  of  the  herring 
fishery,  for  the  convenience  of  which  the 
harbour  practically  exists.  I  regret  to 
say  that  for  some  years  the  herring  has 
deserted  the  East  Coast,  and  Howth  in 
particular.  As  an  instance  I  might 
mention  that  some  10  years  ago  there 
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ven  caught  in  one  day  as  many  ber- 
ringa  aa  were  taken  during  the  whole 
of  last  year. 

ARTIZANS'  DWELLINGS  (METEO- 

roLis). 

Mr.  INGE  (Islington,  E.)  asked  the 
honourable  Member  for  Launceston,  as 
an  EcclesiaBtical  Commissioner,  Whe- 
ther the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
have  sold  or  let,  or  are  ready  to  sell  or 
let,  any  sites  of  land,  in  London  or  else- 
where, at  reasonable  rates,  for  the  erec- 
tion of  artizana'  dwellings,  in  accordance 
with  the  powers  giren  to  them  and 
other  corporations  by  the  Housing  of  the 
Working  Classes  Act  of  last  year ;  whe- 
ther a  site  belonging  to  them,  near 
Bream's  Buildings,  Chancery  Lane,  was 
formerly  occupied  by  poor  people ;  whe- 
ther the  Commissioners  did  not,  several 
years  ago,  pull  down  the  dwellings  and 
eject  the  poor  people;  how  many  poor 
people  were  so  ejected  ;  how  many  years 
the  land  has  now  been  vacant ;  whether 
they  have  received  applications,  both 
with  respect  to  this  site  and  elsewhere, 
for  land  for  artizana'  dwellings ;  whether 
they  are  now  prepared  to  kt  this  and 
other  sites  for  that  purpose;  and,  if  so, 
whether  they  will  at  once  make  known 
their  intention ;  and,  whether,  until  the 
site  near  Bream's  Buildings  is  actually 
let  for  building,  they  will  take  away  the 
high  railings  and  allow  the  site  to  be 
used  as  a  playground  ? 

Thb  8E0RETAKY  (Mr.  0.  T.  Aclahd) 
(Oornwall,  Launceston) :  The  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners  have  from  time  to 
time  sold  or  let  on  building  leases 
various  sites  for  the  erection  of  artizana' 
dwellings  in  the  Metropolis.  In  most  of 
these  cases  the  sale  or  letting  took  place 
before  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  last 
year,  and  before  the  sitting  of  the  late 
Hoyal  Commission  on  the  Housing  of 
the  Toor.  There  are  upwards  of  20  of 
these  sites.  The  total  number  of  the 
tenements  for  which  these  sales  and 
lettings  were  designed  to  provide  may 
be  taken  as  nearly  2,000.  In  the  year 
1879  some  ground  near  to,  and  com- 
prising the^ace  then  known  as  Bream's 
Buildings,  Ghanoery  Lano,  had  come  on 
the  expiry  of  leases  gradually  into  the 
possession  of  the  Commissioners.  It 
was  covered  with  small  tenements  of  a 
very  miserable  description  and  occupied 
by  a  dense  population  living  in  degrad- 
ing circumstances,  and  having  a  con- 
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siderable  admixture  of  the  criminal 

classes.  These  may  have  numbered 
1,000  persons.  The  Commissioners,  in 
co-operation  withtho  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  and  the  City  (^mmissioners 
of  Sewers,  took  measures  for  clearing 
this  area  as  circumstances  permitted, 
and  have  formed  a  new  street  through 
the  centre  of  the  same  and  of  adjoining 
properties.  The  present  proximity  of 
the  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice  to  this 
ground  has  caused  a  special  demand  for 
additional  offices  in  this  neighbourhood, 
and  a  portion  of  the  frontage  has  been 
let  for  that  purpose.  The  opening  of 
the  new  street  has  been  effected  between 
three  and  four  years,  and  a  portion  of 
the  total  adjoining  area,  which  comprises 
about  half-an-acre,  has  already  been  let 
for  the  erection  of  offices.  The  Com- 
missioners have  not  received  any  appli- 
cations for  the  appropriation  of  any  part 
of  this  area  as  a  site  for  artizans'  dwell- 
ings except  from  a  single  individual — a 
Mr.  J.  Theodore  Dodd,  a  barrister.  His 
inquiry  was  of  a  very  general  character, 
and  he  was  informed  that  the  Commis- 
sioners did  not  regard  the  ground  re- 
ferred-to  as  suitable  for  the  purpose 
contemplated.  There  is  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  vacant  ground  above  referred  to 
other  laud,  at  present  covered  with  old 
houses,  which  is  partly  in  the  Commis- 
sioners' possession,  and  which  they 
would  be  prepared  to  let  fur  the  erection 
of  artizans'  dwellings  if  a  definite  and 
practical  proposal  were  submitted  to 
them.  The  Commissioners  do  not  con- 
sider it  would  be  proper  to  take  away 
the  existing  high  fence  by  which  their 
ground  near  the  late  Bream's  Buildings 
was  protected  in  order  to  allow  it  to  be 
used  as  a  playground.  They  have,  in 
fact,  been  under  the  necessity  of  in- 
creasing the  height  and  strength  of  the 
fence  in  order  to  obviate  the  nuisances 
complained  of  by  adjacent  occupiers. 

PRISONS  {SCOTLAND)-BAltLININE 
PRISON. 

M&.  BAIBD  (Lanark,  N.W.)  asked 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  Whether  it 
is  the  case  that  prisoners,  convicted  in 
Glasgow  and  interned  in  the  prison  at 
Barlinine,  are  systematically  liberated 
in  the  rural  district  of  Barlinine ;  whe- 
ther he  has  seen  a  Petition,  addressed 
to  himself  or  to  his  predecessor  in  office, 
complaining  of  this  practice;  whether 
the  Chief  Constable  for  the  county  of 
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Lanark  has  reported  that  the  practice  is 
bad,  alike  in  the  interests  of  the  resi- 
dents in  the  district  and  of  the  discharged 
prisoaers;  and, ^rhetherhe  is  prepared  to 
take  steps  to  put  an  end  to  the  practice  ? 

Tbe  SEOEETART  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr,  Trevelyan)  (Hawick,  &c.) :  It  is 
true  that,  in  accordance  with  recent 
arrangements  made  by  the  Prison  Com- 
missioners, the  prisoners  discharged 
from  Barlinine  Prison  have  been  dis- 
charged at  the  gates  of  that  prisoa.  An 
important  Petition  has  been  received 
from  Mr.  William  Cochran  and  other 
perwns  in  the  neighbourhood  pointing 
out  the  undeurablity  of  this  practice, 
and  the  Chief  Constable  of  Lanarkshire 
has  reported  very  strongly  to  a  mmilar 
effeet.  The  subject  involves  points  of 
law  as  well  as  of  policy,  and  I  am  at  pre- 
sent in  communication  with  tbe  Prison 
Commissioners  witli  a  view  to  obtaining 
further  information  in  order  to  arrive  at 
a  fit  and  proper  decision  in  the  matter. 
I  can  assuro  the  hon.  Member  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  College  Divieion 
of  Olasgow  (Dr.  CameroD),  who  has  like- 
wise interested  himself  in  this  matter, 
that  it  shall  have  the  full  consideration 
which  so  important  a  question  deserves, 
both  from  myself  and  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate ;  and  the  result  of  my  decision  will 
be  commanioated  in  due  course  to  the 
parties  interested. 

ARMT  (india;-the  uedical 

SERVICE. 

Sir  QUYER  HUNTER  (Hackney, 
Central)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  young  officers 
of  Her  Majesty's  Indian  Medical  Service 
are  sent  to  India  without  being  in- 
structed in  ambulance  drill,  and  are 
thereby  placed  at  a  great  disadvantage 
with  the  officers  of  the  Army  Medical 
Department ;  and,  whether  there  is  any 
objection  to  this  drawback  to  their 
efficiency  as  Military  surgeons  being 
remedied  by  their  undergoing  a  course 
of  instructiDn  at  Alderahot  prior  to  their 
departure  to  India  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  UanTBED  Kat-Shuttle- 
worth)  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe):  The  op- 
tion of  attending  the  Aldershot  course  of 
instruction,  which  in  August,  1882,  had 
been  given  to  Indian  medical  officers 
passing  through  Netley,  was  inad- 
vertently withdrawn  in  April,  1684,  on 
the  introduction  at  Nctley  of  a  course  of 


bearer  company  drill.  This,  however, 
will  now  be  corrected ;  and  as  the  Aider- 
shot  course  must  be  optional  for  Indian 
officers  a  referenco  will  be  made  to  the 
Government  of  India  as  to  the  instruc- 
tion in  that  country  of  those  officers  who 
have  not  passed  the  Aldorshot  course. 

RETIRED  MILITARY  AND  NAVAL 
OFFICERS -COLONIAL  EMPLOYMENT. 

Sir  GUYER  HUNTER  (Hackney, 
Oontral)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether,  if  any, 
what  objections  exist  to  the  employment 
of  retired  Military  and  Naval  officers 
in  our  Colonies ;  and,  whether  he  can 
state  the  number  of  officers,  Naval  and 
Military,  now  employed  in  the  service 
of  the  Colonies  with  the  sanction  of  the 
Admiralty  and  War  Office  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  (Den- 
bighshire, E.):  There  arenoobjections,  in 
principle,  to  the  employment  of  retired 
military  and  naval  officers  in  our  Colo- 
nies. The  conditions  on  which  such 
officers  are  to  be  allowed  to  retain  their 
pay  while  in  Colonial  employment  have 
recently  been  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Departments  concerned,  and  it  is 
expected  tbat  a  decision  may  very 
shortly  be  arrived  at.  With  regard  to 
the  second  Question,  a  Return  of  the 
offi^rs  now  employed  in  the  service  of 
the  Colonies  is  in  course  of  preparation 
for  the  House  of  Lords,  and  if  the  hon. 
Member  desires  to  move  for  it,  it  can  be 
presented  to  this  House. 

ARMY  (INDIA)— THE  VETERINARY 

ESTABLISHMENT. 
Colonel  DUNCAN  (Finsbury,  Hol- 
bom)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  a  reduction  in 
the  number  of  veterinary  surgeons  in 
India  has  recently  been  ordered  ;  whe- 
ther, if  80,  this  reduction  was  recom- 
mended or  approved  by  the  principal 
veterinary  surgeon  in  India;  and,  on 
which  Country  the  cost  of  the  reduced 
veterinary  surgeons  will  fall,  until  they 
are  absorbed  on  Uid  home  establish- 
ment? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttle- 
worth)  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe) :  A  re- 
duction of  tbe  veterinary  establishments 
in  India  bas  been  sanctioned  by  the  Se< 
cretary  of  State  in  Council,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  reoommeadation  of  the 
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Government  of  ladia,  vho  are  of  upinion 
that,  in  view  of  the  tntroduotion  of  the 
system  of  station  hospitals  and  other 
changes,  a  smaller  establiahment  will  be 
sufficient.  It  is  believed  that  this  re- 
cnmmendation  has  not  the  concurrence 
of  the  principal  veterinary  surgeon. 
The  Bevenues  of  India  will  bear  the  co&t 
of  the  supernumerary  officers  till  they 
are  absorbed. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)-BALTINGLAS3 

UNION-APPOINTMENT  OF  SOPER. 

INTENDENT  REGISTRAR. 

Mb.  BYENE  (Wicklow,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  board 
of  guardians  of  the  Baltinglass  Unions 
county  of  Wicklow,  were  within  their 
absolute  legal  rights  in  re-appointing 
Mr.  J.  H.  Dagg  to  the  office  of  Superin- 
tendent Kegibtrar  for  the  district  of 
Baltinglass,  under  the  pow^ers  vested  in 
them  by  26  Vic.  c.  11,  sees.  23,  26,  and 
27  Vio.  90,  sec.  10;  and,  whether,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  appointment  of  Mr. 
Middleton  to  the  office  of  Superintendent 
Begistrar  by  their  Excellencies  the  Lords 
Justices  was  illegal ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  will  take  steps  for  the  removal  of 
Mr.  Middleton,  and  the  adoption  of  the  . 
officer  selected  by  tbe  Guardians  ? 

The  chief  SECBETABY  (Mr. 
JoHH  Hoblet)  (Nevcastle-OQ-Tyne) : 
Sir,  this  matter  is  at  present  under  the 
consideration  of  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Qeneral  for 
Ireland.  He  lias  directed  further  in- 
quiry to  be  made.  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  be  good  enough  to  repeat  the 
Question  in  ahout  a  week's  time,  I  hope 
to  be  able  to  give  an  answer. 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE-THE  TRADE 
IN  PISH. 

SiE  HENEY  TYLEE  (Great  Yar- 
mouth) asked  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  Whether  information  is  now 
being  collected  as  to  tho  total  numbers 
of  fish  taken  off  the  British  Coasts,  with 
the  ports  at  which  they  are  landed,  in 
addition  to  the  statistics  published  last 
year  as  to  the  quantity  carried  by  rail- 
way; and,  if  so,  from  what  date  such 
information  will  commence,  and  when 
and  for  what  periods  it  will  be  pub- 
lished? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Mundella) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside) :  Tho  Board  of 
Trade  are  now  coUecttng  Eetums  as  to 
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fish  landed  on  the  Coasts  of  England 

aod  Wales,  and  they  have  commenced 
the  monthly  publication  of  a  summary 
of  the  Eeturns,  which  they  propose  to 
continue.  The  question  of  embodying 
this  summary  in  the  monthly  Trade  and 
Navigation  Eetums  ia  also  under  con- 
sideration. One  difficulty  is  in  obtain- 
iag  the  Eeturns  in  time  for  publicatioa 
with  the  usual  monthly  publication.  In 
addition,  there  will  no  doubt  be  aa 
annual  Eotum  at  the  end  of  the  year, 
in  which  it  ie  proposed  to  dmbody  a 
general  view  of  the  fishery  statisticB  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  induding  a  sum- 
mary of  the  return  of  fish  conveyed 
from  ports  by  ratlwf^  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member,  the  fishen^  statistics  ob- 
tained by  Uie  Scotch  and  Irish  Fishery 
Boards,  and  the  statistics  of  boats  and 
men  now  obtained  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  and  published  in  the  ai^nual 
Navigation  Eeturn.  I  hope  when  we 
have  organized  our  Fishery  Department 
we  shall  not  confine  ourselves  to  statis- 
tics, but  publish  an  annual  Eeport 
dealing  with  all  matters  relating  to 
fisheries. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  (Eoscommon,  N.J: 
Have  the  Government  any  objection  to 
make  a  similar  Return  with  regard  to 
Ireland  ? 

Ma,  MUNDELLA  :  The  Irish  Eeturn 
was  made  by  the  Irish  Fishery  Board. 
We  can  only  give  a  summary  of  the 
Irish  Eeturn. 

POOR  LAW  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)- 
OUTBREAK   OP   FEVER  IN  ST. 

GEORGE'S  SCHOOLS,  ASHPORD. 
Me.  W.  J.  COEBET  (Wicklow.  E.) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  Is  it  true  that  the 
Board  of  Guardians  of  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square,  were  recently  com- 
pelled, by  an  outbreak  of  fever,  to  send 
a  large  number  of  the  children  from 
(heir  schools  at  Ashfoi-d  to  otlier  district 
schools ;  is  it  true  that  an  offer  was 
made  to  receive  the  Catholic  children 
into  Catholic  schools,  and  was  refused ; 
and,  will  he  inquire  into  the  circum- 
stances, and  in&rm  the  House  of  l^e 
grounds  of  such  refusal  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Joseph 
Chamberlaih)  (Birmingham,  W.)  :  We 
are  aware  tbat,  in  consequence  of  an  out- 
break of  fever  at  the  schools  at  Ashford, 
certain  children  belonging  to  the  St. 
George's  Union  were  sent  to  other 
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schools  while  alterations  in  the  drainage 
arraagements  were  being  made.  On 
the  6th  of  last  month  we  were  informed 
that  about  seven  JEloman  Catholic  chil- 
dren had  been  sent  to  a  school  at  which 
it  was  stated  they  had  no  opportunitj 
of  receiving  instruction  in  their  religion 
or  of  attending  its  services.  The  case 
of  two  girls  was  specially  referred  to. 
We  communicated  with  the  Quardians 
of  the  St.  George's  Union  cn  the  sub- 
ject, and  were  informed  that  the  mothers 
of  the  two  girls  had  taken  their  dis- 
charge from  the  workhouse  on  the  6th 
of  February,  and  that  the  children  had 
been  delivered  to  their  care.  All  the 
other  Uoman  Catholic  children,  we  were 
told,  were  removed  on  the  12th  of 
February  to  the  Fnlham  Boad  Work- 
house,  where  there  is  a  paid  Itoman 
Catholic  instructor,  and  a  chapel  for  the 
inmates  has  beea  provided,  and  that 
arrangements  had  been  made  for  Bend- 
ing the  Boman  Catholic  children  daily 
to  the  schools  attached  to  St.  Mary's 
Priory. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— INCA- 
PACITY OF  HOLDERS  OF  SPIRIT 
LICENCES  TO  SERVE  AS  JURORS 
IN  CRIMINAL  TRIALS. 
Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY  (Long- 
ford, N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  liord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact  that  at  the  assizes  held 
last  week  in  Longford,  juriors  holding 
spirit  licences  were  not  allowed  to  serve 
on  any  of  the  several  juries  empannelled, 
although  many  of  them  are  grand  jurors 
at  quarter  Bessions;  and,  whether,  if  it 
is  the  fact,  the  Irish  Government  will 
direct  that  in  future  persons  holding 
such  licences  may  not  be  put  to  the 
trouble,  loss  of  time,  and  considerable 
expense,  of  coming  from  all  parts  of  the 
Country  to  attend  as  jurors,  when  not 
considered  to  be  worthy  of  that  position 
by  the  officers  of  the  Crown  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  (Mr. 
JoHiT  Moblet)  (Newcaetle-on-Tyne) : 
In  reply  to  my  hon.  Friend,  X  have  to 
say  that  the  rules  for  the  guidance  of 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  prescribe  that 
holders  of  spirit  licences  are  not  allowed 
to  serve  as  jurors  in  criminal  cases.  I 
am  informed  that  the  rule  is  not  carried 
out  in  all  cases.  No  doubt  there  is 
something  in  the  suggestion  of  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  Question  which  requires 
consideration. 


LONDON  HOSPITALS— THE  HOMEETON 
HOSPITAL. 

Mr.  GIBB  (St.  Fanoras,  E.)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  disclosures  connected  with 
the  mismanagement  of  the  Homerton 
Hospital,  and  to  the  general  dissatisfac- 
tion with  the  administration  and  ex- 
penditure of  the  Metropolitan  Asylums 
Board ;  and,  whether  he  is  willing  to 
facilitate  the  appointment  of  a  Boyal 
Commission  or  a  Select  Committee  of 
this  House  to  inquire  into  the  manage- 
ment and  expenditure  of  that  Board  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Joseph 
Cbaubbblain)  (Birmingham,  W.):  An 
inquiry  was  held  last  year  by  the  direc- 
tion of  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  as  to  ihe  management 
of  the  Homerton  Hospital.  The  investi- 
gation was  conducted  by  three  of  the 
Board's  Inspectors,  and  extended  over 
39  days.  The  general  result  was  that 
it  was  clearly  shown  that  grave  abuses, 
involviog  serious  extravagance  of  ex- 
penditure, had  arisen  in  connection  with 
the  hospital,  for  which,  in  the  opinitm 
of  the  Board,  the  committee,  and  espe- 
cially the  chairman  of  the  oommittee, 
and  certain  officers  of  the  managers  were 
mainly  responsible.  The  report  of  the 
inquiry  has  already  been  made  public. 
The  manai^ers  have  made  such  arrange- 
ments as  it  is  believed  will  prevent  the 
ooourrence  of  similar  abuses  in  the 
future,  and  it  does  not  appear  to  the 
Board  that  there  would  be  any  sufficient 
advantage  in  a  further  inquiry  by  a 
Eoyal  Commission  or  Select  Committee 
as  suggested.  It  is  due  to  the  Board 
of  Managers  to  add  that  the  Metropolis 
is  under  a  considerable  obligation  to 
them  for  the  great  services  which  they 
have  rendered  in  meeting  the  emergen- 
cies connected  with  the  outbreaks  of 
infectious  disease  in  London. 

Mr.  JAMES  STUAET  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Xjocal  <>overnmeDt  Board,  Whether  he 
was  aware  that  great  dissatisfaction 
existed  in  East  London  as  to  the  inquiry 
into  the  question  of  asylums,  and 
whether  he  would  communicate  with 
the  Boards  of  Q-uardians  of  the  Unions 

Mb.  JOSEPH  CHAMBEELAIN :  No, 
Sir,  I  am  not  aware  of  the  dissatisfac- 
tion to  which  my  hon.  Friend  refers; 
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but  if  there  are  any  ffronnds  for  the  dis- 
satisfaction, I  hope  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians will  communicate  with  me. 

Mb.  JAMES  STTJABT  said,  they 
would  do  so  without  delay. 

POOR  LAW  (ENGLAND  AND  WALKS)— 
SALARIES  OP  POOR  LAW  OFFICIALS. 

Mb.  CORNWALLIS  WEST  (Den- 
bigh, W.)  asked  the  Presideut  of  the 
Local  Goremment  Board,  Whether  he 
can  suggest  any  mode  by  which  the 
salaries  of  officials  connected  with  Boards 
of  Guardians  can  be  revised,  io  order  to 
meet  the  pressure  of  rates  in  the  present 
state  of  agricultural  depression  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Joseph 
Chamberlain)  (Birmingham,  W.):  The 
Local  Government  Board  were  advised 
by  the  late  Lord  Chief  Justice,  then 
Attorney  General,  that  a  Board  of  Guar- 
dians are  not  legally  empowered,  even 
with  the  consent  of  the  Board,  to  reduce 
the  salary  of  an  officer  during  the  legal 
continuance  of  bis  office  without  his  con- 
sent, unless  the  appointment  or  contract 
was  in  such  terms  as  to  reserve  the 
right  of  altering  the  salary.  Bat  the 
s^ary  assigned  to  an  office  can,  of  course, 
be  revised  when  a  vacancy  occurs.  It 
may  be  observed  that  a  time  of  depres- 
sion tends  to  increase  rather  than  dimi- 
nish  the  duties  which  devolve  on  the 
officers  of  Boards  of  Guardians. 

LONDON  H0SPITAL8-THE  HIOHGATE 
HOSPITAL. 

Mb.  GIBB  (St.  Panoras,  E.)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  Report  by  Mr.  Shirley  F. 
Muiphy,  late  medical  officer  of  health 
for  St.  Fancras,  from  which  it  appears 
that  one  effect  of  the  treatment  of  small 
pox  in  hospitals  at  Hampstead  and 
Highgate  during  recent  epidemics  was 
to  spread  the  disease,  and  thus  endanger 
the  health  of  that  part  of  the  Metro- 
polis ;  and,  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that  those  hospitals  are  in  the 
main  roads  to  places  of  greatpnblic  re- 
sort, such  as  Hampstwd  Heath  and 
Highgate  Woods,  he  is  prepared  to  take 
any  steps  to  prevent  the  use  of  those 
hospitals  for  small  pox  in  the  event  of 
another  epidemic  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Joseph 
Chaubbrl&in)  (Birmingham,  W.) :  The 
Highgate  Hospital  is  an  institution  sup- 
ported by  voluntary  oontributions,  in 
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connection  with  which  my  Board  have 

no  jurisdiction.  As  regards  the  hospital 
at  Hampstead,  which  is  under  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  Managers  of  the  Metro- 
politan Asylum  District,  it  has  been  the 
subject  of  an  inquiry  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee and  of  expensive  litigation.  Since 
the  legal  proceedings  terminated  the 
Managers  have  secured  an  additional 
area  of  land  in  connection  with  the  site. 
The  hospital  has  not,  in  fact,  been  used 
for  any  small-pox  patients  since  July  of 
last  year ;  and  if  in  the  event  of  any 
epidemic  it  should  be  necessaiy  again  to 
use  it  for  small-pox  patients  it  would 
only  be  for  a  very  limited  number,  and 
in  tiie  cases  only  of  patients  who,  from 
the  acute  nature  of  the  disease,  could 
not  be  removed  to  any  hospital  at  a  dis- 
tance. The  Report  of  Dr.  Murphy  has 
not  yet  been  officially  considered  by  the 
Managers,  and,  consequently,  no  steps 
have  yet  been  taken  to  test  the  oonclu* 
sioos  at  which  he  has  arrived. 

THE  EGYPTIAN  EXPEDITION- 
SERVICE  IN  THE  NILE  EXPEDITION. 

SiB  JOHN  COMMERELL  fSouth- 
amptoa)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty, If  arrangements  will  be  made 
by  the  Admiralty  for  allowing  all  Naval 
officers  who  were  engaged  in  the  late 
expedition  up  the  Nile,  to  count  the 
time  served  there  as  services  qualifying 
for  promotion  in  cases  where  the  present 
Regulations  do  not  already  provide  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  Hibbkbt)  (Oldham) :  This 
question  was  very  carefully  and  tho- 
roughly considered  the  late  Board  of 
Admiralty,  and  a  decisiou  come  to  not 
to  disturb  the  existing  regulations  issued 
under  Mr.  Childer's  Order  in  Oounoil  of 
February  22,  1870.  These  regulations 
were  specially  framed  to  insure  that 
officers  should  not  be  qnsHded  by  cer- 
tain home  and  other  appointments  which 
did  not  giro  experience  in  command  of 
a  ship  of  war  at  sea  until  such  experience 
had  been  gained.  The  regulations  are 
in  the  best  interests  of  the  Service,  and 
the  present  Board  do  not  think  it  de- 
sirable to  infringe  them,  more  especially 
as  the  offioera  who  would  be  immediately 
affected  are  in  no  way  prejudiced  by 
their  being  maintained. 

JAMAICA- CONVICT  OFFICERS. 
Sjb  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
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the  Colonies,  If  the  convict  officers  who 
were  transferred  from  the  EogUsh  Ser- 
vice to  the  Penitentiaiy  at  Kingston, 
Jamaica,  in  October  1883,  elect  to  return 
home  at  the  expiration  of  their  three 
years*  engagement,  the  Government  will 
defray  the  expenses  of  their  passages 
home ;  and,  whether  they  will  be  rein- 
stated in  the  Imperial  Service  ? 

TnE  UNDER  SEORETAEY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  OsBosifE  Morgan)  (Den- 
bighflhire,  E.)=  officers  in  question 
were  not  engaged  for  three  years,  but  re- 
oeiTedpermanentappointmentsinthe  ser- 
vice of  the  Colony.  Th^  are,  therefore, 
in  the  condition  of  all  other  permanent 
officers,  and  as  such  cannot  claim  to 
have  the  expense  of  their  return  passage 
defrayed  by  theGovernment.  The  second 
Question  on  the  Paper  is  one  which 
should  be  addressed  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Home  Secretary  rather  than 
to  me. 

THE  COJOnTTEE  ON  INDIAN  ADMI- 
NISTRATION— PLACE  OF  INaUIRY. 
Sir  EOPER  liETHBRIDGE  (Ken- 
Bingt(Hi,  N.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
State  for  India,  Whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty^B  Government  have  received  any 
intimation  of  a  feeling  on  the  part  of 
the  Native  community  of  India,  that  the 
proposed  Parliamentary  inquiry  into  In- 
dian adminislration  will  be  inadequate 
if  it  be  carried  on  only  in  England,  and 
if  it  be  not  supplemented  by  an  inquiry 
in  India  independent  of  the  Indian 
Govei-nment ;  and,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment are  willing  to  institute  a  tho- 
roughly exhaustive  and  impartial  local 
inquiry  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  Uohteed  Kat-Shuttle- 
tortq)  (Lancashire,  CHtheroe):  A  re- 
presentation has  been  received  from  cer- 
tain Associations  in  India  praying  that  a 
ISoyal  Oommission  containing  English 
statesmen  of  front  rank  and  competent 
Indians,  but  no  Anglo-Indian  omoialsi 
be  appointed,  which  shonld  take  evi- 
dence in  India.  The  Viceroy  has  been 
desired  to  inform  them  that  it  has  been 
decided,  according  to  precedent,  to  pro- 
pose a  Parliamentary  Committee,  and  it 
is  not  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  institute  an  independent 
inquiry  in  India. 

Ds.  CLARK  rCaithness)  inquired  on 
what  day  the  subject  wonld  be  brought 
before  the  House? 


Sir  UGHTRED  KAT- SHUTTLE- 
WORTH,  in  reply,  said,  that  a  Motion 
for  a  Committee  was  made  in  "another 
place"  by  his  noble  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  yesterday ;  but  until  the 
names  had  been  submitted  to  the  House 
of  Lords  it  would  be  impossible  for  a 
message  to  be  sent  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  but  when  that  had  been  done,  a 
Motion  would  be  made  on  behalf  of  the 
Government  for  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee. 

Sm  BOPER  LETHBRIDGE  gave 
Notice  that,  in  consequmoe  of  the  an- 
swer that  had  just  been  g^ven,  he 
should,  when  the  Motion  was  brought 
forward,  move  that  no  inquiry  into  the 
administration  of  India  would  fulfil  the 
just  expectations  of  the  Indian  people 
or  satisfy  that  House  which  did  not  pro- 
vide for  a  local  investigation  independent 
of  the  Government  of  India. 

Mb.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  asked 
whether  any  facilities  would  be  given 
to  Natives  of  India  to  come  before  the 
Parliamentary  Committee  free  of  ex- 
pense ? 

Sir  UGHTRED  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH  said,  that  that  would  be  a 
question  for  the  Committee  to  consider 
when  it  had  been  appointed;  but  he 
imagined  that  there  would  not  be  any 
indisposition  to  grant  any  neoessat^ 
facilities  for  the  purpose  of  taking  evi- 
dence. 

INDIA  (BENGAL)— THE  PATWABI  BILL. 

Sir  "roper  LETHBRIDGE  (Ken- 
sington, N.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  thePatwari 
Bill,  now  under  the  consideration  of  a 
Select  Committee  of  the  Bengal  Legis- 
lative Council,  will  not  have  the  effect, 
if  passed  into  Law,  of  largely  adding  to 
the  number  of  officials  in  Bengal,  and 
of  increasiog  the  public  burdens,  which 
already  weigh  on  the  Native  commu- 
nity; whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  produce  the  whole  correspond- 
ence on  the  question  of  Fatwans,  in- 
cluding the  Minute  of  Mr.  Grote  and 
the  Memorandum  of  Mr.  M'Neile ;  and, 
whether,  before  the  final  passing  of  the 
Bill,  full  time  will  be  allowed  for  the 
translation  into  the  vernacular  of  the 
report  of  the  Select  Committee,  and  its 
circulation  among  the  classes  interested, 
without  regard  to  the  retirement  of  the 
Government  to  the  hills  before  the  heats 
of  summer? 
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The  under  8E0RETAEY  op 
STATE  (Sir  Ughteed  KiY-SnurrLE- 
wobth)  (Lancashire,  Ctitheroe) :  The 
Fatwari  Bill  is  to  vpply  to  one  district 
only  in  Bengal,  and  the  local  Gorern- 
ment  believes  that  it  vill  not  increase 
the  public  burdens  in  that  district.  The 
Secretary  of  State  does  not  think  it  ad- 
visable to  produce  the  CorreBpendence, 
which  is  very  bulky  and  highly  techni- 
cal. It  is  for  the  Bengal  Legislative 
Council  to  take  such  steps  as  it  may 
consider  necessary  for  the  due  promul- 
gation of  information  on  the  subjeet  of 
the  BiU. 

NAVY— AEMAJIENT-GtJNS  AND 
AMMUNITION. 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  (Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  he  could,  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  House,  state,  before  the 
discussion  upon  Navy  Estimates,  the 
amount  proposed  to  be  taken  in  the 
Army  Estimates  for  the  provision  of 
ffuus  and  ammunition  for  the  Navy  ? 

The  SEORETAEY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell- Bankeem an)  (Stirling,  &c.): 
I  hope  the  Army  Estimates  will  be  in  the 
hands  of  Members  before  the  Navy  Es- 
timates are  moved ;  but  for  the  conveni- 
ence of  my  noble  Friend  and  of  others 
interested,  I  may  state  that  they  include 
a  sum  of  £1,000,000  sterling  for  naval 
armaments,  and  about  £215,000  for 
gunpowder  and  gun  cotton  for  the  use 
of  the  Navy. 

POST  OFFICE— PARCEL  POST  TO 
FfiANCE  AND  ITALY. 

Mb.  HENNIKEB  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) asked  the  Financial  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  "When  the  Papers  con- 
nected with  the  extension  of  the  parcel 
post  to  France,  and  Italy,  promised  by 
the  late  Postmaster  General,  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  bEORliTAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowlbb)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  I  think  the  answer  of 
the  late  Postmaster  General  must  have 
been  misunderstood.  There  are  no 
Papers  which  would  in  the  ordinary 
course  be  laid  upon  the  Table;  but  if, 
when  the  Conventions  between  France 
and  Italy  have  been  completed,  the  hon. 
Member  sees  fit  to  move  for  Copies,  they 
will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  as  an  nn- 
opposed  Return. 


FBAKCE  AND  MADAGA60AB. 

Me.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast.  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  a 
Copy  of  the  Treaty  between  the  French 
Republic  and  the  Queen  of  Madagascar  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Betce)  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  In 
accordance  with  the  promise  I  gave  to 
my  hon.  Friend  the  junior  Member  for 
Leicester  on  the  2dth  ultimo,  the  French 
text  of  the  Treaty  between  France  and 
Madagascar  was  laid  on  the  Table  in 
print  on  the  8th  instant,  and  has  been 
distributed  to  Members  this  afternoon. 

BALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LTQUOBS  ON 
SUNDAY  BILL. 

Sib  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham,  Bar- 
nard Castle)  asked  the  Seoretan  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether,  in 
the  event  of  the  Members  in  charge  of 
the  Sunday  Closing  Bill  being  unable  to 
procure  an  early  opportunity  for  con- 
tinuing the  Debate  on  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  afford  facilities  for  the  Ad- 
journed Debate? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
CniLDEEs)  (Edinburgh,  S.):  Yes,  Sir; 
we  wiU  take  an  early  opportunity  when 
the  Civil  Estimates  are  being  discussed 
to  repoi-t  Progress  at  or  soon  after  1 1  ; 
and  we  will  put  down  my  hon.  Friend's 
Bill  as  the  Second  Order.  But  I  can 
give  no  undertaking  as  to  any  atage 
except  the  second  reading. 

NAVT— COASTGUARD  STATION  AT 
ENNISCKONE. 

Mr.  PETER  M'DONALD  (Sligo, 
N.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty, Whether  the  Admiralty,  in 
May  1883,  leased  a  piece  of  ground  at 
Enniscrone  for  the  purpose  of  erecting  a 
Coastguard  Station  there,  and  have  since 
been  paying  rent  for  said  site,  though 
not  yet  built  on  ;  and,  whether  they 
could  now  commence  the  erection  of  the 
buildings,  so  as  to  afford  employment  to 
the  people  of  the  district  ? 

The  CIVIL  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  R.  W.  Duff)  (Banffshire) : 
The  site  in  question  is  held  on  lease 
dated  let  of  May,  1882,  and  rent  has 
been  paid  accordingly.  The  Admiralty 
have  approved  of  the  Coastguard  station 
to  be  erected,  and  the  buil£'ng8  wiU  be 
carried  on  during  the  present  year,  pro* 
Tided  tiie  sanction  of  Parliament  be  ob- 
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tained  to  the  Vote  inserted  in  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates  by  the  Irish  Board  of 
Public  Works,  vith.  whom  the  matter 
tests. 

DEPRESSION  OF  TRADE-OTERTIME 
IN  OOVERNHENT  FACTTORIES. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green, 
N.E.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether,  having  regard  to  the 
present  severe  depression  in  trade,  and 
the  number  of  workmen  unemployed, 
the  War  Office  will  abolish  all  systemalic 
overtime  in  Woolwich  Arsenal,  and  at 
the  Small  ArmsFactory  at  Enfield,  unless 
some  absolute  necessity  should  require 
a  temporary  resort  to  such  overtime  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell- BAifXERMAN)  (Stirling,  &c.)t 
Jn  cases  of  urgency  it  is  not  possible 
entirely  to  aToid  overtime.  Even  if 
limitations  of  space  and  ^lant  did  not 
ibrbid  it,  there  are  cases  in  which  Uie 
difficulty  could  not  be  met  by  the  em- 
ployment of  new  and  inexperienced 
hands.  I  can,  however,  assure  thehon. 
Hember  that  there  is  no  desire  to  resort 
to  overtime  whenever  it  can  be  avoided. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green, 
N.E.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  If  he  will  grant,  as  an  unopposed 
Return,  the  Return  relating  to  Wool- 
wich and  Enfield  Factories  on  to-day's 
Paper  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
said,  he  would  be  glad  to  consent  to  this 
Return  with  a  few  modifications,  upon 
which  he  would  consult  his  hon.  Friend. 

VisconsT  CURZON  (Buclts,  Wy- 
combe) asked  whether,  in  spite  of  the 
official  aanouncement  to  the  contrary,  it 
was  not  really  true  that  the  Admiralty 
had  given  directions  for  the  discharge  of 
at  least  400  men  from  Devonport  lAick- 
yard? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  HiBBERT)  (Oldham) :  I  am 
not  aware  of  any  such  directions  having 
been  given. 

POST  OFFICE— IRISH  MAIL  SERVICE. 

Mr.  peter  M'DONALD  (Sligo, 
N.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
as  representing  the  Po&tmaster  Gene- 
ral, Wliat  was  the  result  of  the  Memo- 
rial, having  900  signatures,  recently  sent 
to  the  Postmaster  General  from  the 
clergy  and  people  of  Gurteen,  county 
Sligo,  calling  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  letters  for  Gurteen  arriving  at  Bally- 
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mote  by  the  mid-day  mail  from  Dublin, 
are  detained  there  for  twenty-one  hours ; 
and,  whether  the  Postmaster  General 
will  make  arrangements  for  a  mid-day 
delivery  in  the  western  towns  off  the 
line  of  Railway ;  as,  if  not,  the  aocelera- 
tion  of  the  mails  will  be  of  no  advantage 
to  the  people  in  these  places  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henby  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  There  ia  only  one 
post  a  day  from  Ballymote  to  Gurteen 
which  carries  the  night  mail  letters,  the 
letters  brought  by  day  mail  not  being 
numerous  enough  to  warrant  a  second 
post.  The  Memorial  referred  to,  which 
has  received  careful  consideration,  prays 
that  the  night  mail  raessengor  may  be 
kept  back  at  Ballymote  for  the  day  mail 
letters ;  but  it  was  found  on  inquiry  that 
a  very  large  proportion  of  the  letters 
for  Gurteen  are  brought  by  night  mail, 
and  that  such  letters  would  be  delayed 
between  four  and  five  hours  if  the  post 
were  not  despatched  from  Ballymote  until 
after  the  arrival  of  the  day  mail,  and 
for  that  reason  no  change  has  been  made. 
A  day  mail  delivery  in  the  rural  dis- 
tricts far  removed  from  the  line  of  rail- 
way in  the  county  of  Sligo  would,  I 
regret  to  state,  entail  much  greater  ex- 
pense than  the  correspondence  would 
warrant. 

PARLIAMENT— DIVISIONS— WASTE  OP 
THE  TIME  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mk.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether,  considering  that  more  than 
two  hours  of  the  working  time  of  this 
House  was  occupied  by  the  six  Divi- 
sions  taken  on  Tuesday  night  last,  and 
also  that  in  two  of  those  Divisions  the 
minority  numbered  leas  than  one-sixth 
of  the  majority,  he  will  make  it  one  of 
the  subjects  to  be  considered  by  the 
Select  Committee  on  Procedure ;  and, 
whether  by  amendment  of  Standing 
Order  187a,  or  by  other  methods,  the 
time  of  the  House  may  be  further  eco- 
nomised in  arriving  at  its  decisions  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  WiLUAM  Habcourt) 
(Derby):  Yes,  Sir;  the  subject  will 
come  before  the  Select  Committee  on 
Procedure. 

ULSTER  CANAL  BILL. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  ^e  Treasury,  At  what 
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hour  on  Monday  he  would  proceed  with 
the  trUter  Canal  Bill? 

The  SECEETAET  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henbt  H.  Fowlee)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  At  any  hour. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DA  Y. 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEB. 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  loave  the 
Chair." 

HARBOURS  OF  REB'UGB. 
BESOLUTION. 

Mr.  DAWSON  (Leeds,  E.),  in  rising 
to  move  the  following  Resolution  : — 

"  That,  in  view  of  the  existing  depresuoD  of 
trade,  and  the  large  number  of  perfloim  out  of 
employment,  this  House  ia  of  opinion  that  the 
present  is  a  favourable  time  for  the  GoTem- 
ment  to  cany  out  certain  valuable  and  neoes- 
sary  public  works,  more  especially  the  forma- 
tion of  Harbours  of  Refuge,  at  various  points 
upon  the  Coast," 

said,  that  he  felt  that  some  apology  was 
due  to  the  House  for  his  having  brought 
such  an  important  subject  before  their 
notice  so  soon  after  his  becoming  a 
Member,  The  great  neceseity,  however, 
which  existed  for  doing  something  for 
those  who  were  out  of  employment,  and 
for  those  who  were  exposed  to  the  perils 
of  the  Coast,  would,  he  trusted,  be  held 
as  an  excuse.  There  were  two  ways  in 
which  the  House  might  approach  the 
consideration  of  this  Motion  —  either 
from  the  humanitarian  or  from  the 
business-like  point  of  view.  He  wished 
the  House  to  consider  it  not  as  a  ques- 
tion of  providing  relief  for  the  unem- 
ployed, but  to  consider  whether  if  there 
were  certain  works  which  ought  to  he 
carried  out  at  the  present  moment,  and 
works  which  were  necessary,  this  was  not 
on  other  accounts  a  suitablo  and  fitting 
time  for  such  works  to  be  carried  out  V 
They  had  heard  from  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  that  it 
had  been  the  practice  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  urge  upon  Local  Bodies 
the  necessity  of  carrying  out  works  in 
their  own  districts ;  but  his  point  was 
that  there  were  certain  works  which 
could  not  be  carried  out  by  the  localities 
alone,  and  which  required  the  assistance 
of  the  Executive  Government  of  the 
country.  He  believed  that  it  had  been 
agreed  that  some  money  ought  to  be 

Mr.  Johntim 


expended  upon  the  fortifications  of  the 
country;  and,  if  that  were  so,  this  was 
surely  a  good  time  for  the  Government 
to  carry  out  these  works.  The  works, 
however,  to  which  he  more  particularly 
referred  were  the  formation  of  harboun 
of  refuge  at  various  points  of  the  Coast. 
There  were,  roughly  speaking,  three 
kinds  of  harbours — purely  commercial 
harbours,  great  national  harbours  of 
defonce  ;  and,  thirdly,  smaller  harbours 
of  refuge.  With  regard  to  the  commer- 
cial harbours,  these,  he  admitted,  must 
bo  considered  upon  a  commercial  basis ; 
and  he  did  not  ask  the  House  to  assert 
that  they  ought  to  be  made  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  State.  The  case,  however, 
was  very  different  with  regard  to  the  great 
harbours  of  national  defence,  which  it 
was  admittedly  the  duty  of  theCentral  Go- 
vernment to  carry  out.  The  East  Coast  of 
England,  where  an  enormous  proportion 
of  our  trade  passed  up  and  down,  was 
particularly  exposed  in  case  of  war  to 
tJie  attacks  of  foreiipi  nations ;  and  he 
had  the  authoriiy  of  Sir  Astley  Cooper 
Key  and  Sir  Frederick  Evans  for  saying 
that  there  was  not  upon  the  East  Coast 
a  single  harbour  in  which  Her  Majesty's 
ships  could  take  refuge  in  case  of 
damage.  When  one  reflected  upon  the 
absolute  necessity  of  our  having  the 
complete  command  of  the  sea  to  prevent 
our  being  starved  into  submission  within 
a  few  weeks,  it  was  alarming  to  think 
of  the  defenceless  condition  of  the  East 
Coast.  From  the  Thames  to  Cape  Wrath 
there  were  no  fewer  than  92  harbours, 
and  of  these  only  12  had  at  this  moment 
a  depth  of  8  feet  at  low  water ;  while  it 
had  been  declared  on  good  authority 
that  the  very  lowest  depth  at  the  en- 
trance  to  a  harbour  ought  to  be  lO'feet. 
The  Government  had  resolved  to  carnr 
out  works  at  Dover ;  but  why  they  had 
selected  Dover  in  preference  to  Filey 
was  one  of  those  mysteries  which  they 
would  probably  never  be  able  to  fathom. 
Jjooking  at  the  evidence  of  the  various 
Committees  that  sat  to  inquire  into  the 
subject,  there  appeared  to  have  been  a 
great  agreement  of  opinion  in  favour  of 
Filey.  But  upon  the  present  occasion 
he  did  not  ask  the  House  to  express 
any  opinion  with  regard  to  these  large 
harbours.  They  would  entail  much 
delay  in  the  preparation  of  plans  and 
specification,  and  works  of  this  kind 
would  be  practically  worthless  for  at- 
taining the  object  he  had  in  view — 

Digitized  by  Google 


645  Sarhmn  {Mascii 


1?,  1886}  ofSifuge,  646 


namely,  the  relief  ofpresent  diBtress. 
What  he  wanted  the  House  to  consider 
vas  the  subject  of  the  small  refuge 
harbours,  which  were  greatly  required, 
more  especially  on  the  East  and  Cornish 
Coast,  along  the  Bristol  Channel,  and 
OQ  the  West  Coast  of  Ireland.  Eepcated 
Committees  had  reported  as  to  the  press- 
ing necessity  of  Bucb  harbours.  So  long 
ago  as  1858  a  Committee  of  that  House 
reported  that  certain  works  of  this  nature 
were  an  absolute  necessity,  and  recom- 
mended that  a  grant  of  £2,000,000 
should  be  made  to  carry  them  out.  In 
1859  another  Committee  sat  to  report 
upon  various  sites,  and  recommended 
that  £2,:{65,000  should  be  expended  on 
certain  works ;  and  by  referring  to  the 
pages  of  Bansard  it  would  be  found  that 
in  1860  the  House  was  asked  to  consider 
the  question,  and  a  Resolution  was  car- 
ried that  it  was  necessary  to  give  imme- 
diate effect  to  this  recommendation  of 
the  Committee.  From  that  time,  how- 
ever, down  to  the  present,  practically 
nothiDg  had  been  done.  He  hoped, 
however,  that  the  adoption  of  that  Seso- 
Intion  might  be  of  good  omen,  and  that 
the  Resolution  which  he  was  now  bring- 
ing forward  might  also  be  adopted  ;  but 
he  trusted  that  the  present  Government 
would,  in  that  event,  not  follow  the  ex- 
ample of  previous  Governments,  and 
allow  the  Kesolution  to  remain  a  dead- 
letter.  In  1883  and  1884  a  Committee, 
presided  over  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Berwickshire  (Mr.Marjoribanks),aat, 
and  reported  that  nothing  had  been  done. 
The  average  annual  loss  of  ships  on  our 
Coasts  was  between  3,000  and  3,500 ; 
the  annual  loss  of  property  over 
£2,000,000;  the  average  loss  of  life 
between  800  and  900.  It  was  the  duty 
of  the  country  to  try  and  prevent  this 
enormous  loss  of  life  and  property.  The 
Committee  of  1884  reported  that  there — 

"  Is  on  certain  parts  of  odt  Coast  a  ereat  and 
prGventible  Iobb  of  property  aod  life,  which 
would  undoubtedly  be  reduced  by  an  increase 
of  deep-water  bar tiours,  which  may  be  aocessible 
to  vessels  using  them  at  all  states  of  the  tide." 

The  fishing  population  was  deeply  in" 
terested  in  this  matter.  A  high  authority 
had  stated  that  the  annual  value  of  the 
British  fisheries  was  £11,000,000,  and 
the  number  of  men  actually  engaged  in 
the  fisheries  on  sea  besides  those  en- 
gaged in  the  fishing  industry  on  shore 
was  125,000.  This  large  population  and 
this  important  source  of  national  food 


and  wealth  were  largely  dependent  on 
tiie  proper  supply  of  harbours  of  refuge. 
In  an  admirable  speech  which  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Berwickshire  delivered 
in  1884,  he  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  enormous  loss  of  life  in 
the  great  gale  of  November  1875,  and 
again  in  1881,  when  there  were  lost  in 
one  single  day  on  the  Coast  oS  Berwick- 
shire the  lives  of  191  fishermen.  So 
great  at  present  were  the  risks  to  which 
fishing  vessels  were  exposed  from  the 
deficiency  of  harbour  accommodation 
that  the  authorities  at  Lloyd's  refused  to 
insure  them.  He  understood  by  the 
reply  of  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  a  deputation  last  "Wednesday 
that  it  was  the  opinion  of  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  it  was  of  benefit  to 
fishermen  that  there  should  be  a  defi- 
ciency of  harbour  accommodation,  be< 
cause  such  deficiency  made  the  ship- 
owners  the  more  careful  in  the  equip- 
ment of  their  vessels  before  sending 
them  to  sea.  That  line  of  argument 
would  show  that  the  best  thing  to  be  at 
once  done  was  to  aboh'sh  all  lightiitouses 
and  other  life-saving  apparatus.  It  had 
been  said  that  England  would  compare 
favourably  with  the  nations  of  Europe 
in  what  she  spent.  What  had  the  Go- 
vernment done  in  the  last  25  years  ? 
During  that  time  the  Loans  Commis- 
sioners had  advanced  about  £2,500,000; 
but  other  countries  had  done  almost  as 
much.  In  the  same  period  tho  follow- 
ing sums  had  been  spent  on  the  same 
object:  —  Holland  £2,500,000,  Bel- 
gium £2,700,000,  Germany  (excluding 
Wil  helm  shaven)  £1,1 00,000,  Spain 
£1,720,000,  Italy  (without  Spezzia) 
£1,500,000,  and  France  £11,000,000;  so 
that  whatever  this  countzy  might  have 
done  it  could  not  compare  favourably 
with  other  countries,  considering  its 
insular  character.  It  might  be  argued 
by  the  Government  that  the  public 
Treasury  was  not  full  enough  to  justify 
the  expenditure  of  £3,000,000  on  har- 
bours of  refuge,  that  being  the  sum  said 
to  be  wanted  by  the  Society  for  the  Ex- 
tension of  National  Harbours  of  Eefuge. 
But,  however  empty  the  Treasury  might 
be,  such  a  sum  would  certainly  be  voted 
in  a  case  of  national  emergency  abroad. 
Why,  then,  should  it  not  be  voted  in  a 
case  of  national  emergency  at  home  ?  It 
might  also  be  objected  that  the  localities 
interested  should  bear  the  burden  of 
constraotion.   In  many  oases,  no  doubt, 
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they  would;  but  they  should  also  be 
assisted  by  the  GoverQinent,  and  loans 
should  be  made  very  easy.  But  in  many 
cases  the  localities  that  most  needed  the 
harbours  were  just  the  very  places  that 
would  be  unable  either  to  find  the  money 
or  the  security  for  a  loan.  In  1883  be- 
tween the  Humber  and  Capo  Wrath 
there  had  been  £1,377,000  lent  to  11 
harbours,  with  an  income  of  over  £2,000 
a-year,  and  only  £19,205  to  five  places 
with  less  than  £2,000  income.  In  that 
district  there  were  between  40  and  50 
harbours  relying  mainly  or  entirely  on 
fishing,  and  only  about  four  of  them 
had  more  than  £2,000  a-year,  and  only 
eight  had  receiTed  loans.  He  also  con- 
tended that  the  L^ana  Commissioners 
were  most  unwilling  to  make  loans  to 

Erivate  individuals  or  Companies,  and 
e  thought  that  should  not  be  the  caeo. 
In  the  four  years  ending  March,  1881, 
the  arerago  annual  amount  granted  was 
£68,000,  while  £250,000  was  refused.  If 
the  harbours  were  necessary,  and  the 
people  were  willing  to  construct  them, 
he  contended  that  it  was  wrung  for 
them  to  be  sent  empty  away  from  the 
Loans  Commissioners,  because  they  were 
not  entirely  satisfied  with  the  security 
which  the  poor  fishermen  were  able  to 
give.  Grants  of  money  should  be  made 
in  such  cases.  One  of  these  places  that 
could  not  give  security  was  Eyemouth, 
where  the  loss  of  191  lives  to  which  he 
had  just  referred  occurred.  These  lives 
would  haTo  been  saved  had  a  proper 
harbour  existed;  and  the  reason  why 
there  was  no  such  harbour  was  that 
the  fishermen  were  unable  to  give  the 
security  required  by  the  Loans  Commis- 
siouers.  The  week  before  last  50  lives 
were  lost  on  the  Coast ;  yet  no  notice 
had  been  taken  of  the  matter.  Had  50 
lives  been  lost  in  Burmah  great  excite- 
ment would  have  been  manifested.  He 
held  that  the  construction  of  harbours 
of  refuge  was  a  matter  of  national  con- 
cern, and  that  this  was  recognized  in 
the  country  was  shown  by  the  Petitions 
supporting  the  project  that  had  come 
from  Nottingham,  Lincoln,  Bradford, 
Leeds,  and  other  inland  towns.  Nov, 
he  would  like  to  ask  the  House  what 
would  be  the  result  which  might  be 
expected  to  accrue  from  the  construction 
of  these  harbours  over  and  above  the 
saving  of  life  ?  First,  there  would  be  an 
enormous  development  of  the  fishing 
industry,  which  it  was  estimated  might 
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be  doubled  with  proper  harbour  accom- 
modation. In  1 856  Qrimsby  sent  inland 
1,500  tons  of  fisb;  but  in  1881,  with 
improved  harbour  accommodation,  it 
sent  inland  60,000  tons ;  and  it  was  the 
same  with  many  other  places.  One  of 
the  great  mistakes  the  Government  had 
alvrays  made  in  regard  to  Ireland  bad 
been  to  make  grants  for  nets  and  boats, 
when  they  might  have  done  much  more 
good  by  providio^r  bettor  harbour  ac- 
commodation. Tho  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  sat  in  1884  placed  on  record 
that  nothing  was]  more  likely  to  lead  to 
the  development  of  tho  resources  of 
Ireland  than  the  improvement  of  the 
harbour  accommodation  of  the  coun- 
try. If  harbours  were  improved  and 
increased  in  number  the  number  of 
fishermen  would  soon  bo  doubled,  em- 
ployment would  be  found  by  deserving 
persons,  and  the  immigration  of  country 
people  into  the  large  towns  of  the  King- 
dom, which  was  so  great  a  cause  of  dis- 
tress, would  soon  diminish  in  its  extent. 
As  an  illustration  of  this  point,  he  might 
mention  that  in  1852  the  harbour  of 
Wick  had  over  1,000  boats  employed  in 
the  fishing  trade,  and  caught  80,000 
crans  of  lish.  At  the  same  time  the 
harbour  of  Fraserburgh  had  190 
boats,  and  caught  1^2,000  crans  of  fish : 
while  Peterhead  had  242  boats,  and 
caught  16,000  crans  of  fish.  In  1862 
there  was  a  difference  ef  opinion  be- 
tween Wick  and  the  authorities  in 
London,  the  consequence  of  which  waa 
that  the  Wick  Harbour  works  fell  into 
disrepair,  while  Fraeerburgh  and  Peter- 
head were  busily  employed  in  improv- 
ing theirs.  The  result  was  that  in  1882 
Wick,  instead  of  having  1,000  boats, 
had  only  €00,  and  caught  69,000  crans 
of  fish  against  80,000  in  1852,  while 
Fraserburgh  had  come  up  from  190 
boats  to  900,  >nd_Peterhead  from  242 
to  822.  These  facts  were  sufficient  to 
show  that  a  great  development  of 
the  fishing  industry  might  be  expected 
from  improved  harbour  accommodation. 
There  would  be  a  further  result,  which 
was  of  a  purely  national  character.  A 
great  deal  bad  been  said  about  the 
necessity  of  formicg  a  large  Naval  Be- 
serve  of  Naval  Volunteers  as  a  means  of 
defending  the  Coasts  of  this  country. 
Now,  if  the  number  of  our  fishermen 
was  doubled,  there  would  at  once  be  a 
recruiting  ground  for  the  Navy,  and  for 
the  formation  of  a  £eserve,  which  would 
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be  an  immease  source  of  efresgth  to  this 
country  in  the  event  of  a  war.    In  the 
remarks  he  had  made  he  had  not  ven- 
tured to  specify  to  the  House  where 
harbours  should  be  constructed ;  but  he 
was  quite  satisfied  that  almost  every 
Gentleman  who  took  part  in  the  debate 
would  suggest  a  di£ferent  site  for  such  a 
work.     He  only  wished  to  affirm  the 
principle  that  these  works  were  neces- 
sary,   and   would  be  beneficial ;  that 
being  the  case,  they  should  be  done  at 
once.    Some  time  or  other  such  works 
must  be  done,  and  he  contended  that 
the  present  time  in  the  condition  of  the 
labour  market  was  a  most  suitable  op- 
portunity.   Some  of  his  friends  had  eaid 
the  doctrines  he  had  been  advancing  on 
the  subject  were  of  a  Socialistic  ten- 
dency.   He  did  not  think  they  were ; 
but  he  knew  that  there  had  been  former 
occasions  when  the  Government  of  this 
country  had  given  employment  to  dis- 
tressed people.   If  a  famine  broke  out 
in  India  at  this  moment,  the  Govern- 
ment would  give  its  sanction  to  public 
works  for  its  relief.    In  Ireland,  also, 
in  the  famine  years,  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  employment,  works  were  carried 
out,  though  many  were  absolutely  use- 
less.   He  admitted  that  it  was  not  de- 
sirable that  a  Government  should  engage 
in  operations  which  would  of  necessity 
clash  with  private  enterprize.  What 
he  proposed  would  not  have  that  effect, 
because,  unless  the  work  was  of  a  pay- 
ing nature,  private  enterprize  would  have 
nothing  to  do  with  it.    But  there  were 
works  which  might,  in  a  national  sense, 
be  so  remunerative  that,  though  not 
likely  to  attract  private  enterprize,  a 
Government  ought  to  undertake  them. 
Something  had  been  said  about  convict 
labour  being  employed  in  the  course  of 
time.    But  if  they  were  to  trust  to  con- 
vict labour  for  these  works  no  person  in 
that  House  would  see  the  beginning  of 
them.    Dover  Harbour  would  take  25 
years ;  Filey  would  take  a  long  time ; 
and,  unless  they  trusted  to  other  labour, 
30  or  40  years  might  elapse  before  t!io 
works  which  he  had  in  view  were  taken 
in  hand.    For  them  convict  labour  was 
nnsuited.   They  were  too  small  to  justify 
the  outlay  which  would,  in  tho  first 
place,  be  required  for  the  construction 
of  barracks  tor  the  convicts.   The  Be- 
port  of  the  Gommiltee  of  1884  was  very 
strong  against  convict  labour  being 
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not  shut  our  eyes  to  the  fact  that  there 
was  an  enormous  amount  of  suffering 
among  the  working  population ;  and, 
what  was  more,  that  the^long^continu- 
ance  of  this  distress  might  pave  the  way 
for  dangerous  doctrines  and  opinions,  to 
which  some  ears  miglit  be  only  too  will* 
ing  to  listen.  In  London  it  was  said 
that  some  7,000  or  8,000  men  came  to 
the  Docks  every  day  looking  for  work, 
and  went  away  without  getting  it.  He 
had  heard  that  sometliing  like  50,000 
persons  in  the  pool  and  the  upper 
reaches  of  the  Thames  were  out  of  em- 
ployment, and  that  in  Poplar,  which 
used  to  he  a  perfect  hive  of  industry, 
one  house  in  four  in  the  High  Street, 
which  was  a  mile  long,  was  unoccupied. 
Birmiogham,  Liverpool,  Sunderland, 
and  many  other  large  towns  were  also 
suffering  enormously.  It  was  impossible 
to  give  employment  to  all ;  but  the  Mo- 
tion had  been  framed  in  such  a  way,  by 
laying  stress  on  tbe  small  harbours  in 
various  districts,  that  a  great  influx  of 
labour  would  not  he  attracted  into  any 
one  of  them,  and  tbe  labour  of  the  dis- 
tricts themselves  would  be  prevented 
from  flocking  into  the  large  towns.  Be- 
sides, the  labour  might  be  got  cheaply. 
He  was  told  that  men  who  used  to  get 
8rf.  an  hour  would  now  be  glad  to  earn 
3rf.  or  \d.  He  had  to  thank  the  House 
for  the  attention  with  which  it  had  hoard 
him,  and  to  apologize  for  having  tres- 
passed so  long  upon  its  time.  He 
trusted  the  Motion  might  receive  favour- 
able consideration  ;  for  it  was  designed 
to  do  something  towards  alleviating  the 
distress  wliich  they  beheld  on  every  sido 
and  deplored,  and  to  do  so  in  a  way 
that  would  especially  commend  itself  to 
this  nation,  that  owed  so  much  of  its 
power  and  wetdth  in  the  past,  and  must 
trust  so  much  for  its  very  existence  in 
the  future,  to  the  welfare  of  its  seafaring 
population.  Believing,  as  he  did,  that 
if  this  Motion  was  carried  it  would  be  the 
means  of  relieving  distress  and  saving 
a  preventible  loss  of  life  at  sea,  he  felt 
that  heshouldnotbodoinghisduty  if  he 
did  not  press  it  to  a  division.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  the 
Keesolution  which  stood  in  his  name. 

Mr.  BOELASE  (Cornwall,  Bt.  Austell) 
said,  he  rose  to  second  the  Besolution 


so  ably  moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Leeds.  He  did  so  with  the  greatest 
_  gratification,  because,  at  a  time  like  tho 
made  to  subserve  the  oonstraction  of  |  present,  when  it  was  supposed  they  wero 
these  liarbours.  At  present  we  could  '  on  the  eve  of  a  great  Par^  ^^^f^D^lc 
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was  very  pleasant  indeed  to  6nd  tbat 
there  was  a  subject  like  that  which 
transcended  mere  Party  politics,  and  on 
which  both  sides  of  the  House  might 
meet  together  in  full  accord  to  discuss 
the  welfare  of  one  class,  and  the  life 
itself  of  another.  The  Kesolution  aimed 
at  two  things,  and  its  object  might  be 
said  to  be  assuredly  noble.    It  was  pro- 

Eosed  to  utilize  the  opportunity  offered 
y  the  fact  of  so  many  hundreds  of 
thousands  being  out  of  employment,  to 
perform  one  of  the  greatest  serrices  it 
was  possible  to  render  to  the  cause  of 
humanity  in  the  land.  Then  the  ques- 
tion arose  whether  his  hon.  Friend  who 
submitted  the  Besolution  was  not  at- 
tempting more  than  he  could  possibly 
perform ;  whether  the  two  objects  were 
really  germane  to  one  another ;  and 
whether  the  poor  persons  who  at  that 
moment  were  out  of  employment  were 
the  fittest  and  most  proper  to  do  this 
peculiar  kind  of  work ;  and  whether  that 
employment  would  do  anything  to  re- 
lieve the  vast  amount  of  pressure  now 
brought  to  bear  upon  the  Metropolis? 
To  this  last  difficult  question  he  thought 
there  could  be  but  one  answer.  When 
his  hon.  Friend  asked  him  to  second  the 
Besolution,  he  said  he  would  do  so  only 
on  one  condition — that  it  took  up  the 
line  adopted  last  year  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Berwickshire,  who  had  so  truly 
pointed  out  that  the  small  Coast  har- 
bours should,  in  order  to  be  useful  in 
saving  life  and  property,  be  made  deeper 
than  they  were.  But  if  this  work  were 
to  be  done,  it  ought  to  be  done  by  labour 
on  the  spot.  If  bis  hon.  Friend  pleaded 
that  by  work  of  this  kind  they  would  be 
relieving  the  pressure  on  the  Metro- 
polis, he  ventured  to  think  bis  hopes 
would  not  be  verified.  There  was  a 
vast  pressure  from  the  country  into  the 
Metropolis,  which  came  for  the  most 
part,  curiously  enough,  from  the  two 
centres  where  these  harbours  of  refuge 
were  required — namely,  on  the  South- 
West  and  East  Coasts.  So  far,  however, 
ashia  hon.  Friend's  Resolution  bore  upon 
the  granting  of  loans  from  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  for  the  creation  of  those 
small  harbours  he  waa  fully  in  accord 
with  him,  and  so  far  he  seconded  the 
Besolution  with  pleasure.  One  of  the 
most  important  documents  contained  in 
our  Blue  Books  was  a  Memorandum 
published  by  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
1864,  and  written  in  1860,  by  Sir  Thomas 
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Farrer,  who  said  that  even  then,  25 
years  ago,  Committee  after  Committee, 
CommiBsion  after  Commission,  had  in- 
quired, and  were  inquiring,  into  the 
subject  of  lighthouses,  harbours,  and 
other  means  of  preventing  shipwreck. 
In  1857-8  a  Select  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed; but  it  did  not  specify,  any 
more  than  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Ber- 
wickshire, any  particular  points  of  the 
Coast,  but  roughly  indicated  where  those 
harbours  were  required,  and  suggested 
an  expenditure  of  about  £2.000,000.  Ab 
to  the  mode  of  raising  the  money,  the 
conoluaion  of  the  Committee  was  that, 
to  some  extent,  the  expenditure  ought 
to  be  a  national  one.  and  to  some  extent 
local.  In  August.  1858,  a  Boyal  Com- 
mission was  appointed  to  complete  the 
inquiry  of  the  Select  Committee.  It  was 
inteoded  that  this  Commission  should 
indicate  the  particular  sites  ;  but  it  did 
not  do  80,  confining  itself  to  a  statement 
of  the  broad  basis  upon  which  it  was 
desirable  to  proceed.  It  recommended 
that  when  there  was  an  entire  or  virtual 
absence  of  local  interests  or  local  in- 
dustry to  be  benefited,  where  the  advan- 
tage conferred  was  exclusively  on  the 
passing  trade,  the  cost  ought  to  be  borne 
by  the  public  funds.  The  Commission 
recommended  eight  different  districtsfor 
the  construction  of  harbours,  and  an  ex- 
penditure of  £4.000,000  in  all,  of  which 
£2,390,000  was  to  be  borne  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  When  the  fishing 
and  trading  interests  were  considerable 
they  recommended  a  loan.  A  Besolution 
was  passed  in  the  House  of  Commons  in 
1860  which  called  upon  the  Governmeut 
of  the  day  to  carry  out  these  recommen- 
dations as  speedily  as  possible.  The 
Commission  expected  to  raise  £1,625,000 
from  local  sources;  but  there  was  no- 
thing in  the  evidence  to  justify  such  an 
expectation.  When  the  Committee  came 
to  consider  his  (Mr.  Borlase's)  own 
county,  the  people  of  which  were  poor, 
they  proposed  to  provide  Cornwall  with 
two  harbours— one  at  an  expenditure  of 
£400,000  at  St.  Ives,  and  another  at  an 
expenditure  of  £40,000  at  Padstow.  He 
need  hardly  say  that  in  neither  one  ease 
had  the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mission been  carried  out.  He  saw  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  reply  to  a 
deputation  upon  this  subject,  had  stated 
that  he  had  not  been  at  the  Board  of 
Trade  long  enough  to  have  ransacked 
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the  pigeon-holes  on  this  subject;  and  he 
(Mr.  Borlase)  hoped  that  when  the  n'ght 
hon.  Gentleman  came  to  reply  to  those 
representations  he  would  reply  from'his 
heart,  and  not  from  the  pigeon-holes  of 
the  Department.  "Whether  the  pigeon- 
holes were  Liberal  or  Tory,  it  was  al- 
ways the  same  pigeon  that  came  out  of 
them.  He  (Mr.  Borlaso)  contended  that 
they  were  not  subsidizing  trade  in  any 
sort  of  way  in  what  they  were  asking, 
or  that  they  were  actuated  by  any  con- 
eideration  of  the  value  of  the  vessels 
which  were  lost.  They  asked  merely 
that  life  might  be  protected.  It  was 
asserted  that  vessels  were  ill-found,  and 
that  to  provide  harbours  of  refuge  would 
encourage  unscrupulous  owners  to  send 
their  vessels  to  sea  improperly  fitted. 
They  might  depend  upon  it  that  until 
the  principle,  somewhat  modified,  per- 
haps, but  still  the  principles  of  the  Bill 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the-Mem- 
ber  for  Birmingham,  were  put  into  prac- 
tice, ill-found  vessels  would  bo  sent  on 
voyages,  whether  there  were  harbours  of 
refuge  for  them  to  go  iuto  or  not.  But 
it  was  on  behalf  of  the  fisliing  vessels 
for  which  he  was  tliere  chiefly  to  plead. 
AU  interested  in  fishing,  he  thought, 
must  fool  the  deep  debt  of  gratitude 
which  they  owed  to  hie  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Berwickshire  (Mr.  Mar- 
joribanks);  and  the  House  itself  must 
feel  a  deep  debt  of  gratitude  to  him  for 
having  presided  over  the  CommissioD 
which  brought  together  such  a  mass  of 
evidence  on  the  subject — evidence  that 
was  invaluable,  though  not  exhaustive. 
What  his  right  hon.  Friend  pleaded  for 
in  1880  he  (Mr.  Borlase)  pleaded  fornow. 
It  was  for  the  deepening  of  a  number  of 
little  harbours,  which  would  not  cost  a 
great  deal  of  money,  but  which,  being 
now  mere  tidal  harbours,  were  traps  for 
the  unwary.  Those  harbours  should  be 
deepened  to  10  feet,  or  ho  would  say  a 
littfe  more,  in  order  to  provide  against 
the  dangers  arising  from  what  was  now 
a  back  swell.  The  Commission  presided 
over  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  issued  its 
Eeport  in  July,  1834,  and  recommended 
the  creation  of  a  number  of  small  har- 
bours at  distances  from  each  other  of 
about  40  or  50  miles,  and  also  of  other 
places  of  refuge,  and  the  application  of 
public  funds  to  the  purpose;  but  it  did 
not  indicate  the  particular  places  where 
such  works  should  be  undertaken.  He 
need  not  detain  the  House  by  quoting 
from  the  Eeports ;  but  it  was  impossible 
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to  suggest  that  loans  would  be  of  any 
use  whatever  in  nine-tenths  of  those 
places.  The  reason  was  that  where  the 
physical  conformity  of  the  shore  was 
rugged  and  dangerous,  with  high  and 
beetling  crags,  there  usually  the  land 
inside  was  bleak  and  uncultivated ;  and 
the  resident  population,  as  in  many 
parts  of  Cornwall,  consisted 'of  humble 
fishermen  who  were  utterly  unable  to 
provide  money  to  meet  such  loans.  They 
had  had  within  the  last  day  or  two  the 
advantage  of  hearing  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  bad  to  say  about  this  matter. 
It  appeared  from  what  he  said  that 
he  had  been  much  troubled  already 
for  money ;  that  ho  had  boen  ap- 
proached by  a  considerable  number 
of  deputations;  and  that  he  expected 
to  be  approached  by  other  deputa- 
tions, all  asking  for  millions,  which 
must  be  obtained  from  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  Ho  (Mr.  Borlase) 
did  not  know  what  other  people  had 
been  asking  for  money  ;  but  he  felt  cer- 
tain that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  need 
fear  no  ill-will  on  the  part  of  the  British 
taxpayer  if  he  allowed  a  sum  of  money 
to  be  devoted  to  the  object  mentioned 
in  the  Eesolution.  Whether  the  tax- 
payer lived  in  the  middle  of  the  country 
or  upon  the  shore,  there  was  no  subject 
more  dear  to  the  minds  of  Englishmen 
than  the  welfare  of  our  sailors.  Whe- 
ther they  judged  popular  feeling  in  this 
matter  by  our  poetry,  by  our  national 
ballads,  by  pictureB'{exhibited  in  the 
galleries,  or,  if  he  might  come  to  more 
recent  times  and  say,  by  popular 
pieces  put  on  the  stage — there  was 
one  performing  in  the  Strand  then 
— in  every  case  they  found  evidence 
of  a  desire  to  do  all  that  could  be 
done  to  preserve  those  in  peril  on 
the  sea.  Then  there  was  the  ques- 
tion about  going  to  the  Treasury.  It 
was  an  extraordinary  thing  that  trade 
could  be  subsidized  by  foreign  wars  ; 
that  the  Foreign  Office,  the  Colonial 
Office,  the  War  Office,  the  Admiralty 
could  approach  the  Treasury  without 
any  fear  of  being  sent  empty  away  ;  but 
when  it  was  a  question  not  of  delibe- 
rately subsidizing  trade  by  taking  life, 
hut  of  indirectly  helping  it  by  saving 
life,  not  a  penny  could  the  Home  De- 
partments ever  get  from  the  Treasury. 
He  oonld  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  on  this  point  public  opinion 
was  ripe  for  action.  ,^  He 
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if  he  might  be  allowed  to  do  ao,  not  to 
indicate  any  particular  spot  in  Coi'nwall, 
but  to  say  a  word  about  the  whole 
county  generally.    He  approached  this 
question  with  a  deep  feeling  of  responsi- 
bility.   He  came  from  a  county  which 
bad  just  200  miles  of  Coast,  from  the 
Lizard  Point,  round  the  Land's  End,  to 
Hartland,  the  most  wild,  desolate,  and 
bleak  Coast  of  England,  and  around 
vhich  there  was  not  one  single  harbour 
which  was  not  a  tidal  harbour.  The 
prevalent         on  that  Coast  were  from 
the  North- West,  and  in  that  case  it  was 
a  lee  shore  all  the  way.    He  thought  if 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
lived  all  his  life  down  there,  and  had 
seen  some  of  the  wrecks  he  (Mr.  Bor- 
lase)  had  seen,  he  would  not  make  some 
of  the  excuses  which  he  had  made  in 
reference  to  this  matter.    He  did  not 
think  he  would  make  the  excuses  about 
subsidizing  trade  if  he  had  seen,  as  he 
(Mr.  Borlase)  had  seen,  nine  bodies 
washed  into  one  little  cove  there,  or 
that  he  would  say  harbours  of  refuge 
for  the  purpose  of  saving  life  were  of 
no  use  whatever.    He  wished  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  West  Corn- 
wall (Sir  John  St.  Aubyn)  was  pre- 
sent.   He  certainly  coald  hare  con> 
firmed  what  he  (Mr.  Borlase)  had 
stated.  He  would  have  been  able  to  tell 
them  how— he  believed  it  was  in  1866 
—there  weie  14  wrecks  lying  around 
St.  Michael's  Mount,  in  Mount's  Bay — 
wrecks  ranging  from  that  of  a  barque 
to  a  small  fishing  smack.   They  were 
all  well  found  ;  and  it  was  because  of  the 
intensity  of  the  gale,  and  that  they  had 
no  harbour  to  flee  to,  that  they  were 
wrecked.    On  the  Coast  of  the  Lizard 
there  was  one  spot  where,  within  a  limit 
of      miles,  there  were  nine  wrecks  in 
one  year,  and  in  one  case  24  people  out 
of  25  were  drowned,  and  that  within  the 
reach  of  the  voices  of  those  who  were  on 
shore.    Money  was  wanted,  and  money 
could  only  come  from  the  Treasury.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  mentioned 
a  universal  panacea  which  they  bad  all 
found  so  useful  at  the  Qeoeral  Election— 
the  Local  Government  scheme.  That 
was  a  case  in  which  they  could  not  wait 
for  that  scheme.   There  were  three  ways 
only  in  which  these  harbours  could  be 
constructed — ( I )  by  the  employment  of 
convict  labour;  (2)  by  loans;  and  (8) 
by  grants  from  the  Exchequer.    He  had 
given  up  all  idea  of  having  convict 
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labour,  because  he  had  learnt  how  im- 
]>08sible  it  was  to  employ  convicts  in 
small  places  on  small  works,  without 
greatly  increasing  the  cost  of  those 
works.  If  the  question  of  loans  were 
relegated  to  the  new  Local  Government 
scheme,  he  thought  they  might  bid  fare- 
well to  it  for  a  considerable  time  to 
come.  Then  they  were  left,  last  of  all, 
face  to  face  with  grants  from  the  Trea- 
sury. That  was  what  he  pleaded  for, 
because  it  had  been  recommended  by 
two  Committees  of  that  House  and  one 
Boyal  Commission ;  he  pleaded  for  it 
because  they  had  precedents  for  it.  They 
had  a  precedent  for  it  in  the  case  of 
£250,000  which  their  Irish  Friends 
would  tell  them  was  taken  out  of  the 
Irish  Church  Surplus  to  construct  har- 
bours in  their  country.  Then  he  believed 
an  enormous  sum  of  money  had  been 
spent  some  time  ago  on  the  Skerries 
Lighthouse,  and  other  considerable  sums 
had  been  spent  on  lighthouse  accommo- 
dation. That  was  precisely  on  all-foura 
with  the  demands  which  he  made.  Re- 
turning to  the  Besolution,  he  could  not, 
as  he  said,  recommend  it  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  do  anything  to  help  the 
unemployed  of  London ;  but  he  beneved 
they  could  And  plenty  of  unemployed 
on,  the  spots  where  these  harbours  would 
be  necessary ;  and  he  believed  that  to 
a  certain  extent,  and  by  commencing 
works  of  that  sort  in  the  country,  they 
would  prevent  any  future  pressure  being 
brought  to  bear  on  London.  He  be- 
lieved the  period  of  adversity  had  turned 
or  was  turning,  and  that  in  six  months 
or  a  year  many  industries  of  this  country 
would  be  in  a  better  condition  than  they 
were  at  present.  They  only  asked  for 
this  as  a  temporary,  and  not  as  a  per- 
manent subsidy ;  and  they  asked  for  it 
with  the  double  purpose  of  doing  great 
service  to  humanity  and  of  employing 
those  who  were  willing  and  anxious  to 
be  employed  in  the  country  duttiots  of 
the  land. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  ndd  the  words 
"in  view  of  the  existing  depression  of  trade, 
and  the  large  number  of  persons  out  of  em- 
ployment, this  Houae  is  of  opinion,  that  the 
present  is  a  favourable  time  for  the  (Jovemmeot 
to  carry  out  certain  valuable  and  necessary 
public  works,  more  especially  the  formation  of 
Harbours  of  Bef  uge,  at  Tarioaa  points  upon  the 
Coast,"— (^'•-  liaKBon,) 

— instead  thereof. 
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Qneatioii  proposed,  "  That  the  Tords 
propped  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 

(he  QueBfion." 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Joseph 
Ohaubxblaii?^  (Birmingham,  W.)  said, 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
St.  Austell  Division  of  Cornwall  (Mr. 
Borlase),  in  the  very  interesting  and 
sympathetic  speech  he  had  just  made, 
had  confined  himself  almost  oxclu- 
sivelj  to  that  part  of  the  questioD 
which  dealt  with  the  intrinsic  advan- 
tages of  harbours  of  refuge.  His  hon. 
Friend,  no  doubt,  spoke  with  autho- 
rity, as  represeuting,  to  a  large  extent,  a 
maritime  constituency  consisting  of  a 
population  of  fishermen,  who  were  en- 
titled to  the  empathy  and  the  interest 
of  the  House  as  being  among  the  most 
eoergetic,  industrious,  and  deserving  of 
all  the  classes  of  the  population  in  the 
United  Kingdom.  But  the  argument 
of  his  hon.  Friend  went  to  this— that  it 
was  at  all  times  the  duty  of  a  QoTom- 
ment,  out  of  Ooremment  money,  to  pro- 
vide harbours  of  refuge  around  the 
Coast ;  and  he  was  candid  enough  to  say 
that  he  would  not  urge  it  upon  the 
House  with  any  idea  that  if  tliese  works 
were  undertaken  they  would  have  any 
considerable  effect  upon  the  prevailing 
depression.  The  hon.  Member,  how- 
ever, who  introduced  the  Motion  had 
called  in  aid  the  exiatirg  want  of  em- 
ployment in  order  to  justify  his  calling 
the  immediate  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  matter;  and  it  was  on  that  account 
that  he  ventured  now  to  intervene  for  a 
few  minutes  between  the  House  and  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  whose 
Office  was  more  directly  concerned  with 
the  main  purport  of  the  question.  At 
the  same  time,  it  was  one  in  which  he 
himself  had  always  taken  a  deep  interest, 
and  he  hoped  he  might  be  allowed  to  say 
very  briefly  why  he  could  not  accept  the 
views  of  his  hon.Friend^the  Member  for 
the  St.  Austell  Division  of  Cornwall.  In 
the  first  place,  the  advocates  of  works  of 
this  Mnd  had  never  been  able  to  agree 
among  themselves  on  several  very  im- 
portant points.  They  had  not  been  able 
to  agree  as  to  what  kind  of  harbours 
the  Government  should  construct— whe- 
ther, for  instance,  g^eat  harbours  of 
refuge  involving  enormous  expenditure, 
and  which  could  onl^,  by  the  physical 
necessities  and  financial  considerations, 
be  made  in  a  few  places,  or  a  namber  of 


small  harbours  —  not  deep-water  har- 
bours— constructed  at  every  prominent 
point  along  our  Coasts.  They  had  not 
been  able  at  all  to  agree  as  to  the  places 
suitable  for  the  construction  of  these 
harbours ;  but  when  they  had  gone  into 
detail  it  had  been  found  that  every  lie- 
presentative  of  a  fishing  station  or  a 
port  put  forward  his  special  claim  for 
his  particular  district  as  being  superior 
to  all  the  rest.  TTuless  the  Government 
and  the  House  were  prepared  to  lay 
down  that  in  all  places  which  made  out 
any  claim  harbours  should  be  con- 
structed at  the  national  expense  they 
would  give  great  offence.  Then  there 
was  the  third  point  on  which  he  found 
disagreement.  What  was  the  object  for 
which  these  harbours  were  to  be  built  ? 
Were  they  to  be  built  in  order  to  save 
life,  or  for  the  advantage  of  property 
and  trade  ?  [An  hon.  Member  :  Both.J 
The  House  would  see  that  that  was  im- 
portant. If  they  were  to  be  built  for  the 
advantage  of  ^ade  and  oommeroe,  then 
it  became  a  matter  of  consideration 
whether  trade  and  commerce  should  not 
bear  the  expense,  and  why  a  particular 
trade  or  commerce  should  be  benefited 
when  no  other  trade  demanded  similar 
assistance  from  the  Government.  The 
only  ground,  in  his  opinion,  upon  which 
there  was  a  clfiim  for  national  assistance 
was  that  those  harbours  would  lead  to 
an  enormous  diminution  in  the  loss  of 
life  at  sea.  He  wished  that  was  the  case; 
but  he  had  convinced  himself,  by  study- 
ing alt  the  literature  on  the  subject,  that 
there  was  no  reason  to  believe  that  any 
harbour  that  could  be  built  would  ma- 
terially affect  the  loss  of  life.  He  be- 
lieved the  creation  of  harbours,  as  a 
matter  of  national  importance,  would 
have  a  most  stimulating  effect  on  the 
fishing  industry,  and  prove  of  advantage 
to  the  Mercantile  Marine;  but  he  did 
not  believe  that  it  would  lead  to  any  con- 
siderable reduction  of  loss  of  life  at  sea. 
Let  him  point  out  why  he  said  that.  Any- 
one who  would  look  at  the  wreck  charts 
would  find  that  the  loss  of  life  around 
the  Coast  was  greater  on  those  portions 
of  the  Coast  already  provided  with  har- 
bours than  on  those  parts  entirely  with- 
out them,  thus  showing  conclusively  that 
something  besides  harbours  had  to  do 
with  this  matter,  and  that  the  conditions 
of  loss  were  not  removable  by  the  erec- 
tion of  harbours.  Then,  again,  it  had 
further  been  found  by  careful  examina- 
tion that  the  loss  of  Ufe  within  15  miles 
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of  the  Ooast  vas  small  in  proportion  to 
the  total  loss  of  life  at  sea.    The  greater 
part  of  it  took  place  under  circumstances 
in  ivhich  a  harbour  could  not  be  of  the 
slightest  advantage.    Even  with  regard 
to  loss  of  life  on  the  Coast  and  within  15 
miloB  it  was  found  that  the  great  propor- 
tion was  due  to  causes  altogether  inde- 
pendent of  the  existence  of  harbours.  A 
great  many  losses  took  place  in  an  off* 
shore  wind,  during  exceptional  gales,  as 
in  the  case  of  the  disaster  at  Shetland, 
where  some  100  brave  fishermen  lost 
their  lives  under  circumstances  in  which 
it  would  have  been  absolutely  impossible 
for  them  to  have  made  any  harbour  of 
use.    They  were  caught  in  undecked 
boats,  and  they  went  to  the  bottom.  For 
these  and  other  reasons,  he  said,  it  had 
been  found  that  the  proportion  of  loss  of 
life  at  sea  had  not  been  appreciably 
affected  by  the  existence  of  harbours,  or 
if  it  was  affected  it  would  be  to  a  very 
small  extent  indeed.    If  even  that  loss 
of  life  was  to  be  affected,  he  might,  to 
use  the  language  of  his  Predecessor,  Mr. 
Milner  Gibson,  say— "You  must  find 
Borne  means  of  towing  a  harbour  at  the 
back  of  every  ship."  Unless  they  had 
a  harbour  actually  on  the  spot,  con- 
Tenient  to  the  ship  at  the  moment  when 
it  was  in  danger,  it  was  of  as  little  use 
for  the  purpose  of  saving  life  as  if  it 
were  100  miles  away.    Therefore,  he  did 
not  think  a  case  could  be  made  out  on  the 
humanitarian  ground  for  State  assistance. 
But  he  believed  a  case  could  be  made 
out  on  commercial  grounds,  and  that 
State  assistance  the  State  had  always 
been  willing  to  afford— that  was  to  say, 
upon  anything  like  a  local  guarantee,  the 
State  had  been  willing  to  advance  money 
at  very  low  rates  of  interest  for  the  pro- 
motion of  such  works.    In  doing  that, 
he  thought  it  bad  done  all  it  could  wisely 
do.   When  they  called  in  the  assistance 
ofthe  Local  Authority  theyhad  the  advan- 
tage of  local  knowledge,  supervision,  and 
management  in  the  creation  of  the  works, 
and  they  also  got  a  responsibility  which 
gave  them  some  assurance  that  the  money 
would  be  wisely  and  usefully  expended. 
If  the  State  were  to  underlake  the  work 
they  would  have  very  little  security  that 
the  money  would  be  well  and  economi- 
cally expended ;   harbours  would  very 
likelybe  put  where  they  werenot  wanted, 
and  neither  trade  nor  anything  else 
would  be  benefited.    He  would  proceed 
to  the  matter  which  had  brought  him  on 
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his  legs — namely,  the  hope  in  which  his 
hon.  Friend  had  indulged  that  if  these 
works  were  sanctioned  by  the  State  at 
the  present  time  they  would  be  a  relief 
for  the  existing  distress.    Ho  was  very 
sorry  that  he  had  not  been  able  to  re- 
ceive such  information  on  this  subject  as 
he  could  have  wished.  That  was  not  his 
fault.    He  was  glad  to  see  his  Prede- 
cessor in  the  House.    Up  to  the  time  the 
late  Gtovernment  left  Office  no  inquiry 
was  institutod  by  the  Department,  and 
the  inquiry  had  to  be  commenced  from 
the  moment  that  he  accepted  Office.  He 
sent  out  letters  immediately  to  all  the 
Boards  of  Quardians  in  the  Metropolis, 
and  then  to  all  the  Yeslries.  then  to  about 
100  Provincial  Boards  of  Guardians,  then 
to  a  great  number  of  private  individuals 
likel;  to  afford  information  ;  and,  lastly, 
a  very  important  correspondence  had 
taken  place  with  the  leading  trade 
unions.    The  general  results  he  could 
state  in  a  few  words,  and  he  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  trouble  the  House 
with  figures.  The  Betums  of  pauperism, 
whether  in  the  Metropolis  or  in  the 
country,  showed  a  slight  increase,  an  in- 
crease over  the  last  two  years  on  the 
whole  of  less  tiian  5  per  cent,  as  com- 
pared  with  the  last  year.    The  Betums 
exhibited  the  distress  as  partial ;  it 
existed  only  in  certain  Uuions'Jin  the 
country  and  certain  portionsof  the  Mefro- 
poUa.    Although  it  was  an  increase  upon 
recent  years,  it  was  a  great  decrease  on 
some  previous  periods.    In  1870  the 
total  number  of  persons  in  receipt  of 
Poor  Law  reUef  m  the  Metropolis  was 
160,000  ;  whereas,  at  the  present  time,  it 
was  about  100,000.    It  had  been  as  low 
as  86,000  in  the  course  of  the  17  years, 
and  it  was  important  that  the  House 
should  bear  in  mind  that  the  population 
of  London  had,  duiing  that  time,  enor- 
mously increased ;  so'that  he  believed  it 
would  be  found  that  the  amount  of 
actual  pauperism  in  the  Metropolis,  and 
probably  in  the  rest  of  the  country,  vas 
less  per  1,000  than  it  had  been  for  a 
great  number  of  previous  years.  That 
was  all  the  information  he  could  get  as 
far  as  pauperism  was  concerned,  and 
from  that  point  of  view  the  distress  was 
not  very  exceptional,  and  did  not  require 
exceptional  measures.    The  Boards  of 
Guardians  expressed  an  opinion  that 
under  the  present  law,  and  with  the 
present  facilities,  they  were  quite  ca- 
pable of  dealing  with  the  question ;  and 
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they  hoped — a  sentiment  in  which  they 
would  all  agree— that  as  the  distress 
had  been  increased  by  the  eztra- 
ordiaary  eeverity  of  the  weather,  when 
the  weather  became  milder  the  ex- 
ceptional distress  mig h  t  disappear.  Now, 
if  that  was  all,  he  did  not  think  they  had 
much  cause  for  alarm ;  but  he  thought 
it  necessary  to  pursue  his  inquiries 
further  than  the  Poor  Law  Authorities, 
hecause  he  was  under  the  impression, 
which,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  had  been 
fully  conBrmed,  that  there  was  a  great 
deal  of  distress  among  the  better  class 
of  artizans  and  labourers,  which  could 
not  and  did  not  come  to  the  knowledge 
of  the  officials  of  the  Poor  Law  Guar- 
dians. Nothing  was  more  wonderful  or 
more  admirable  than  the  way  in  which 
the  better  class  of  working  men  in  the 
United  Kingdom  shrank  from  auy  resort 
to  the  Poor  Law,  undergoing  the  greatest 
priTfttions,  amounting  almost  to  actual 
Btarration,  rather  than  have  recourse  to 
what  they  believed  to  be  degradation. 
It  had  been  found  that  the  greatest  diffi- 
eultj  of  the  Guardians  was  to  induce  by 
any  means  this  class  of  persons  to  dis- 
close their  circumstances.  At  the  same 
time,  the  opinions  he  had  received  were 
almost  genprallyto  theeffectthat  the  dis- 
tress amongthe  class  to  which  he  referred, 
who  were,  ordinarily,  in  continuous  em- 
ployment and  did  not  generally  apply 
for  pauper  relief,  was  now  very  great, 
and  had  been  increasing.  He  confessed 
unless  it  diminished,  if  it  even  con- 
tinued, it  would  be  a  matter  for  the  most 
serious  consideration  of  the  Government 
and  the  House  what  steps  were  to  be 
taken  to  relieve  it.  He,  for  one,  had  no 
idea  of  pretending  that  the  House  and 
the  Gtovenunent  were  not  responsible  for 
some  measures  to  deal  with  this  distress. 
Then  the  question  arose  whether  a  pro- 
posal such  as  that  now  before  them  would 
be  of  advantage  to  those  whom  it  was 
intended  to  bene6t?  State  works  of  every 
kind  always  laboured  under  this  disad- 
vantage— that  they  were  uneconomical, 
for  the  reasons  which  he  had  stated  in 
connection  with  harbours.  Moreover, 
another  serious  objection  to  them  was 
that  of  necessity  State  works  must  be 
local — that  was  to  say,  the  State  could 
not  undertake  large  works  in  every  lo- 
cality, but  only  in  a  few.  Therefore  the 
relief  given  by  sui^  works  wonld  be  con- 
fined to  a  few  districts.  He  could  assure 
hon.  Members  that  the  existing  distress 
was  not  confined  to  Itondoujit  was  almost 
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I  universal  throughout  the  country ;  and 
in  every  district  and  in  every  Union  there 
1  were  persons  belonging  to  different 
,  trades,  skilled  artizans  as  well  as  un- 
I  skilled  labourers,  who  were  at  the  pre- 
;  sent  time  in  wimt  of  employment.  There- 
fore, what  was  necessary,  if  they  were  to 
I  deal  with  it  effectually,  was  that  the 
works  should  be  undertaken  in  every 
Union ;  and  if  the  State  were  now  to  under- 
take works,  he  thought  there  would  be 
the  greatest  dissatisfaction  throughout 
the  country  if  these  works  started  only 
in  one  or  two  localities.  But  if  the  works 
were  required,  and  must  ultimately  be 
undertaken  in  each  locality,  then  he 
could  not  see  what  reason  there  was  why 
the  State  should  interfere.  The  respon- 
sibility both  of  initiating  and  managing 
them  ought  to  rest  on  the  Local  Authori- 
ties, who  had  certainly  the  power  of 
managing  them  better  and  cheaper 
than  coidd  otherwise  he  done.  If  the 
works  were  to  be  universal,  there  would 
be  no  advantage  in  the  State  undertak- 
ing them.  The  locality  must,  of  course, 
pay  its  fair  share,  and  it  would  be  much 
better  that  it  should  pay  directly,  and 
have  the  control  and  management  of 
them.  Therefore,  bis  hope  and  belief 
was,  that  the  ultimate  remedy  for  ex- 
ceptional distress  of  the  kind  they  hod 
to  deal  with  was  to  be  found  in  the  in- 
creasing activity  of  Local  Authorities, 
which  he  believed  had  already  been  very 
considerably  stimulated,  and  which  he 
hoped  further  to  stimulate,  and  which 
might,  no  doubt,  be  assisted  by  liberal 
terms  in  the  shape  of  loans  from  the 
State  for  those  purposes  for  which  loans 
were  provided.  But  when  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  su£^;e8ted  that  a  great 
harbour  at  Filey,  for  instanm,  or  at  some 
other  part  of  the  Coast,  would  be  in  it- 
self an  assistance  to  the  unemployed,  ho 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  really  could 
not  have  worked  out  the  problem. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  that  he  had  ex- 
pressly confined  himself  to  the  question 
of  the  conetruction  of  smaller  harbours. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  CHAMBERLAIN  said, 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  spoken  at 
some  length  upon  the  question  of  works 
at  Dover  and  Filey ;  and  he  had  thought 
that  it  had  been  more  particularly  with 
regard  to  works  of  this  description  that 
the  hon.  Member  had  bean  pressing  his 
Motion  on  the  Government.  ["  No !  "  j 
But  whether  they  wtsre  dealing  with  two 
or  three  great  harbours  on  the  Ooast,  or 
with  30  or  40  smaller  harh^ '  " 
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oasesihe  same  thing  would  happen.  In 
the  first  place,  they  would  hare  to  call  in 
a  certain  nnmber  of  skilled  labourers. 
Harbour  work  was  not  unskilled  work. 
Employment  such  as  under-water  work, 
for  instance,  required  persons  to  be 
trained  for  it  for  a  long  time.  There- 
fore, what  they  would  be  doing  by  ab- 
normally increasing  this  kind  of  work 
would  be  to  bring  into  a  particular  trade 
a  number  of  persons  who  would  not 
otherwise  be  brought  into  it.  Sooner 
or  later  this  work  would  cease,  and  then 
there  would  be  a  surplus  of  workmen  in 
a  trade  which  had  been  artificially  stimu- 
lated. But  the  amouut  of  labour  which 
was  now  seeking  employment,  and  which 
oould  be  used  on  harbours,  would  form 
a  very  small  proportion  indeed  of  the 
total  expenditure  in  wages.  And  how 
was  that  labour  to  be  Drought  to  the 
spot  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr. 
iJawaon)  spoke  of  7,000  persons  who 
were  daily  applying  for  work  at  the 
East  End.  He  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
thought  that  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
were  to  apply  to  them  not  1  per  cent 
would  accept  his  oflFer.  ["No,  no! "J 
Hon.  Gentlemen  who  said  "No  "  knew 
nothing  whatever  about  the  conditions 
of  this  very  peculiar  population.  He 
could  tell  them  of  a  Relief  Committee 
that  o£fered  to  1 3d  of  these  men  extra 
work  at  2jr.  a-day  in  sweeping  the 
streets.  Only  1 3  accepted  the  offer ; 
and  of  the  15  only  U  appeared  at  the 
work,  and  only  five  remained  at  it. 
There  were  a  number  of  persons— a 
floating  population— who  would  not  ac- 
cept fixed  labour  of  that  kind.  And  as 
to  the  population  they  were  most  de- 
sirous to  benefit — skilled  artizans  and 
others,  who  were  out  of  their  regular 
employment — many  of  them  could  not 
undertake  harbour  work  if  it  were 
offered  to  them.  He  had  got  a  most 
touching  account  of  a  case  in  point.  In 
the  Prescott  Union,  where  there  were 
a  great  number  of  watch-movement 
makers  out  of  work,  the  Guardians  had 
opened  a  stoneyard  for  their  advantage, 
and  what  was  the  result  ?  These  poor 
fellows  had  explained  to  the  Guardians, 
and  the  Guardians  supported  their  re- 
presentation, that  if  they  were  set  to 
sto nonbreaking  their  whole  facility  for 
their  work  would  be  absolutely  and 
pemianently  destroyed,  and  that  when 
trade  revived  again,  as  they  hoped  it 
might,  they  would  be  useless  except  for 
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the  lowest  kind  of  labour.  And  what  was 
true  about  the  watch-movement  miners 
of  Prescott  was  true  also  of  the  jewellers 
of  Birmingham  and  the  en^neers  and 
fitters,  workers  in  the  textile  factory, 
with  whom  fineness  of  touch  was  of  the 
greatest  importance,  and  people  of  that 
description.  Thus  the  class  for  whom 
the  greatest  consideration  was  necessary 
would  be  absolutely  without  any  benefit 
from  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member. 
But  there  wore  other  difficulties  as  well. 
How  were  these  works  to  be  conducted? 
Did  the  hoD.  Member  propose  that  tho 
Government  should  itself  undertake  to 
carry  out  the  works  for  40  or  50  different 
harbours  throughout  the  country,  to  send 
their  own  engineers  down  in  each  caso 
to  superintend  the  works,  and  their  owa 
officers  to  supervise  the  workmen  ?  Be- 
cause  if  he  did  not,  and  if  they  were  to 
be  conducted,  as  they  were  at  present,  by 
contractors,  he  might  be  quite  certain 
these  contractors  would  not  take  the 
class  of  people  for  whom  he  wished  em- 
ployment. These  could  only  get  em- 
ployment under  special  circumstances, 
by  making  it  a  condition  that  only 
these  men  should  be  employed;  but 
their  work  would  not  be  so  valuable 
as  that  of  persons  accustomed  to  it. 
That  was  another  practical  difficulty 
which  he  thought  would  seriously  in- 
terfere with  the  advantages  expected 
from  this  proposal.  Another  point  was 
that  a  long  time  would  be  required  for 
making  the  plans  and  estimates  of  these 
works.  There  was  absolutely  no  kind 
of  engineoring  work  at  the  present  time 
so  difficult  as  the  making  of  harbours, 
and,  unfortunately,  about  which  so 
little  was  known,  many  of  the  harbours 
which  bad  been  designed  having  proved 
utter  failures ;  therefore  the  greatest 
care  and  consideration  were  required  for 
the  plans  and  estimates  before  such 
works  were  undertaken.  If  they  were 
to  spend  18  months  or  two  years  in  pre- 

Earing  plans  for  these  harbours— and 
e  sincerely  hoped  the  hon.  Member  did 
not  contemplate  a  continuance  of  the 
distress  for  that  time — he  assured  him 
th^t  they  would  before  that  time  havo 
to  find  some  other  remedy.  He  did  not 
think  it  necessaxy  to  carry  this  argu- 
ment  further,  except  to  point  out  one 
consideration  which  waa  really  of  great 
importance.  The  hon.  Ifember  pro- 
posed that  for  the  first  time  the  State 
should  undertake  the  work  of  private 
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enterprize.  The  hxm.  Member  told  them  | 
there  were  some  precedents  in  his  favour ;  | 
but  he  had  to  go  for  them  to  India  and  ^ 
to  Ireland,  both  of  them  countries  in 
which  exceptional  circumstances  had 
alone  justified  the  intervention  of  the 
State,  nod  both  of  them  countries  in ! 
which,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  there  was  at 
present  no  efficient  and  satisfactory  sys- 
tem of  representative  government.  But 
the  hon.  Member  did  not  toll  them  there 
was  any  precedent  in  the  United  King- 
dom ;  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  there  was 
none.  Of  course,  there  would  be  in 
everybody's  recollection  the  case  of  the 
distress  in  Lancashire  at  the  time  of  the 
Cotton  Famine.  The  number  of  people 
applying  for  relief  in  that  county  at 
tbat  time  went  up  from  69,000  to 
248,000  ;  and  in  consequence  of  the 
utter  cessation  of  work  in  large  distxlcts 
immense  numbers  of  artizans  were 
thrown  out  of  regular  employment.  It 
was  true,  the  State  on  that  occasion  gave 
assistance  to  the  Local  Authorities  by 
lending  money  on  terms  which,  at  that 
time,  were  exceptional.  These  terms 
had  since  been  made  general.  It  was 
by  the  assistance  of  these  loans  that  the 
Local  Authorities  in  the  case  of  the  Lan- 
cashire Cotton  Famine  were  able  to  deal 
with  the  distress,  and  to  establish  relief 
works  which  became  necessary.  And 
that  was,  as  he  had  already  pointed  out, 
the  form  of  relief  which  would  be  best 
calculated  to  deal  with  the  distress,  and 
which  he  submitted  as  an  alternative  to 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ijeeds.  But  if  the  State  were  for  the 
first  time  to  make  an  exception,  and  to 
undertake  public  works  of  a  kind  which 
were  now,  and  had  been  for  a  long 
time,  undertaken  and  carried  out  by 
private  enterprize,  let  the  House  consider 
the  serious  consequences  which  would 
immediately  follow.  They  would  put  a 
stop  absolutely  to  all  private  enterprize  in 
the  United  Kingdom.  Take  this  one 
question  of  harbours.  In  the  eourse  of 
the  last  20  years  in  17  ports  alone  of 
the  United  Kingdom  there  had  been 
spent  by  private  enterprize  £23,000,000, 
and  these  ports  did  not  include  London, 
Bristol,  and  some  other  large  places. 
That  was  nearly  double  the  whole 
amount  of  money  that  had  been  spent 
"by  the  six  other  great  maritime  nations 
of  Europe,  which  had  all  bad  recourse 
to  State  aid  as  a  means  of  providing 
harbours.  Now,  if  localities  knew  that 
fh^  could  obtain  more  harbour  aooom- 


modation,  or  that  there  was  a  chance  of 
obtaining  harbours  at  the  expense  of 
the  State,  was  it  likely  that  this  expen- 
diture would  continue,  or  that  any  fresh 
expenditure  would  be  undertaken?  He 
firmly  believed  that  if  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  were  passed,  and  the  Go- 
vernment were  now  to  give  it  effect, 
that  the  first  result  would  be  that  within 
12  months  there  would  be  more  people 
thrown  out  of  work  who  were  now  era- 
ployed,  or  likely  to  be  employed,  in 
harbour  works  by  private  enterprize, 
than  any  number  which  the  State  could 
possibly  provide  for.  For  these  reasons, 
although  he  sympathized  most  heartily 
with  tlie  desire  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
both  to  provide  for  the  safety  of  our 
seamen  and  to  provide  for  the  relief  of 
those  who  were  temporarily  in  distress 
owing  to  the  present  dej^ssion  in  trade, 
he  could  not  invite  the  House  to  accept 
the  Motion. 

Me.  E.  "W.  DENISON  (Whitby)  said, 
the  House  had  had  a  very  serious  and 
important  admission  from  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
Chamberlain),  to  the  effect  that  the  dis- 
tress in  the  country  was  almost  univer- 
sal, and,  further,  that  the  distress  was  of  a 
most  aggravated  character.  This  state- 
ment, he  thought,  no  one  would  bo  in- 
clined to  question.  Neither  would  it  be 
disputed  that  the  depression  in  trado  had 
been  followed  by  the  usual  consequences 
— fall  of  profits,  reduction  in  wages,  and 
increase  in  the  number  of  unemployed. 
The  distress  being  very  ^reat,  something 
must  be  done  for  its  relief.  The  unem- 
ployed had,  80  far,  borne  their  hard  lot 
m  an  excellent  spirit;  but  too  great  a 
demand  must  not  be  made  upon  their 
patience.  It  should  be  remembered  that 
an  idle  population  tended  in  time  to  be- 
come a  criminal  population ;  and  they 
were  early  taught  that  for  idle  hands 
there  was  mischief  found  to  do  by  a  cer- 
tain personage.  Men  without  employ- 
ment accepted  suggestions,  pondered 
over  ideas,  and  contemplated  actions 
which  they  would  have  regarded  with 
abhorrence  in  days  when,  to-morrow, 
work  was  certain,  and  to-morrow's  bread 
assured.  At  the  present  time  the  air  was 
tremulous  with  agitation,  and  there  was 
little  doubt  that  we  were  on  the  border 
land  of  a  vast  social  upheaval;  and  it 
was  better  that,  if  it  were  to  come,  it 
should  come  in  a  peaceful  and  Constitu- 
tional way  than  by  force  and  violence. 
It  did  not  require  the  French  Bevolation 
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to  teach  us  that  Btarring  men  were  not 
apt  to  use  rose-water.  It  was  necessary, 
therefore,  either  to  remove  the  causes  of 
the  existing  depression,  or  to  counteract 
its  effects.  Great  was  the  power  of  that 
House ;  but  he  was  well  aware  that 
forces  beyond  the  control  of  the  British 
Parliament  regulated  trade  and  com- 
merce, though,  undoubtedly,  its  action 
could  affect  those  forces  for  good  or 
for  evil.  Certain  large  projects  which 
would  have  been  beneficial  to  trade 
were  abandoned  when  Lord  Salisbury 
ceased  to  be  Prime  Minister.  Fur- 
ther, the  agitating  zeal  of  some  hon. 
Members  on  the  Ministerial  Benches 
was  much  calculated  to  shake  that  con- 
fidence without  which  there  could  be 
no  successful  trade.  The  only  way  to 
relieve  the  prevailing  distress  was  to  find 
employment  for  those  who  were  unem- 
ployed. They  did  not  ask  for  charity, 
but  for  work,  which  should  be  of  service 
both  to  themselves  and  to  the  State. 
The  hon.  Member  who  had  brought  for- 
ward this  subject  had  pointed  out  one 
direction  in  which  this  work  might  be 
supplied.  Everyone  who  knew  the 
North- East  Coast  was  aware  that  it  was 
a  Coast  of  iron,  which  rose  up  out  of  the 
sea  in  en  unbroken  and  terrible  wall. 
Driven  by  the  stress  of  the  North-East 
galea,  the  seamen  had  no  haven  in  which 
to  take  reliige,  and  unless  they  kept  away 
from  that  inhospitable  shore  must  perish. 
He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  hun- 
dreds of  lives  and  many  ships  might  be 
saved  if  there  were  a  harbour  on  that 
Coast ;  and  any  relief  work  which  would 
save  life  and  property  would  amply  repay 
the  original  outlay  upon  it.  The  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
said  it  would  take  a  long  time  to  prepare 
plans  for  harbours ;  but  the  plans  for  a 
harbour  of  refuge  on  the  North-East 
Coast  were  already  prepared,  and  were 
the  sanction  of  the  Qovenuuent  given 
the  work  could  begin' to-morrow ;  and 
tiiis  statement  held  good  for  other 
parts  of  the  country,  engineers  having 
plans  for  dealing  with  every  conceiv- 
able place  where  harbours  might  be 
constructed  ;  and  as  to  Local  Authorities 
borrowing  money,  it  would  be  necessary 
first  to  create  the  Local  Authorities,  and 
it  would  take  a  year  or  more  to  constitute 
them.  He  was  greatly  surprised  to  find 
that  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  who  bad  been  described  as 
"  the  cherub  that  sits  ap  aloft,  to  watch 
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over  the  life  of  poor  Jack,"  should  oppose 
this  Motion,  which,  if  carried  into  effect, 
would  do  so  much  for  the  safety  of  life  at 
sea.  One  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
arguments  was  of  the  most  extraordinary 
character.  He  said  that  distress  was 
universal,  but  that  the  relief  which  pub- 
lic works  would  give  was  only  partial. 
If  this  argument  were  carried  to  its  legi- 
timate conclusion  it  would  close  ue 
boxes  at  the  Mansion  House,  and  would 
button  up  our  pockets.  It  would  forbid 
us  to  give  a  shilling  to  the  man  who  was 
starving  on  our  doorstep,  because  we 
could  not  ^ve  shillings  to  all  tiie  starv- 
ing men  m  all  the  streets  of  London. 
According  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
if  they  could  not  help  all  they  must  not 
help  anyone.  Legislation,  too,  would  be 
greatly  curtailed  if  only  those  Bills  were 
to  pass  that  redressed  all  the  grievances 
of  all  the  people  in  the  United  King- 
dom. Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
dwelt  upon  the  great  things  to  be  ex- 
pected from  private  enterprise.  But  if 
they  were  to  wait  until  private  ent^- 
prize  invested  money  in  harbours  of 
refuge  such  harbours  would  never  be  con- 
structed. Portland  and  Plymouth  Break- 
waters would  certainly  never  have  been 
raised  above  the  waves  by  private  entor- 
prize.  The  supporters  of  the  Besolutiott 
before  the  House  did  not  aak  the  House 
to  do  anything  extraordinary  at  this  time 
of  distress  which  it  would  not  be  well 
to  do  any  time.  Were  they  to  commit 
themselves  to  the  doctrine  that  they  were 
to  refuse  demands  which  were  right  and 
reasonable  because  a  concession  to  such 
demands  might  hereafter  lead  to  de- 
mands which  were  unreasonable  ?  The 
question  was,  could  they  do  anything 
which  would,  at  the  same  time,  help  the 
unemployed,  and  be  of  public  advantage? 
The  President  of  the  Local  Ch>vemment 
Board  asked  the  late  Government  what 
was  their  policy  as  to  the  unemployed  7 
He  had  now  to  answer  that  question 
himself,  or  was  the  answer  to  be  re- 
served until  April  1,  when  the  secrets 
of  every  Ministerial  heart  were  to  be 
made  known,  and  the  contents  of  Pan- 
dora's box  were  to  be  disclosed  ?  At  all 
events,  they  had  a  right  to  ask  whether 
the  views  of  the  Government  were  in 
accordance  with  those  of  the  Foreign 
Secretary,  who  lately  advocated  the  cur- 
tailment of  the  hours  of  labour  ?  Those 
views  were  essentially  Socialistic.  They 
were  identical  with  tiie  Tieva  of  the 
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speakers  at  the  Trafalgar  Square  meet- 
iDg,  which  put  a  thorn  into  the  side  of 
the  Home  Secretary.  Were  those  views 
to  be  adopted  by  the  Government?  At 
present  they  stood  in  this  position — that 
one  of  their  prominent  Members  had 
borrowed  the  Socialistic  clothes  at  the 
time  of  the  late  Election,  and  then, 
when  they  came  into  Office,  they  pro- 
aecuted  the  Socialist  leaders.  Gentle- 
men on  the  Front  Bench  had,  no  doubt, 
their  dreams  of  immortality.  They, 
conld  not  trust  for  that  to  their  legis- 
lation or  to  their  speeches.  Their  legis- 
lation might  be  undone,  and  their 
speeches  forgotten — but  there  was  one 
thing  to  which  they  could  trust — that 
was  to  the  honour  which  was  gained 
by  those  whose  names  were  carved 
and  engraved  on  public  works.  So 
far  as  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had 
gone,  history  could  only  recognize  their 
genius  for  destruction.  If  they  cared  in 
the  least  about  their  future  reputation, 
they  ought  gladly  to  agree  to  a  Kesolu- 
tion  which  would  enable  them  to  give 
proofs  of  constructive  ability.  Bearing 
in  mind  the  urgent  need  that  existed  for 
relief  works,  he  had  been  astounded  to 
hear  that  the  Government  intended  to 
oppose  the  Motion. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOTTR  fManohester, 
E.)  said,  that  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
brought  forward  the  Resolution  had 
apologized  for  taking  charge  of  so  im- 
portant a  subject.  He  felt  sure  that 
everyone  who  had  listened  to  the  hon. 
Member's  speech  would  agree  that  no 
such  apology  was  needed.  The  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  in  his 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  had  shown 
himself  opposed  to  the  construction  of 
harbours,  and  appeared  to  think  that 
harbours  were  of  very  little  use  indeed, 
except  for  commercial  purposes,  and  that 
they  would  hardly  at  all  serve  the  pur- 
pose which  the  hon.  Member  had  in 
view — namely,  the  saving  of  human  life. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  pointed  out 
that  in  localities  where  harbours  most 
abounded  loss  of  life  mostly  occurred. 
That  view  was  in  direct  opposition  to  the 
opinion  of  the  Committee  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Berwickshire  was  Chairman  in  1884  ; 
for  in  the  Report  of  that  Committee  it 
was  stated  that  the  great  loss  of  life  and 
property  at  sea  would  be  reduced  by  an 
increase  in  the  number  of  deep-water 
harbours  aooessible  to  veBseU  at  all 


btates  of  the  tide.  One  statement  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  was  of 
60  extraordinary  a  character  that  he  could 
not  let  it  pass  without  comment.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  be  of 
opinion  that  it  was  highly  desirable  that 
County  Authorities  should  borrow  money 
for  the  purpose  of  constructing  harbour 
works ;  and  he  intimated  that  it  was  not 
necessary  to  wait  for  the  new  Local 
Government  scheme,  leaving  the  House 
impressed  with  the  idea  that  there  was 
but  little  hope  of  the  early  production 
of  that  scheme.  That  County  Authori- 
ties should  be  allowed  to  borrow  for  the 
pui^ose  under  consideration  was  a  most 
extraordinary  doctrine.  The  magistrates 
in  Quarter  Sessions  constituted  the  only 
authority  that  could  possibly  exercise 
the  power ;  and  to  encourage  a  body, 
whien,  however  public-spirited,  was  not, 
and  did  not  profess  to  be,  representative, 
to  burden  counties  with  any  charges  for 
purposes,  however  useful,  was  a  doctrine 
which  he  did  not  expect  to  hear  in  that 
House,  and  least  of  all  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  charged  him  with  not  having  in> 
stituted  inquiries  as  to  the  extent  of  the 
distress  during  his  tenure  of  Office.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  he  did  cause  inquiries 
to  be  made,  and  he  received  from  the 
Local  Government  Board  Inspectors 
throughout  the  country  Reports  on  the 
condition  of  the  population.  From  those 
Reports  he  had  gathered  that  it  was  not 
among  the  people  who  ordinarily  ap- 
plied to  the  Poor  Law  Authorities  for 
relief  that  distress  of  an  exceptional 
kind  existed.  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  had  committed 
himself  to  some  propositions  which  might 
be  very  embarrassing  to  him  in  the 
future.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
(I )  that  it  was  chiefly  among  the  artizan 
and  skilled  labourer  class  that  distress 
prevailed ;  (2)  that  this  class  could  not, 
from  the  character  of  their  training,  take 
advantage  of  ordinary  relief  works,  such 
as  making  harbours  and  carrying  out 
sanitary  improvements ;  and  (3)  that  the 
Government  were  responsible  for  deal- 
iug  with  the  distress  of  these  persons, 

Mr.  JOSEPH  CHAMBERLAIN :  I 
said  both  the  House  and  the  Govern- 
ment were  responsible. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Exactly  so. 
The  House  and  the  Government  were 
bound  to  deal  with  the  distress  of  tliose 
olasses ;  but  not  in  the  way  of  sanitary 
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works  and  analogons  undertakinga  car- 
ried on  by  Local  Authorities.  How, 
then,  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
poee  to  deal  wi^  them  ? 

Mr.  JOSEPH  CHAMBERLAIN :  I 
thought  I  had  made  that  perfectly  clear 
in  my  speech.  I  said  I  relied,  at  all 
events  for  the  present,  upon  the  stimulus 
which  I  thought  had  been  given  to 
Local  Authorities  to  carry  out  the  very 
kind  of  works  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  has  spoken — namely,  sani- 
tary and  all  other  kinds  of  work  con- 
nected with  the  usual  businesa  of  Local 
Authorities. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOTJB  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  undoubtedly  dwelt 
upon  the  utility  of  that  class  of  works, 
and  in  that  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's speech  he  concurred;  but  in 
another  part  of  his  speech  he  had  pointed 
out  the  inefficacy  of  public  works  to  meet 
the  case  of  skilled  artizans ;  and  if 
their  case  could  not  be  mot  by  sanitary 
works  executed  by  Local  Authorities, 
what  scheme  of  relief  had  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  bis  mind  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  alluded  to  the  case  of 
Prescott.  Hoiv  were  the  watchmakers 
of  that  town  to  be  relieved  if,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  acknowledged, 
they  could  not  take  advantage  of  har- 
bour or  sanitary  works  ?  What  scheme 
was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  hatching 
by  which  he  would  give  reliof  to  this 
most  deserving  class  of  persons  ?  Two, 
and  only  two,  methods  of  meeting  the 
distress  could  be  conceived.  One  was 
that  the  Local  Authorities  should  them- 
selves at  once  take  in  hand  the  watch- 
making industry,  and  the  other  that  the 
Government  should  have  recoureo  to 
fiscal  expedients  with  the  view  of  pro- 
tecting that  industry  from  foreign  com- 
petition. He  need  hardly  say  that  he 
did  not  recommend  either  course,  nor 
could  he  conceive  of  any  Government 
making  such  aproposition ;  but  if  neither 
of  those  expedients  were  t<3  be'  adopted, 
what  possible  scheme  could  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  have  in  view  ?  Turn- 
ing now  to  the  main  proposition  con- 
tained in  his  hon.  Friend's  Motion,  he 
agreed  with  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board.  He  agreed  that 
only  very  partial,  if  any,  relief  could 
be  afforded  by  the  construction  of  har- 
bours to  the  class  whom  they  chiefly 
desired  to  benefit.  The  distress  might 
be  diminished  in  ^e  localities  where 


such  work  was  instituted;  but  to  the 
great  centres  of  industry,  which  were 
the  scenes  of  the  most  acute  distress,  no 
relief  would  be  brought.    Then,  sup- 

Eoeing  it  were  determined  to  construct 
arbours,  by  what  means  were  the  au- 
thorities to  select  for  employment  upon 
the  work  those  most  in  need  of  it  ?  They 
were  too  apt  to  forget  that  the  money 
they  were  spending  was  not  created  by 
a  fiat  of  that  House,  but  was  itself 
drawn  largely  from  the  wage-earning 
class ;  and  where  it  was  not  so  drawn, 
it  was  drawn  from  that  capital  which 
would  go  to  support  the  wage- earning 
class.  His  hon.  Friend  represented 
Leeds.  How  could  the  construction  of 
a  great  harbour  of  refuge  on  the  Coast 
of  Cornwall  affect  his  hon.  Friend's  con- 
stituents ?  Almost  the  only  way  in 
which  they  could  be  affected  would  be 
by  their  having  the  privilege  of  paying 
for  it.  Therefore,  though  by  construct- 
ing such  a  harbour  they  would  possibly 
diminish  the  congestion  of  labour  in 
Cornwall,  they  would  be  doing  so  at 
the  cost  of  the  very  class  whom  they 
desired  to  benefit.  But  while  it  was 
unquestionably  true  that  to  undertake 
works  for  the  sake  of  giving  employ- 
ment would  not  benefit  but  injure  the 
working  classes,  it  was  also  true  that  if 
the  erection  of  these  works  was  in  itself 
desirable  now  was  the  time  to  cany 
them  out.  Depression  in  trade  was  ac- 
companied and  marked  by  a  general 
lowering  of  wages;  and,  therefore,  if 
it  were  the  fact  that  harbours  were  re- 
quired in  the  public  interest,  there  could 
be  no  better  moment  for  coustructiDg 
them,  for  in  that  way  they  would  pos- 
sibly relievo  local  distresa,  and  tney 
would  certainly  construct  them  at  less 
cost  to  the  public  Exchequor.  The 
House  and  the  country  haa  no  reason 
to  complain  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
debate  had  been  conducted.  No  nobler 
subject  could  be  offered  for  their  con- 
sideration than  the  relief  of  distress ; 
but  there  might  be  temptations  to  rashly 
adopt  measures  which  might  appear 
for  the  moment  to  diminish  the  acute 
symptoms  of  the  disease,  but  which 
would  in  reality  only  aggravate  them. 
He  was  glad  to  see,  by  the  prevail- 
ing tone  and  by  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  there  was  ^  no 
danger  of  falling  into  that  psrticu' 
lar  error.  But  while  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  rightly  pointed  out  that,  lU 
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the  inteTeats  of  the  labonring;  olasnes 
themselves,  anything  in  the  nature  of 
State  public  work  would  be  folly,  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
consider  whether  this  was  not  the  proper 
opportunity  for  canyiug  out  the  har- 
bour works  whioh  had  been  so  often 
recommended  by  Oommissions  and  Oom- 
mitteea.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
theFnsidentof  the  Board  of  Trade  could 
give  any  indication,  however  faint,  that 
he  would  favourably  consider  the  very 
limited  proposal  of  the  Committee  of 
1884,  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  behind 
him  would  thick  that  by  his  admirable 
speech  he  had  got  all  that  he  could  expect, 
and  that  he  would  not  put  the  House  to 
the  trouble  of  a  division. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton), 
said,  he  wished  to  give  his  reasons  for 
voting  against  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds  in  the  event  of 
ita  being  pressed  to  a  division.  There 
was  no  more  dangerous  tendency  at  the 
present  time  than  the  tendency  on  the 
part  of  many  Democratic  advisers  to 
urge  upon  those  who  acMjepted  their 
counsel  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Go* 
vemment  to  provide,  in  seasons  of  dis- 
treps  and  misery,  for  such  diBtress  and 
misery  by  special  Government  action. 
An  hon.  Member  who  supported  the 
Motion  said  that  the  unemployed  asked 
for  work,  and  if  we  wished  to  relieve 
tho  distress  it  must  be  by  employing 
the  unemployed.  It  was  a  dangerous 
doctrine  to  teach  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  provide  employment 
at  all.  He  submitted  that  that  was  not, 
aod  ought  not  to  be,  one  of  the  functions 
of  Government ;  and  that  if  such  a  func- 
tion could  be  discharged  with  advantage 
it  waa  only  in  countries  where  despotic 
institutions  prevailed,  and  there  was  no 
incentive  to  individual  effort.  The  hind 
of  claim  which  was  made  in  this  Motion 
on  behalf  of  the  poor  was  one  which,  if 
acceded  to,  would  dothemmoreirretriev- 
able  and  lasting  mischief  than  any  other 
kind  of  ill  that  could  be  done  them.  If 
they  taught  people  that  when  they  were 
hungry  the  Government  had  food  for 
them  and  work  for  them,  they  would 
give  them  the  right  to  expect,  when 
hungry,  that  the  Government  would 
fulfil  their  promise.  They  had  seeo, 
within  the  last  few  days,  a  special  ten- 
dency on  both  sides  of  the  House  to  com- 
plain that  reductions  were  being  contem- 
plated in  great  Government  works ;  and 
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these  complaints  had  been  made  quite  in- 
dependent of  the  consideration  whether 
the  reductions  were  well  or  ill-advised. 
They  were  complained  of  solely  on  the 
ground  of  the  prevailing  distress.  But 
on  that  ground  they  might  justify  any 
extravaganoe.  That  whioh  Government 
works  did  was  to  relieve  only,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  and  very  temporarily, 
the  hungry  few,  while  by  their  addition 
to  expenditure  they  created  a  permanent 
approach  to  hunger  on  the  part  of  the 
many.  The  great  difficulty  they  had  to 
contend  against  was  the  possibility  that 
this  country  would  have  less  produce- 
earning  ability  in  the  struggle  with  other 
nations.  They  had  to  face  enormously 
increased  Expenditure  year  by  year,  and 
with  this  theincreaseof  indebtedness ;  for 
although  it  was  true  that  the  National 
Debt  had  nominally  decreased,  they  had 
side  by  side  with  that  an  increase  of  the 
Local  Debt  to  an  amount  exceeding  any 
reduction  of  the  National  Debt,  and  the 
aggregate  of  the  Local  Debt  was  to  him 
a  National  Debt,  which  the  nation  had, 
in  some  fashion,  to  acquit  itself  of.  If 
the  pr(^osaI  for  one  kind  of  works  were 
acceded  to  on  the  ground  stated,  there 
was  no  defence  against  similar  proposals 
for  the  other  kinds  of  work.  But  his 
objection  was  simply  this — that  Go- 
vernment interference  destroyed  and 
neutralized  the  self-reliance  and  indi- 
vidual action  of  the  Local  Authorities. 
It  was  only  from  these  that  they  could 
get  redemption ;  and  Governmental  relief 
of  the  moment  wasa  permanent  paralysis 

of  the  nation.   

Mr.  J.  A.  BLAKE  (Oarlow)  said, 
he  wished  to  urge  upon  the  House  the 
necessity  which  existed  for  the  construc- 
tion of  harbours  of  refuge  along  the 
Coast  of  Ireland.  The  question  was  one 
that  had  been  already  very  fully  con- 
sidered. In  1857  there  was  a  Commit- 
tee of  that  House  which  fully  coiuidered 
the  matter,  and  they  came  to  an  unani- 
mous I^eport  in  favour  of  such  works. 
That  Committee  was  followed  by  a  Com- 
mission, including  men  of  authority  on 
questions  connected  with  the  sea  and 
engineers;  and  they  recommended  cer- 
tain harbours  of  refuge,  of  which  two 
were  to  be  on  the  Coast  of  Ireland,  and 
a  half-dozen  on  the  Coast  of  England. 
In  1863  a  Select  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed, of  which  he  was  a  Member, 
and  again  the  necessity  and  advisability 
of  having  such  works  carried  oQt  wa9 
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pointed  out  and  agreed  to.  He  con- 
tended that  no  Member  of  tbe  House 
oould  oonsider  the  subject  with  any  care, 
or  have  regard  to  the  necessities  of  tbe 
case,  without  arriving  at  the  conclusion 
that  there  was  grave  and  crying  neces- 
sity for  the  construction  of  these  works. 
Some  of  the  most  leading  nautical  men 
in  the  Kingdom  had  been  examined  at 
the  inquiries  to  which  he  had  alluded, 
and  expressed  themselves  in  favour  of 
these  harbours  of  refuge.  It  was  not 
true  that  the  absence  of  the  latter  would 
result  in  sailors  remaining  more  con- 
stantly at  their  work  at  sea ;  and  it  was 
also  untrue  that  the  question  of  insur- 
ance afforded  an  argument  as  agaiust 
the  existence  of  such  harbours ;  and 
there  was  no  doubt  in  the  world  that 
hundreds  and  hundreds  of  lives  would 
be  saved  if  such  ports  of  refuge  existed 
along  the  Coasts.  Having  been  an  In- 
spector of  Fisheries  in  Ireland  for  many 
years,  ho  could  bear  personal  testimony 
to  the  fact  that  the  construction  of  such 
harbours  would  be  productive  of  in- 
calculable advantages  to  the  fisheries' 
industry,  and  that  was  surely  a  most 
important  consideration.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  late  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  had  dwelt  very 
largely  upon  the  desirability  of  these 
works  for  the  purpose  of  relieving  dis- 
tress. He  confessed  he  sympathized 
very  strongly  with  the  existing  distress ; 
but  he  would  have  preferred  that  the 
consideration  of  these  harbours  should 
have  been  put  forward  on  other  grounds. 
He  wished  to  touch  upon  the  question 
of  a  harbour  at  "Waterford.  Where 
such  harbours  were  most  desirable,  from 
an  Imperial  point  of  view,  they  con- 
ferred very  little  local  benefit.  The 
evidence  taken  before  the  Committee 
that  considered  this  question  showed 
that,  from  an  Imperial  point  of  view, 
there  could  be  no  more  important  site 
for  a  harbour  of  refuge  than  Waterford. 
Ireland  had  paid  far  more  than  her 
share  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer ;  and 
he  thought  he  was  justified  in  saying 
that  Ireland  would  be  satisfied  to  take 
bac&  some  of  the  millions  which  Eng- 
land owed  her  in  the  form  of  works  of 
the  kind  contemplated  in  the  proposition 
before  the  House.  He  had  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying — and  he  spoke  with  con- 
siderable experience  on  the  subject — 
that  both  in  the  direction  of  humanity, 
as  well  as  of  the  maritime  interests  of 
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the  United  Kingdom,  there  oould  be  no 
outlay  of  public  money  more  advan- 
tageous than  a  judicious  expenditure 
upon  harbours  of   refuge  along  the 

Coast. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (CornwaU,  Cam- 
borne) said,  that  in  the  Keport  of  the 
Committee  in  1884  and  1885  he  thought 
it  was  conclusively  shown  that  not  only 
was  it  desirable  that  harbours  of  refuge 
should  be  provided  on  different  parts  of 
the  Coast,  but  that  of  all  the  points  on 
the  Coast  the  Coast  of  Cornwall  waamost 
in  need  of  such  harbours,  and  mcwt  in 
need  of  such  consideration,  if  only  be- 
cause of  the  great  poverty  of  its  inhabi- 
tants. He  could  not  help  feeling,  how- 
evor,  that  the  arguments  used  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  and  the 
junior  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh),  were  really  unanswerable. 
While  they  had  a  perfect  right  to  insist 
upon  the  necessity  for  carrying  out  these 
harbour  works  in  the  interest  of  the  sea- 
men, as  had  been  so  often  recommended 
fay  Commissions  and  Committees,  he 
thought  they  were  trailing  a  herring 
across  the  path,  if  he  might  say  so,  when 
they  linked  with  that  suggestion  the 
question  of  providing  work  for  the  un- 
employed. In  his  own  mind,  he  thought 
those  who  represented  maritime  con- 
stituencies should  assist  those  who  were 
the  backbone  of  the  first  line  of  defence 
of  this  country — he  referred  to  the  sea- 
men, who  were  in  many  cases  practically 
disfranchised,  and  had  no  direct  repre- 
sentation, and  who  in  many  instances 
were  obliged  to  be  away  from  their 
home  during  the  time  of  a  General 
Election.  He,  for  one,  was  not  disposed 
to  go  to  the  length  proposed  by  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  who  demanded  these  under- 
taking of  the  Government  because  of 
the  distress  existing  in  the  country  at 
the  present  time  ;  but  ho  should  like  to 
point  out  that  the  establishment  of  these 
harbours  of  refuge — small  harbours,  not 

gnat  national  harbours,  like  those  at 
over  and  Cardiff — would  constitute  re- 
munerative labour  in  the  best  sense  of 
tbe  word,  because  such  harbours  would 
tend  to  develop  the  fishing  industry,  and 
consequently  to  incroas'e  the  food  supply 
of  the  country ;  and  if,  at  the  same  time, 
they  had  the  courage  to  put  down  those 
pernicious  "rings"  which  existed  in 
some  places,  and  which  caused  tons  of 
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fish  to  be  deetroyed  in  order  to  keep  up 
the  prices,  they  would  be  conferricg  a 
great  boon  upon  the  poor  of  our  large 
towns.  The  evidence  given  before  the 
Comnuttee  presided  over  by  the  right 
hoD.  Member  for  Berwickshire  (Mr. 
Maiioribanks)  showed  conclusively  that, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  best  authorities, 
the  eBtablishment  of  a  harbour  in  Corn- 
wall— at  St.  Itos  for  instance — ^would 
be  a  national  underti^ng  in  the  widest 
sense  of  the  word,  and  in  no  sense  a 
mer^y  local  matter.  But  what  he  wanted 
to  impress  upon  the  House  was  the  fact 
tbat  if  they  set  the  unemployed  to  work 
all  round  the  Coast  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, they  would  not  in  a  few  years  be 
any  better  off  than  they  were  now.  They 
had  the  figures  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  show  that,  according  to  the 
statistics  of  pauperism,  the  condition  of 
the  people  was  not  much  worse  now  than 
in  previous  years ;  and,  iodeed,  it  was 
no  use  shutting  their  eyes  to  the  fact 
that  this  condition  of  things  was  chronic. 
If  that  were  so,  as  undoubtedly  it  was, 
where  was  the  use  of  starting  relief 
works,  orraiaingMansion  House  Funds, 
for  the  purpose  of  temporarily  staving 
off  what  was  recurring  year  after  year  ? 
£70,000  or  £80,000— what  was  it?  A 
mere  drop  in  the  backet— a  6ake  in  a 
snowstorm.  As  John  Stuart  Mill  had 
said,  what  was  required  was  more  dis- 
tribution, and  a  larger  remuneration  "ot 
labour;  and  these,  in  his  (Mr.  Cony- 
beare's)  mind,  were  the  great  detiderata 
for  meeting  the  existing  evil.  They  did 
not  act  suflQciently  upon  the  principle 
that  the  labourer  was  worthy  of  his  hire. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  he  must  call 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  attention  to  the 
subject  before  the  House.  It  was  the 
establishment  of  harbours  of  refuge 
round  the  Coast,  aud  the  employment 
of  tiie  population  upon  them.  They 
were  not  mBCOseingthe  general  qnmtion 
of  pauperism. 

Mb.  CONYBEABE  remarked,  that  he 
was  endeavonring  to  show  that,  in  con- 
nection with  this  question  of  the  estab- 
lishment of  harbours  of  refuge,  they  had 
to  consider — and  it  had  been  considered 
at  length  by  hon.  Gentlemen  who  pre- 
ceded him— the  general  question  of  des* 
titution.  ["Order!"] 

Ma.  SPEAKER :  I  call  the  attention 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  fact  that 
he  is  out  of  Order  in  not  confining  him- 
self to  the  Question  before  the  House. 


Mb.  CONTBEAEE  said,  he  had  to 
apologize  for  having  travelled  beyond 
the  record,  and  he  would  not  pursue  that 
line  of  argument.  He  only  wished  to 
point  out  that  in  proposing  to  establish 
harbours  of  refuge  they  really  did  not 
meet  the  great  social  difficulties  which 
faced  them.  Such  works  could  at  the 
best  be  only  palliative,  and  in  the  course 
of  a  few  years  after  they  had  finished 
all  their  undertakings  they  would  find 
theoiselTes  in  just  the  same  difficulties 
that  they  were  in  now. 

Mn.  GILES  (Southampton)  said,  he 
did  not  desire  to  argue  this  matter  upon 
the  side  issue  of  finding  employment  for 
the  unemployed.  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  bad  said,  the  con- 
struction of  harbours  of  refuge  in- 
volved very  difficult  engineering  pro- 
blems. In  these  works  many  skilled 
engineers  and  skilled  artizaos;  butonly 
a  small  portion  of  the  present  unem- 
ployed labourers  would  be  required. 
Whatever  labour  was  employed,  it  would 
be  of  advantage  to  the  unemployed ;  and 
in  these  times  of  destitution  every  little 
helped.  Now,  the  Government  had 
established  every  good  precedent  bycom- 
mencing  a  harbour  of  refuge  at  Pover, 
although  there  might  be  some  doubts 
as  to  the  necessity  of  a  harbour  of  refuge 
at  that  place,  it  being  so  near  to  the 
Downs,  which  formed  a  natural  har- 
bour for  the  Channel.  There  were  many 
other  places  on  the  Coast  where  har- 
bours of  refuge  were  much  more  re- 
quired than  at  Dover ;  and  he  suggested 
that  the  Government  should  consider  the 
question  in  a  broad  and  comprehensive 
spirit,  and  not  confine  their  attention 
solely  to  Dover.  The  Government  had 
at  public  cost  provided  ships  to  protect 
the  nation ;  and  he  maintained,  there- 
fore, it  was  part  of  their  duty  to  provide 
harbours  to  protect  the  ships.  Of 
course,  he  fully  admitted  that  when 
they  came  to  determine  the  different 
localities  in  which  harbours  of  refuge 
should  be  made,  they  would  have  con- 
flicting interests  on  all  sides  to  contend 
with.  To-night  an  Irish  Member  had 
advocated  the  making  of  harbours  on 
the  Irish  Coast.  The  Representative  of 
a  Cornish  constituency  had  advocated 
the  construction  of  a  harbour  on  the 
Cornish  Coast ;  and  a  Gentleman  from 
Yorkshire  had  advised  the  Government 
to  construct  a  harbour  on  the  Coast  of 
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Torksliire  —  he  supposed  at  Filey. 
Despite  these  conflicting  interests,  he 
thought  the  Governinent  would  be 
perfectly  justifled,  and  he  thought  the 
public  vould  not  grudge  the  expense, 
in  following  out  the  precedent  tbey  had 
established  by  tbo  commencement  of  a 
harbour  of  refuge  at  Dover,  and  estab- 
lishing similar  harbours  of  refuge  else- 
where. Much  had  been  said  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  about  the  necessity 
of  small  harbours.  It  \raB  well  known 
that  small  harbours  were  particularly 
necessary  on  the  North-Etutt  Coast,  ia 
connection  with  the  fishing  trade  ;  and, 
although  he  quite  agreed  it  was  not  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  provide  funds 
for  the  construction  of  harbours  in  the 
interests  of  localities,  he  thought  some 
assistance,  by  way  of  loans  from  the  Im- 
perial Exchequer,  ought  to  be  given  to 
localities  which  were  struggling  to  make 
harbours  for  themselves.  That  was  a 
subject  well  worthy  of  consideration ; 
and  he  trusted  the  Qovernment  would 
without  delay  give  their  attention  to  it. 

Mb,  HANDEL  OOSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  said,  he  thought  it  was  very  dan- 
gerous for  Parliament  to  endeavour  to 
relievo  temporary  distress  by  means 
of  public  r^ief  works.  He  was  fully 
persuaded  that  there  had  been  times 
of  more  serious  distress  than  that  which 
existed  now ;  and  he  believed  that 
constant  reference  to  distress  in  the 
House  of  Commons  only  tended  to  in- 
crease distress,  because  it  taught  people 
to  depend  upon  the  House  rather  than 
on  themselves.  It  was  not  wise  to 
relieve  distress  by  expending  pub- 
lic money,  because  that  money  oame 
from  the  people  who  were  just  above 
the  class  T^o  were  driven  to  relief.  The 
opinion  prevailing  upon  the  Opposition 
Bench  was  that  the  only  way  to  relieve 
distress  was  to  expend  public  money  in 
its  relief ;  and  he  nad  no  great  desire  to 
nnne  poverty.  What  he  wished  was 
to  get  rid  of  it.  What  they  ought  to 
do  was  to  set  to  work  manfully  to  re- 
lieve the  causes  which  led  to  destitu- 
tion ;  and  his  own  belief  was  that  the 
future  relief  of  distress  was  to  be  found 
in  an  increased  cultivation  of  the  soil ; 
and  a  very  remarkable  illustration  of 
the  end  of  State  relief  of  the  distress 
was  afforded  iu  France.  Constant 
attempts  were  made  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment of  France  to  relieve  distress ; 
and  the  oonaeqneace  was  that  the  oonn- 


try  had  been  almost  landed  in  the  posi- 
tion of  being  crushed  by  the  weight  of 
poverty.  The  greatest  danger  to  tho 
commerce  of  England  was  in  loading 
the  country  with  obligations  of  debt  we 
should  have  some  difficulty  in  getting 
rid  of.  There  was  no  doubt  that  in  the 
future  the  great  commercial  contest 
would  be  fought  out  by  England  and 
America;  and  it  appeared  to  him  that 
in  view  of  that  contest  we  ought 
to  endeavour  to  lessen  our  national  obli- 
gations, rather  than  to  increase  them. 
He  had  no  great  faith  in  the  construc- 
tion of  harbours  by  the  State;  but  he 
had  faith  in  the  provision  of  harbours 
by  Local  Authorities,  who,  underetand- 
ing  the  wants  of  the  district,  could 
spend  much  more  carefully  than  the 
State.  He  protested  against  the  idea  of 
relieving  the  distress  by  increasing  our 
obligations  in  the  shape  of  constructing 
harbours  of  refuge  oat  of  the  nattonu 
funds. 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.) 
said,  he  thought  that  this  question 
should  not  be  considered  merely  from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  distress  which, 
undoubtedly  existed  amongst  the  work- 
ing classes,  but  also  with  reference  to 
the  question  of  the  lives  of  seamen.  The 
providing  of  harbours  of  refuge  for  the 
purpose  of  saving  the  lives  of  seafaring 
men  was  one  of  the  most  important 
matters  which  could  engage  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House.  The  reasons  upon 
which  he  would  base  his  claims  on  be- 
half of  Waterford  Harbour  were  not  local 
reasons  merely,  but  the  much  broader 
reasons  of  national  necessity.  The  Re- 
port of  the  Commission,  which  had 
already  been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House,  showed  that  in  one  year  alone 
no  fewer  than  32vessels  had  been  sighted 
in  distress  on  the  Waterford  Coast  and 
on  the  South  Coast  of  Wexford.  Many 
of  those  vessels  were  wrecked.  The 
harbour  was  at  present  of  quite  a  suffi- 
cient depth  for  the  trade  of  tne  port,  but 
was  quite  insufficient  as  a  harbour  of 
refuge  for  the  English  nation's  great 
shipping ;  and  this  was,  be  believed,  a 
point  of  great  importance.  The  Eoyal 
Commission  had  spoken  in  the  following 
terms  coneeming  this  harbour : — 

"  Looking  at  the  many  advantages  poauiied 
'by  this  baroonr  (Waterford) ,  whi w  occupied  an 
important  point  on  the  SouUi-Eaatem  angle  of 
Ireland,  near  the  entrance  to  St.  George*8 
Channel,  we  concur  with  the  Oommittee  of  Uie 
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Houso  of  Commooa  (which  had  reported  in 
favour  of  it)  that  it  ib  most  dfsinible  that  those 
great  natnnd  advantages  should  be  turned  to 
account,  and  a  sum  of  money  laid  out  io  tbo 
dcepoiing  of  the  bar." 

The  Bepori,  fiirtber,  went  on  to  say 
that  the  conversion  of  Carlingford  into 
a  harbour  of  refuge,  and  the  improve- 
ment of  "Waterford  for  the  purpose  of 
making  it  a  harbour  of  refuge,  with  the 
excellent  natural  harbour  of  Cork,  would 
provide  ample  accommodation  between 
Lough  Strangford  and  AVicklow,  and 
diminish  the  casualties  amongst  the 
numerous  shipping  passing  through  the 
Irish  Channel.  He  believed  that  if  the 
views  of  that  Commission  were  carried 
out  they  would  be  able  to  provide 
accommodation  for  ships  of  all  tonnage 
at  a  comparatively  small  outlay  at  Water- 
ford.  The  dredging  of  the  entrance  to 
Waterford  Harbour  at  the  bar  would 
enable  the  biggest  ships  afloat  to  lie  in 
there  in  any  weather.  A  great  iron- 
clad was  nearly  destroyed  at  Waterford 
a  short  time  ago,  as  also  the  Oermanic, 
a  Transatlantic  steamer,  which  had  been 
unable  to  get  over  the  bar,  and  which 
had,  therefore,  to  be  taken  by  tugs 
to  Liverpool  in  very  bad  weather, 
on  account  of  breakage  of  the  shaft. 
An  outlay  of  £50,000  would  bo  suffi- 
cient to  do  all  that  was  required— a 
small  sum  when  the  vast  importance  of 
the  work  to  be  done  and  the  benefits 
which  would  accrue  to  the  Rhipping  of 
the  English  people  were  considtTod.  On 
these  grounds,  he  believed  he  had  estab- 
lished a  strong  cose  for  the  improve- 
ment of  the  harbour  of  Waterford,  not 
upon  local  but  national  grounds. 

Da.  CLABK  (Caithness)  said,  ho  had 
not  intended  to  take  part  in  this  debate 
but  for  some  observations  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
with  reference  to  harbours  of  refuge. 
As  one  who  had  had  practical  experience 
of  these  matters,  having  spent  four  years 
before  the  mast  and  a  year  behind  the 
mast,  and  having  had  his  own  life  saved 
by  a  harbour  of  refuge,  he  believed 
these  harbours  were  very  much  wanted. 
He  r^rcsented  a  county  to  which,  if 
this  Motion  were  carried,  it  would  be 
c^ain  to  apply.  At  Wick  there  was  a 
natural  harbour,  which  only  required  a 
breakwater  to  be  oue  of  the  finest  har- 
bours of  refuge  in  the  Kingdom.  It 
was  in  a  place  where  a  harbour  of  rc- 
ftage  was  wanted  probably  more  than 


anywhere  else  in  Great  Britain,  since 
from  the  Moray  Firth  to  the  Orkneys 
there  was  no  harbour,  even  for  a  fishing 
barque.  There  was,  moreover,  a  con- 
siderablo  trade  there  from  the  East  of 
Scotland  to  the  Atlantic,  and  also  a  con- 
siderable triule  from  the  Continent  to 
the  East  of  Scotland.  Time  after  time 
Commissions  had  reported  in  favour  of 
forming  a  harbour  at  AVick.  The  cost 
would  be  at  most  £250,000,  which 
amount  would  have  by  this  time  beeu 
saved  in  the  value  of  shipping  lost, 
besides  tho  loss  of  many  lives  between 
the  present  time  and  the  time  when  the 
work  had  been  recommended  by  tho 
Harbour  Commissioners.  Only  last  yebr, 
he  believed,  there  was  as  much  money 
lost  as  would  have  provided  a  break- 
water across  the  mouth  of  Wick  Bay. 
Tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  seemed 
to  think  that  harbours  of  refuge  wero 
of  no  value ;  but  he  thought  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  take  a  trip 
round  Scotland  he  would  change  his 
opinion.  Many  sailing  ships  were  lost 
by  having  to  make  for  distant  harbours 
of  refuge  against  head  winds,  going 
ashore  owing  to  their  leeway.  Not  only 
would  a  great  harbour  be  of  groat  value 
locally,  but  it  would  also  be  valuable  in 
a  national  sense.  It  would  provide  a 
refuge  and  accommodation  for  largo 
ships,  and  for  tho  fishing  boats  that 
carried  on  work  there.  Tliero  were  in 
this  part  of  the  Coast  a  largo  number  of 
small  harbours  which  had  been  con- 
structed under  old  Acts  which  were  now 
practically  useless,  because  the  hening 
and  other  fisheries  now  required  larger 
boats,  and  a  little  more  money  expended 
on  them  would  again  render  them  use- 
ful, and  would  have  the  effect  of  pre- 
venting many  of  the  people  engaged  in 
the  fishing  industry  from  leaving,  as 
they  were  now  compelled  to  do,  and  " 
going  into  the  largo  towns,  Ihnre  to 
swell  the  number  of  unskilled  labourers, 
and  augment  the  distress  which  pre- 
vailed in  these  centres.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  bad  told  them  that  the  money 
in  connection  with  the  construction  of 
harbours  would  be  spent  principally 
upon  skilled  labour ;  but  ho  had  himself 
seen  the  making  of  a  good  many  har- 
bours; and,  notwithstanding  the  uutho- 
rity  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  ho 
know  that  the  great  bulk  of  the  money 
was  not  spent  upon  skilled  labour,  but 
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upon  the  labour  of  those  who  excavated 
by  epade  and  shovel.  In  his  opinion, 
money  could  not  be  better  spent  than 
in  the  direction  proposed.  It  would, 
practically,  be  a  method  of  insurance 
against  the  loss  of  lifo  and  valuable 
property.  The  present  condition  of  the 
country  in  this  respect  was  not  very 
creditable  to  us.  Almost  every  other 
civilized  country  spent  10  or  20  times 
as  much  on  works  of  this  kind  as  we 
did.  It  was  not  at  all  creditable  that 
while  they  could  get  so  much  money 
from  Parliament  for  purposes  that  were 
not  useful — for  foreign  wars  and  Colo- 
nial aggression — it  was  so  di6Scult  to 
get  money  in  order  to  promote  the  com- 
fort  of  the  people  and  increase  the 
wealth  of  the  nation.  He  had  very 
great  pleasure  in  supporting  the  Beso- 
iution  of  the  hon.  Member,  which,  if 
carried,  would,  in  his  opinion,  not  only 
go  a  long  way  towards  preventing  a 
number  of  men  from  being  driven  from 
their  homes  and  adding  to  the  amount 
of  unskilled  labour  in  towns,  but  would 
also  prevent  a  great  destruotion  of 
valuable  life. 

Colonel  NOtiAN  (Galway^N.)  said, 
he  did  not  altogether  agree  with  the 
theory  that  the  State  was  bound  to  £nd 
work  for  the  unemployed.  If  that  view 
of  the  State's  obligations  were  to  pre- 
vail, there  would  be  no  end  to  the  de- 
mands that  would  arise.  He  also 
thought  that  if,  by  way  of  relieving 
distress,  the  Government  started  works 
all  over  the  country,  many  of  them 
would  turn  out  valueless,  and  thus  pub- 
lic money  would  be  wasted.  But  when 
there  were  useful  works  to  he  carried 
out,  it  was  desirable  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  proceed  to  carry  them  out 
at  a  time  when  there  was  a  dearth  of 
employment,  and  when  labour  was  cheap. 
He  thought  that  the  Government  might 
very  well,  in  times  of  distress  such  as 
the  present,  expend  £3,000,000  or 
£4,000,000  a-year  on  useful  public 
works.  He  would  not  advocate  the 
making  of  useless  harbours  for  the  sake 
of  giving  employment.  But  if  certain 
harbours  were  urgently  needed,  now 
was  the  time  to  make  them.  He  was  a 
Member  of  a  Committee  which  recently 
inquired  into  the  question  of  harbours, 
and  which  was  presided  over  by  the 
present  Comptroller  of  the  Household 
(Mr.  Marjori hanks).  This  Committee 
reported  in  favour  of  three  harbours  of 

Sr,  Clark 


refuge  for  the  East  Coast — one  for  Corn- 
wait,  and  two  on  the  Irish  Coast,  He 
could  not  see  why,  when  the  House  had 
appointed  a  Committee  which  went  fully 
into  the  question,  they  should  not  give 
effect  to  its  recommendations.  The  Com- 
mittee was,  no  doubt,  a  Committee  of 
the  last  Parliament ;  but,  practically,  it 
was  a  Committee  of  this  Parliament.  If 
they  did  not  proceed  with  all  the  har- 
bours suggested,  they  ought  to  com- 
mence with  one  or  two  of  them.   It  was 
a  remarkable  fact  that  they  were  build- 
iog  a  harbour  at  Dover  which  was  not 
recommended  by  the  Committee.  In 
doing  that,  he  considered  they  were 
throwing  over  the  Keport  of  the  Com- 
mittee.   It  was  said  that  the  construc- 
tion of  such  harbours  as  these  would  not 
give  any  work  to  men  who  belonged  to 
the  class  of  the  unemployed.    But  the 
hoo.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down  had 
shown  that  they  would;  and  ho  himself, 
after  some  experience,  could  corroborate 
that  view  of  ue  matter,  ^e  held  that 
when  localities  were  desirous  of  con- 
structing  harbours  their  efforts  ought 
to  be  aided  by  an  apportionment  of  Im- 
perial funds.    Many  places  were  quite 
unable  to  defray  the  cost  of  the  work 
themselves.    Galway,  for  example,  had 
exhausted  its  resources  in  an  abortive 
attempt  to  construct  a  harbour.    If  as- 
sistance were  given  to  that  town  the 
work  might  yet  be  completed.    That  it 
was  very  desirable  that  Galway  should 
have  increased  harbour  accommodation 
was  shown  by  the  evidence  given  before 
the  Committee  in  1884  by  all  the  naval 
officers  consulted.  With  free  labour  the 
harbour  could  be  constructed  at  a  cost 
of  £100,000,  and  with  convict  labour  at 
a  coat  of  £30,000  or  £40,000.    He  sug- 
gested that  when  competing  claims 
should  be  set  up  by  neighbouring  sea- 
port towns,  a  Commission  might  be  ap- 
pointed  to  decide  where  the  harbour 
should  be  constructed.   The  President 
of  the  Local  Gh)veniment  Board  had 
raised  the  objection  that  there  was  no 
settled  agreement  as  to  the  kind  of  har- 
bour which  should  be  built.    Of  course 
there  could  be  no  such  agreement,  be- 
cause the  character  of  each  harbour 
must  depend  upon  the  conditions  of  the 
locality  and  upon  the  uses  to  which  it 
would  be  put.   Ireland  use  to  receive 
£8,000  a-year  from  the  Treasury  for  the 
purpose  in  question ;  but  for  the  last 
three  years  the  money  had  not  been 
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giren.  He  would  only  add  that  lie 
Hoped  there  would  be  a  divisioa  on  the 
question,  and  that  the  House  would  re- 
collect that  the  issue  was  really  whether 
they  should  rescind  the  Bepori  of  the 
Committee  which  had  devoted  so  maoh 
time  and  ears  to  this  subject. 

SiK  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham,  Bar. 
nard  Castle)  said,  there  was  no  gene- 
rosity so  great  as  that  of  A  when  he 
thought  that  B  ought  to  give  something 
to  C.  The  question  of  a  national  har- 
bour was  an  entirely  different  question 
from  that  of  the  construction  of  a  com' 
mercial  harbour,  which  was  the  subject 
under  discussion  ;  and  he  did  not  think 
it  was  necessary  to  come  to  the  State  to 
ud  merely  commercial  harbours.  He 
had  the  honour  of  being  the  Chairman  of 
the  Tees  Conservancy  Commissioners, 
and  he  could  say  that  Uiey  had  improved 
their  nvers  and  built  piers  at  the  cost 
of  upwards  of  £500,000,  and  not  a  single 

Senny  of  it  had  come  as  a  gift  from  the 
tate.  All  of  it  had  been  raised  by 
means  of  local  sonroes,  or  was  in  course 
of  repayment  to  the  State.  The  money, 
or  rather  part  of  it,  bad  been  borrowed 
from  the  Public  Works  Loan  Commis- 
sioners; some  of  it  at  3^  per  cent;  but 
that  rate  of  iutere&t  had  been  increased 
to  4  per  cent.  His  only  complaint 
against  the  State  was  that  this  addi- 
tional i  per  cent  had  been  added  to  the 
rate  of  interest.  The  people  who  had 
made  the  Tees  what  it  now  was  relied 
only  upon  themselves ;  and  he  con- 
sidered that  there  was  no  communily 
so  poor  that  could  not  contribute  some- 
thing towards  the  construction  of  a  har- 
bour which  their  trading  interests  re- 
quired. An  hon.  Member  had  spoken  in 
farour  of  constructing  harbours  of  re- 
fuge ;  but  that  was  not  a  matter  which 
was  fairly  before  the  House.  The  Tees 
was  used  as  a  harbour  of  refuge;  its 
trade  had  been  increased,  and  the  river 
had  been  deepened,  so  that  from  a  depth 
of  3  feet  8  inches  at  low  water  spring 
tides  they  had  now  a  depth  of  21  feet 
and  16  feet  rise  of  tide,  eoabling  com- 
mercial vessels  to  enter  the  port  at  any 
time  of  tide,  and  at  high  tide  water  for 
the  largest  ships.  The  Conservators  of 
the  river  had  done  what  they  could  to 
meet  the  existing  distress  in  the  coun- 
try by  putting  on  a  number  of  men 
out  of  employment ;  but  it  was  a  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  any  great  amount 
of  unakiited  labour  oould  he  employed 


on  this  class  of  work.  On  the  Clyde 
about  £1,500,000  had  been  spent,  he 
believed,  on  the  river,  and,  in  ad- 
dition, some  £3,000,000  or  £4,000,000 
on  other  works.  All  that  was  done 
by  local  money.  And  so  it  was  with 
the  improvements  on  the  Tyne,  where 
some  200  or  300  vessels  usually  took 
refuge,  having  scarcely  any  dnes  to 
ay.  If  money  was  to  be  given  away, 
e  would  ask  whether  it  should  not 
be  given  to  those  who  helped  them- 
seWes,  rather  than  to  people  who  had 
done  nothing  in  the  way  of  helping 
themselves  ?  H  Gentlemen  came  to  that 
House  and  asked  those  who  had  built 
their  own  harbours  without  aid  from 
the  State  to  help  them  with  public 
money  in  building  theirs  with  State- 
found  money  it  would  be  a  very  one- 
sided proposal.  He  intended  to  rote 
against  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leeds,  and  he  had  given  this 
explanation  in  order  that  his  vote  might 
nut  be  misunderstood.  He  hoped,  how- 
ever, that  the  hon.  Qentleman  would 
be  satisfied  with  the  discussion,  and 
would  not  insist  on  going  to  a  division. 

Mb.  TEO  (Glamorgan,  Gower)  said, 
that  the  question  before  the  House  had 
been  discussed  almost  from  every  point. 
All  agreed  that  harbours  of  refuge  were 
necessary,  not  only  on  the  Eastern  Coast, 
but  for  the  Coast  between  Bristol  and 
Swansea.  He  rose  to  say  a  word  on  be- 
half of  those  ports  that  could  not  help 
themselves.  Wherever  it  could  be 
shown  that  dangers  existed,  it  was  only 
sight  that  we,  as  a  maritime  nation, 
rhould  see  that,  as  far  as  possible,  our 
sailors  were  saved  from  the  dangers 
which  beset  them.  One  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  spoken  had  mentioned  hun- 
dreds and  thousands  of  pounds  spent 
in  deepening  the  harbours  in  the  locality 
he  represented.  He  (Mr.  Yeo)  could 
also  speak  of  hundreds  and  thousands 
spent  in  harbour  improvements  in  the 
locality  in  which  he  lived ;  but  his  point 
was  this — that  in  those  particular  loca- 
lities there  was  a  large  existing  trade, 
which  justified  this  large  expenditure, 
and  which  enabled  the  Local  Authorities 
to  borrow  money  upon  the  security  of 
the  tolls,  and  thus  to  enter  on  a  largo 
outlay  of  this  kind.  But  there  were 
other  localities  in  which  that  condition 
did  not  exist ;  and  his  contention  wai 
that  they,  as  a  nation,  were  not  only 
justified,  but  it  was  a  duty  laid  upon 
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them  to  do  their  part  towards  making 
those  localities  safe.  With  all  defer- 
ence to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  he 
contended  that  the  construction  of  har- 
bours of  refuge  were  desirahle  not  only 
on  strategic  and  humanitarian,  but  on 
ecoDomio  grounds.  Statistics  told  them 
not  only  the  number  of  lires  lost,  but  of 
millions  of  money— about  £2,000,000 
annually — squandered  on  our  Coasts. 
Was  it  not  inconceivable  that,  after  the 
Beport  of  the  Commission  that  the  loss 
of  life  and  the  loss  of  property  would 
be  greatly  reduced  if  these  harbours 
were  constructed,  no  steps  whatever  had 
been  taken  to  carry  out  that  recom- 
mendation ?  A  great  deal  of  stress  had 
been  laid  that  night  upon  the  necessity 
for  deepening  and  improving  the  small 
harbours  round  the  Coast.  He  did  not 
deny  the  importance  and  the  claims  of 
those  small  harbours,  for  the  improve- 
ment of  which  Imperial  assistance  was 
asked  to  supplement  local  effort;  but  he 
would  remind  hon.  Gentlemen  Uiat  there 
was  another  class  of  harbours  in  con- 
nection with  which  no  such  question 
arose.  Looking  back  to  the  Beport  of 
the  Eoyal  Commission,  they  would  find 
that  that  Beport  recognized  that  there 
were  large  national  harbours  which  it 
behoved  the  nation  to  provide.  He 
would  appeal  to  the  Government,  and 
ask  them  to  set  about  that  work.  One 
wondered  sometimes  at  the  zeal  shown 
by  the  Government  in  thinking  that  the 
shipowners  of  the  country  should  do 
their  duty.  That  zeal  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  was  commendable ;  but 
while  they  were  looking  for  the  mote  in 
the  eyes  of  the  shipowners,  they  forgot 
all  about  the  beam  in  their  own  eyes. 
He  said  the  duty  of  the  nation  was  to 
provide  these  nationid  harbours,  and  he 
regretted  that  the  President  of  the  Local 
CtoTemment  Board  should  have  given 
it  as  his  deliberate  opinion  that  these 
harbours  of  refuge  would  have  no  effect 
in  saving  life.  He  thought  it  was  a 
poor  compliment  to  the  Committees  and 
the  Boyal  Commission  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  express  an  opi- 
nion in  direct  conflict  with  the  views  of 
a  number  of  practical  men.  Common 
sense  would  seem  to  convince  one  that 
the  construction  of  these  harbours  would 
result  in  the  saving  of  some  lives;  and, 
for  his  part,  he  was  rather  tempted  to 
accept  the  opinion  of  a  body  of  prac- 
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tical  men  than  the  individual  opinion  of 
any  one  Gentleman,  however  well-in- 
formed, or  however  high  his  position. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  said, 
he  believed  that  anyone  who  had  taken 
cognizance  of  the  facts  put  before  the 
House  by  so  many  speakers  must  feel 
that  by  acceding  to  the  Besolution  they 
would  be  doing  good  by  both  hands- 
on  the  one  hand,  to  sailors,  by  providing 
a  refuge  from  the  perils  of  the  sea,  and 
on  the  other  hand  to  labourers,  providing 
a  refuge  from  sheer  destitution.  Dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  United  Kingdom  had 
been  brought  under  the  attention  of  the 
House.  The  claims  of  the  English 
Coast,  East,  South,  and  West,  had  been 
supported;  but  there  had  been  only 
slight  notice  given  to  Ireland.  But  the 
South  Coast  of  Ireland,  with  which  he 
was  well  acquainted,  had  special  claims. 
It  was  the  point  to  which  the  great 
commercial  traffic  between  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain  tended,  and 
where  harbours  would  be  of  the  greatest 
advantage.  -  On  the  South  Coast  of  Ire- 
land there  were  many  points  which 
could  each  be  turned  to  oocount,  notably 
to  the  advantage  of  the  Bahing  industry, 
which  the  House  had  been  told  was  of 
the  highest  practical  importance ;  and, 
if  that  was  so,  there  was  no  part  of  the 
Kingdom  where  the  fishing  interest 
more  deserved  the  fostering  care  of  a 
benevolent  Government  than  in  the 
South  of  Ireland.  Along  the  whole 
Southern  Coast  of  Ireland,  outside  end 
beyond  those  harbours  which  nature  her- 
self provided,  there  was  no  harbour  ac- 
tually constructed  by  man.  On  the 
English  Coast  harbours  abound;  but 
very  little  mone^,  indeed,  had  been  spent 
on  Irish  indastnes,  and  scarcely  anything 
to  promote  the  fishing  indiutry.  In 
these  times  of  depression  and  semi-star- 
vation he  held  it  to  be  the  stern,  impera- 
tive duty  of  every  man  having  the  wel- 
fare of  his  country  at  heart  to  pay 
attention  to  this  subject.  In  Ireland 
this  would  be  followed  by  the  most 
beneficial  results ;  for  he  was  sure  that 
the  South  Coast  of  Ireland  presented 
many  points  that  might  be  turned  to 
practical  account.  He  sincerely  hoped 
that  the  debate  would  bear  good  frnit, 
and  that  the  subject  would  not  be 
shelved  indefinitely. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  toe  BOABD 
OF  TBADE  (Mr.  MimDB£L&)  (Sheffield, 
Brightside)  said,  he  must  compliment 
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the  hoD.  Memberfor  Leeds  (Mr.  Dawson) 
upon  the  able  statement  he  had  made  1o 
the  Hou8e.  The  question  was  one  which 
interested  and  excited  the  sympathies 
of  hon.  Hembers,  whatever  might  be 
tiieir  nationality.  Erery  hon.  Member, 
he  was  sure,  sympathized  with  the  desire 
to  relieve  tiie  distress  of  people  on  land, 
and  to  prevent  loss  of  life  at  sea.  But 
he  hoped  in  this,  as  in  all  things,  tbe 
House  would  be  practical,  and  would 
arrive  at  a  sound  oonclusion.  With  re- 
spect to  harbours,  his  hon.  Friend  tbe 
Member  for  the  St.  Austell  Division  of 
Cornwall  (Mr.  Borlase)  had  told  him  not 
to  ransack  the  pigeon-holes  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  lest  he  should  find  in  them 
something  relating  to  this  question  left 
by  his  Predecessors.  He  could  honestly 
say  that  he  had  found  nothing  left  by 
his  Predecessor  which  indicated  that  any 
sort  of  progress  had  been  made  in  the 
matter.  He  agreed  with  the  introducer 
of  the  Amendment  that  mercantile  har- 
bours ougbt  to  be  provided  by  mercan- 
tile communities.  The  hon.  Member 
had,  however,  spoken  on  behalf  of  a 
smaller  class  of  harbour.  He  entirely 
sympathized  with  the  hon.  Member  in 
the  desiro  to  do  everything  that  could  be 
done,  not  only  for  the  Mercantile  Marine, 
but  also  to  promote  the  great  fishing  in- 
dustries of  the  country,  and  to  insure  the 
safety  and  the  lives  of  our  seafaring 
population.  But  when  a  request  was 
made  that  these  works  should  be  done 
by  the  State  itself,  it  should  not  be  for- 
gotten that  there  had  been  an  enormous 
expenditure  all  round  our  Coasts  on  small 
liarbours  during  the  last  20  years,  and 
that  this  expenditure  had  been  met  by 
loans  from  tiie  Qovemmmt,  which  were 
being  paid  back  with  rapid  punctuality 
and  regularity.  When  one  mhiog  com- 
munity was  paying  for  its  harbour,  and 
meeting  its  engagements  with  regularity, 
how  could  they  propose  that  another 
fishing  locality,  which  was,  perhaps,  a 
rival  to  the  other  district,  should  have 
its  harbour  made  for  it  without  any  cost 
or  responsibility  whatever?  The  com- 
munity which  M  as  discharging  its  duty 
and  helping  itself  would  be  taxed  in 
order  to  assist  the  community  which  was 
not  helping  itself.  The  Committee  had 
recommended  that  loana  should  be  made 
oa  easy  tenos  to  districts  where  har- 
bours were  necessary,  and  that  such 
districts  should  be  encouraged  in  that 
Tay  to  oonsb-uct  their  own  harbours. 


That,  in  his  opinion,  was  the  proper 
course  to  pursue.  He  should  like  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  tbe 
evidence  of  a  gentleman  than  whom  no 
one  was  better  acquainted  with  the  inte- 
rests of  the  fishing  Industry  uid  the 
great  need  of  harbours  round  the  Coasts 
of  the  United  Kingdom— he  meant  Mr. 
Spencer  Walpole,  who  oocupied  the  posi- 
tion of  Fisheries  Commissioner  for  many 
years.  When  before  the  Committee  he 
was  asked  a  question  as  to  whether  the 
construction  of  fishing  harbours  ought 
to  be  undertaken  by  the  localities  or  by 
the  State,  Mr.  Walpole  stated  that  he 
very  strongly  held  toe  opinion  that  the 
construction  of  such  harbours  ought  to 
rest  with  the  locality  and  not  with  tho 
State.  He  was  asked  whether  he  could 
give  any  reason  for  that  conclusion,  and 
he  said  that^  in  the  first  place,  the  con- 
struction of  a  harbour  always  tended  to 
increase  the  value  of  property  in  its 
neigbbourhood ;  and,  therelore,  that  if 
the  State  should  construct  the  harbour 
the  whole  community  would  be  increas- 
ing the  value  of  the  property  of  a  small 
section  of  it.  That  was  a  strong  argu- 
ment, for  within  his  own  knowledge 
land  which  had  been  worth  only  £10  an 
acre  by  the  construction  of  a  harbour 
became  worth  £1,000  an  acre.  If  the 
value  of  property  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  a  hasbour  was  so  enormously  in- 
creased, the  owners  of  that  property 
ought  to  come  forward  and  contribute  to 
the  construction  of  the  harbour.  In  tbe 
next-  place,  Mr.  Walpole  said  that  it 
would  be  almost  impossible  for  tbe  State 
to  provide  harbours  on  all  parts  of  the 
Coast,  and  that  it  must  of  necessity  give 
the  preference  to  some  districts  over 
others.  Then,  again,  Mr.  Walpole  said 
that  he  thought  the  granting  of  State 
aid  discouraged  the  local  people  from 
making  the  efforts  they  would  otherwise 
make.  If  it  were  once  understood  that 
the  State  was  going  to  construct  har- 
bours, no  locality  and  no  private  in- 
dividual would  ever  construct  one  for 
themselves,  but  would  wait  and  hope 
to  obtain  a  State  grant.  That  was  per- 
fectly true;  and  while  he  thought  it  ex- 
tremely desirable  that  this  harbour  ac- 
commodation should  be  provided,  he 
thought  that  the  proper  course  was  to  aid 
Local  Authorities  as  far  aspossible  in  pro- 
viding the  accommodation  for  themselves, 
and  he  did  not  think  that  the  accommo- 
dation should  be  provided  by  a  direct 
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grant  in  favour  of  one  locality  at  the 
expense  of  anotlier.  A  remark  ivhich 
he  had  made  to  a  deputation  with  re- 
ference to  shipowners  being  moi-e  vigi- 
lant had  been  somewhat  misunderstood. 
What  ho  said  was  only  a  quotation  from 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  when  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  who  stated 
that  the  greater  loas  of  life  at  sea  was 
rather  due  to  improper  equipment  or  to 
unseaworthj  vessels  than  to  any  lack  of 
harbour  accommodation.    By  far  the 

freater  loss  of  life  round  our  Coasts  was 
eyond  the  15  miles  limit,  and  therefore 
independent  of  harbour  accommodation. 
All  the  evidence  went  to  show  that  the 
loss  of  life  among  fishermen  was  not 
due  to  lack  of  harbours,  but  that  the 
greatest  loss  arose  at  sea.  It  was  shown 
by  Mr.  Gray,  of  the  Marine  Department 
of  tbe  Board  of  Trade,  that  in  seven 
years  there  were  605  British  vessels  lost, 
witb  a  total  of  1,5G5  lives.  Four  hun- 
dred and  three  of  these  Uvea  were  lost 
within  a  limit  of  15  miles  of  the  shore, 
454  lives  were  lost  somewhat  beyond  the 
15  miles  limit,  while  708  lives  were  lost 
at  sea.  It  appeared,  therefore,  that  out 
of  1,565  lives  lost  in  seven  years  708 
were  totally  unaffected  by  want  of  har- 
bour accommodation.  It  had  been  ad- 
mitted that  the  State  works  ought  not 
to  clash  with  private  enterprizo ;  and  it 
seemed  to  him  that  Mr.  Spencer  Wal- 
pole's  evidence  showed  that  these  grants 
could  not  be  made  without  clashing 
with  private  enterprize,  and  without 
putting  a  stop  to  private  enterprize,  and 
that  they  would,  therefore,  hinder  rather 
than  aid  the  object  they  had  in  view 
by  making  State  grants.  The  next 
question  was  whether,  if  the  Govern- 
ment decided  upon  making  a  number  of 
these  harbours  at  once,  it  would  assist 
the  distressed  classes  now  unemployed, 
and,  if  so,  to  what  extent  it  would  do 
BO  ?  He  bad  consulted  Sir  John  Hawk- 
shaw  on  this  subjoct,  as  he  was  an 
authority  upon  harbour  questions  and  a 
most  experienced  man.  When  be  asked 
Sir  John  Hawkshaw  how  far  the  con- 
struction of  harbours  would  help  the 
unemployed  classes  he  said  that  ho  did 
not  believe  that  they  would  be  able  to 
find  employment  for  any  of  the  distressed 
classes  in  London,  but  that  they  must 
get  the  imemployed  classes  from  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  harbours.  Then 
it  would  be  a  year,  or  a  year  and  a-half, 
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before  the  harbours  were  begun,  for 
surveys  and  plans  of  the  district  would 
have  to  be  made  and  skilled  men  accus- 
tomed to  blasting  operations  employed 
to  clear  the  site,  and  it  was  more  than 
probable  that  before  the  harbour  could 
be  made  homes  for  the  workpeople 
would  have  to  be  built.  Sir  John 
Hawkshaw  said  that  the  tunnel  which 
had  just  been  completed  under  the 
Severn  required  3,000  men  to  be  em- 
ployed, and  their  first  duty  hod  been  to 
spend  £50,000  in  building  houses  for 
the  workmen.  It  wonld  be  a  long 
time,  therefore,  before  men  could  be  got 
at  work.  In  the  next  place,  as  strong, 
hardy  men  would  be  required  for  work 
on  the  harbours,  ho  did  not  see  how  the 
unemployed  classes  of  the  towns  could 
be  employed.  The  largest  amount  which 
it  had  been  suggested  should  be  spent 
on  the  construction  of  harbours  was 
£6,000,000,  extending  over  a  period  of 
six  years.  That  would  be  £500,000 
a-year,  and  what  amount  of  employ- 
ment would  £500,000  a-year  give? 
The  wages  of  the  labouring  classes  of 
this  country  amounted  to  between 
£300,000,000  and  £400,000.000  a-year. 
The  £500,000  it  was  proposed  to  spend 
would  have  to  go,  to  a  large  extent,  to 
pay  for  skilled  labour,  for  engineering 
talent,  and  for  superviuon,  and  very 
little  would  be  left  for  the  employment 
of  unskilled  labour.  The  £500,000 
a-year  for  the  purpose  of  giving  employ- 
ment would  be,  therefore,  a  mere  baga- 
telle, merely  a  drop  in  the  ocean.  If 
they  wanted  to  employ  labour  they 
could  do  it  very  much  more  effectually 
than  by  voting  money  in  that  House  fur 
the  building  of  harbours.  Let  them  re- 
move the  restrictions  which  Parliament 
had  put  upon  the  subscription  of  capital 
for  useful  enterprises.  Only  yesterday 
a  deputation  waited  upon  him  with  re- 
ference to  the  em^oyment  of  £1,500,000 
upon  the  construction  of  a  railway  be- 
tween Derbyshire  and  Yorkshire,  in 
which  a  seven  mile  tunnel  would  occur. 
The  Midland  Eailway  Company  gua- 
ranteed a  minimum  dividend  of  3  per 
cent  upon  the  capital ;  but  the  difficulty 
was  that  the  House  would  not  allow 
interest  to  be  paid  upon  subscribed  capi- 
tal during  construction,  and  it  was 
impossible  to  obtain  the  capital  with- 
out. He  maintained  that  the  House, 
by  passing  the  Besolution  of  Tues- 
day last,  with  reference  to  the  Man- 
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Chester  Ship  Canal  Bill,  allowing  capital 
to  have  free  play,  did  more  to  promote 
the  objects  in  view  than  it  would  by 
pawing  any  number  of  Eesolutions  of 
this  kmd.  Sir  John  Hawkshaw  had 
aesured  him  that,  supposing  the  Govern- 
ment were  to  propose  such  an  enterprize, 
nothing  could  be  done  in  less  than  a 
year  and  a-half.  A  Bill  would  require 
to  be  brought  in,  private  property  would 
have  to  be  taken,  and  the  whole  scheme 
would  have  to  be  planned ;  and  before 
all  that  could  he  done,  the  Qovemmont 
hoped,  at  least,  that  the  present  distress 
would  be  a  thing  of  the  past.  He  had 
consulted  another  great  authority.  Sir 
Bobert  Bawliusoo,  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  and  that  gentleman  declared 
that  the  last  thing  the  Qovernment 
should  do  was  to  contemplate  the  em- 
ployment of  men  with  a  view  to  reliev- 
ing distress  among  the  industrial  classes. 
Let  them  stir  up  the  Local  Authorities. 
The  Local  Authorities  would  do  these 
things  much  better  than  the  Govern- 
ment, because  they  knew  exactly  who 
were  in  a  distressed  condition  and  the 
kind  of  men  to  employ.  He  ventured 
to  say  they  had  two  or  three  speeches  in 
the  course  of  the  evening  that  had  con- 
tributed not  a  little  to  the  value  of  the 
debate.  He  had  never  heard  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  make  a  better 
speech ;  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  had,  with  admirablo  force, 
given  the  House  some  eound  doctrine ; 
and  there  had  been  a  speech  delivered 
from  below  the  Gangway  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh]  especially,  which  every  Member 
of  the  House  should  welcome,  and  none 
BO  heartily  as  those  who  called  them- 
selves the  Conservative  Party,  for  it  con- 
tained a  sound  principle,  on  which  it  was 
to  be  hoped  the  government  of  this 
country  would  always  be  conducted.  It 
was  an  excellent  thing  when  a  man  in 
the  position  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  told  the  working  classes 
not  to  look  to  the  Government  for  em- 
ployment, but  to  their  own  organizations 
and  to  their  own  local  governments ;  and 
to  maintain  that  character  for  independ- 
ence, which,  after  all,  had  always  been 
the  pride  of  the  English  working  classes, 
and  whiohwas  the  bestsafeguard  against 
Socialism.  He  ventured  to  warn  the 
House  against  the  attempt  to  r^eve 


distress  by  employment  afforded  by  the 
Central  Government.  Let  them  look  at 
France.  From  the  baneful  system  of 
State  omployment,  begun  under  the  Em- 
pire, that  country  hod  never  been  able 
to  shake  itself  free.  Only  the  other  day 
he  observed  that  on  the  mere  rumour  of 
fresh  works  being  started  by  the  Govern- 
ment, 100,000  immigrants  from  the  Pro- 
vinces came  ftocking  into  the  capital, 
many  of  them  to  go  away  disappointed, 
and  many  to  remain  to  swell  that 
wretched  prokUriat  which  was  the  terror 
of  the  French  governing  classes.  What 
was  wanted  in  this  country  was  more 
temperance  and  thrift ;  and  while  he  did 
not  want  to  eay  one  word  that  should  be 
thought  mockery  in  this  time  of  distress 
— for  he,  and  every  Member,  sympa- 
thized with  the  distressed  condition  of 
the  people— yet,  after  all,  they  must 
hope  that  from  this  present  adversity 
they  would  pluck  the  bright  jewel  of 
virtue  and  honesty  and iudependenco,and 
that  they  should  learn  from  this  lesson 
the  great  value  of  sustaining  the  national 
character  on  the  old  lines  of  self-help 
and  self-reliance.  He  would  promise 
this  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr,  Daw- 
son)— that  he  would  give  the  most  care- 
ful attention  to  the  Import  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  would  do  whatever  he  could 
to  help  the  classes  for  whom  he  had  in- 
terested himself — the  fishermen  and  the 
seamen — not  only  to  promote  their  in- 
dustry, but  to  preserve  their  lives.  If 
he  failed,  it  would  not  be  for  want  of 
sympathy,  or  from  want  of  will  to  render 
such  help  as  was  within  his  power. 

Mr,  DAWSON  said,  that  after  the 
assurance  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
he  should  be  willing  to  withdraw  his 
Motion. 

Ma.  LANE  (Cork  Co.,  E.)  said,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  dwelt  on 
the  propriety  of  neighbourhoods  which 
required  harbours  of  refuge  relying  on 
their  own  resources  for  their  construc- 
tion. That  might  be  all  very  well  for 
England ;  but  the  circumstances  of  Ire- 
land prevented  her  people  from  relying 
on  self-help.  The  owners  of  property 
in  that  country  never  came  forward  to 
bear  their  share  of  any  burthen  for  the 
benefit  of  the  locality  with  which  they 
were  connected,  and  with  which  it  might 
be  reasonably  expected  that  they  would 
identify  themselves.  It  was  well  known 
that  in  the  Eastern  parts  of  Ireland, 
where  harbours  of  refuge  were  required, 
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people  in  the  different  localities  had 
been  quite  willing  on  every  occaBion  to 
come  forward  and  bear  their  port  of  the 
expenses.  This  was  notably  eo  in  tho 
case  of  the  large  works  commenced  and 
completed  at  Arlrlow  and  other  places; 
but  it  was  quite  useless  to  ask  the  Local 
Government  Board  to  assist  in  works  of 
this  kind  in  those  districts  of  the  West 
of  Ireland,  where  the  people  were  starv- 
ing, and  where  the  poor  rates  had  been 
raised  to  the  very  highest  pitoh.  The 
speeches  which  had  been  made  to-night 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Carlow  (Mr.  Blalce)  and  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Qalway 
(Colonel  Nolan)  had  been  pointed  more 
to  tho  expenditure  of  public  money  in 
the  districts  where  the  people  were  un- 
able to  bear  any  share  of  the  expenses, 
rather  than  to  those  prosperous  and  rich 
districts  on  the  East  and  North-East 
Coasts  of  Ireland  in  which  harbours  had 
already  been  constructed.  He  assured 
the  House  that  it  was  through  no  want 
of  inclination  on  the  ^art  of  the  poor 
people  in  those  localities  that  tboy  did 
not  contribute  to  the  expense  of  con- 
structing tho  harbours;  it  wm  simply 
because  they  were  utterly  anable  to  do 
so.  Lately,  he  himself  had  occasion  to 
serve  upon  a  committee  of  gentlemen  in 
the  South  of  Ireland  who  had  under- 
taken the  task  of  providing  fishing  boats 
for  the  fishermen  of  the  South-Western 
Coast.  These  gentlemen,  out  of  their 
own  pockets,  undertook  to  supply  large 
boats,  costing  from  £600  to  £800  each, 
to  the  fishermen  on  the  Coasts  of  the 
counties  of  Cork,  Kerry,  and  Waterford ; 
but  the  fishermen  positively  refused  to 
become  responsible  for  tho  boats,  for  the 
simple  reason  that  there  was  no  fishery 
harbour  along  the  whole  Coast  line  in 
which  they  could  safely  anchor  the 
vessels  upon  the  return  from  fishing. 
That  was  one  of  the  proofs  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  asked  for, 
that  the  people  of  the  locality  wore 
anxious  to  help  themselves.  Tho  Irish 
people  had  been  constantly  taunted  with 
coming  for  grants  from  the  Imperial 
Parliament;  but  it  had  been  proved 
here,  during  the  last  few  weeks,  that 
instead  of  the  Irish  people  always 
coming  as  beggars  to  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment they  were  contributing  far  more 
than  their  share  of  the  Imperial  taxation 
to  the  Exchequer,  upon  which  they  made 

Mr.  Lane 


such  futile  claims  from  time  to  time  in 
favour  of  useful  measures,  such  as  those 
contemplated  in  this  discussion.  Ho 
thought  that  the  principal  point  which 
had  been  advanced  by  Irish  Members  in 
favour  of  the  strengthening  of  fishing 
harbours  had  been  unnoticed  by  many 
speakers.  Tho  Irish  Bepresentativos 
did  not  appeal  to  the  House  to  construct 
fishing  harbours  for  the  mere  purpose 
of  providing  temporary  work.  They 
took  a  more  far-reaching  and  wider 
view  of  the  matter  than  tne  mere  tem- 
porary employment  of  idle  hands.  It 
had  been  seen  that  wherever  in  Ireland 
harbours  had  been  constructed  for  the 
benefit  of  the  fishing  traffic  an  excellent 
traffic  had  been  established,  and  thriv- 
ing localities  had  arisen  all  around  the 
harbours.  Buildings  had  been  erected 
for  the  curing  of  fish,  and  the  result  was 
that  in  all  of  those  places  which  were 
formerly  dependent  upon  the  poor  rates, 
which  were  never  more  than  a  few 
weeks  removed  from  the  point  of  starv- 
ing, there  flourishing  communities  had 
sprung  up,  and  there  was  no  such  thing 
known  as  poverty  or  starvation.  That 
was  the  reason  the  Irish  Members  re- 
garded it  as  their  imperative  duty  to 
press  the  question  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  with  the  pertinacity  with 
which  they  had  done  that  evening,  and 
not  merely  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
a  few  months'  work  for  men  who  were 
now  out  of  employment.  He  did  not 
think  the  argument  which  was  used  by 
the  two  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Front  Ministerial  Bench  was  one  which 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  weigh  very  much 
with  the  House — ^namely,  that  it  would 
take  a  couple  of  years  at  least  to  pro- 
vide the  plans  and  specifications  and 
estimates  ror  these  harbours  of  refugo. 
There  was  an  old  adage,  "Where  there's 
a  will  there's  a  way,'*  and  another, 
"  There  are  none  so  blind  as  those  who 
will  not  see."  If  the  Bopresentatives  of 
the  Treasury  in  the  House  were  actuated 
by  a  sincere  wish  to  see  these  works  com- 
menced they  could  in  a  very  few  days — 
not  weeks  or  months — provide  the  esti- 
mates and  specifications  necessary  for 
the  small  harbours,  which  only  required 
upon  then  an  outlay  of  £40,000  or 
£50,000.  He  knew  one  harbour,  that 
of  Ballycotton,  in  the  county  of  Cork, 
which  would  only  cost  something  likg 
£20,000  or  £30,000.  The  pier  was  not 
completed  yet;  but  it  had  been  pushed 
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forward  so  very  rapidly  lately  that  the 
fiBhermen  of  that  place  were  able  to  use 
it  to  a  very  large  extent.  Only  hy  to- 
day's post  he  had  received  a  letter  from 
the  paistor  of  the  parish,  acknowledging 
the  great  benefits  which  had  been  do- 
rived  by  the  fiBbermen  of  the  district 
through  the  harbour,  though  the  work 
was  not  yet  completed,  and  also  acknow- 
ledging that  the  people  of  the  district 
wore  in  a  large  measure  indebted  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Penrose  Fitzgerald)  for  the 
grant  which  was  given  to  them  by  the 
Qovernment  for  the  harbour.  It  was 
by  the  construction  of  other  harbours 
like  that  at  Ballycottonthat  the  greatest 
amount  of  good  could  he  done  for  the 
fishing  industry  in  Ireland,  and  not  by 
the  construction  of  large  harbours  of 
refuge,  which  would  cost  something 
like  £1,000,000  or  £2,000,000  sterling. 
Such  costly  harbours  might  be  wanted 
in  England  ;  but  in  the  case  of  Ireland 
what  was  wanted  was  a  neries  of  small 
harbours  anoh  as  he  had  referred  to. 
He  trusted  that  the  President  of  the 
Local  GK>vemment  Board  and  the 
offlciala  of  the  Treasury  would  turn 
their  attention  to  this  subject,  and  be 
able  to  see  their  way  to  meet  the  views 
which  he  (Mr.  Lone)  and  his  hon. 
Friends  had  expressed  in  regard  to  the 
harbour  accommodation  on  the  Ooasta 
of  Ireland. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toitMrawn. 

BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE  —  NOTIOES 

OF  QUESTIONS.— RESOLUTION. 

Sib  HENET  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
(Essex,  Epping),  in  rising  to  move — 

"  That,  pending  the  judgmeDt  of  the  Honse 
on  the  Report  of  any  Committee  appointed  to 
cotiBider  the  Business  of  the  House,  it  shall  be 
an  Order  of  this  House  ; 

"  That  Notices  of  Questions  be  given  by 
Uembers  in  writing  to  the  Clerk  at  the  Tabl^ 
Tiithoat  reading  them  vivft  voce  in  the  House, 
nnleu  the  consent  of  the  Speaker  to  any  par- 
tioidar  Question  has  been  previously  obtained," 

said :  I  am  anxious  that  the  House 
should  allow  me,  for  a  few  moments,  to 
bring  before  it  the  special  question  of 
which  I  have  given  Notice.  Now,  Sir, 
I  am  quite  aware  of  the  force  of  the 
argument  which  may  be  raised  against 
this  Motion — namely,  that  the  Govern- 
ment having  proposed  to  constitute  a 
Oommittee  to  inquire  into  the  whole 
quest^m  of  the  Pzooednre  of  the  House, 
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it  is,  therefore,  premat^ire  on  the  part  of 
any  hon.  Member  to  approach  the  sub- 
ject in  a  fragmentary  manner  in  an 
endeavour  to  grapple  effectively  with  it. 
The  branch  of  the  subject,  however,  to 
which  I  wish  to  call  attention  is  one 
upon  which  there  is  practical  unanimity 
in  the  House.  I  believe  that  the  disad- 
vantages of  the  present  system  have 
shown  themselves  to  be  so  great  within 
the  last  few  years,  that  the  House  will 
have  no  difficult  in  arriving  at  a  unani- 
mous decision  concerning  the  need  for 
improvement.  The  object  of  my  Motion 
is,  if.  possible,  to  prevent  what  has  really 
become  a  great  waste  of  public  time. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  Ques- 
tions put  in  this  House  have  assumed, 
in  recent  times,  a  most  inordinate  length, 
and  there  can  be  little  doubt  that  the 
Forms  of  the  House  have  been  much 
abused.  Formerly,  it  was  always  under- 
stood that  the  Questions  should  be  sub- 
mitted  to  your  judgment.  Sir,  in  order 
that  you  might  eliminate  anything  of 
an  argumentative  nature  in  them,  (ur 
anything  outside  the  limit  of  a  proper 
Question.  But  the  habit  whioh  has 
been  adopted  within  the  last  few  years 
has  been  to  place  Questions  before  the 
House  without  due  Notice,  thereby  es- 
caping the  supervision  of  yourself  and 
of  the  OflBcers  of  the  House;  and  by 
that  means  many  Questions  have  as- 
sumed that  argumentative  character 
which  it  was  originally  intended  not 
to  allow.  I  propose  my  Motion  with 
a  view  of  putting  a  stop  to  this  irre^- 
larity  in  our  proceedings,  and  to  bring 
book  the  Questions  to  the  form  formerly 
adopted.  I  believe  the  adoption  of  the 
Motion  which  I  have  ventured  to  place 
on  the  Paper  would  leave  the  Questions 
very  much  in  the  position  which  they 
occupied  until  recent  years.  Perhaps  I 
may  D9  allowed  to  show  the  House  how 
these  Questions  have  grown  in  modem 
days.  I  can  remember  the  time  when, 
in  tiie  ordinary  pruitice  of  the  Hoiue, 
it  was  very  rare  to  see  on  the  Notice 
Paper  more  than  20  Questions.  I  have 
here  a  list  showing  the  remarkable  way 
in  which  they  have  grown.  Up  to  1874 
tbere  was  hardly  an  occasion  when  that 
number  of  20  was  exceeded,  and  the 
House  proceeded  with  the  real  Business 
of  the  evening  at  a  roasonable  hour. 
On  the  23rd  of  June,  1874.  the  number 
of  Questions  rose  to  37.  In  1880  they 
rose  to  44  on  one  occasion,  and  later  in 
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the  same  year  to  47.  In  1881  the 
number  of  Questions  was  57  ;  in  1884 
the  number  rose  to  61  ;  iu  February  of 
that  year  to  63 ;  in  April  of  the  same 
year  the  number  was  72;  in  Novem- 
ber, 1884,  the  number  rose  to  87 ;  and 
in  December  the  number  was  78.  In 
March  of  t^e  present  year  the  number, 
on  one  occasion,  was  77 ;  while  yester- 
day the  number  was  86.  Not  only  hfw 
the  practice  of  putting  Questions  grown 
immensely,  but  there  has  arisen  another 
practice  of  putting  a  number  of  supple- 
mentary Questions  which  spring  out  of 
the  answers  given,  with  the  object  of 
arguing  against  the  view  drawn  out  by 
the  original  Question,  thereby  becoming 
a  sort  of  speech,  and  involving  a  great 
waste  of  the  time  of  the  House.  I  be- 
lieve that  this  is  contrary  to  the  spirit 
in  which  Questions  should  be  brought 
before  us,  and  certainly  constitutes  a 
great  waste  of  the  time  of  the  House. 
Hon.  Members  are  aware  that,  in  recent 
times,  the  House  did  not  begin  Busi- 
ness till  5.30,  or  even  later;  and  I 
venture  to  think  they  will  agree  with 
me  in  saying  that  Questions  have,  in 
fact,  grown  to  be  an  abuse  of  oar  pro- 
oeedinga,  and  of  the  legitimate  opportu- 
nity which  undoubtedly  ought  to  be 
afforded  of  making  inquiries  on  import- 
ant Bubjects  of  Ministers,  To  remedy 
the  abuse,  I  think  it  is  not  necessary  to 
wait  for  the  decision  of  the  Committee 
on  Procedure ;  and  the  Motion  which  I 
have  placed  on  the  Paper  is  that  all 
Questions  should  be  submitted  to  you, 
Sir,  or  to  the  Officers  of  the  House, 
without  being  read  vivd  voce  in  the 
House,  unless  your  consent  should  have 
been  previously  obtained.  I  will  not  de- 
tain the  House  further,  because  I  believe 
that  there  is  great  unanimity  on  the 
subject ;  and  I  have  ventured  to  bring 
it  forward  because  I  believe  that  the 
House  has  the  remedy  in  its  own  hands, 
and  may,  to  a  very  oonsidei-able  extent, 
remove  the  grievance  of  whioh  we  com- 
plain. I  beg  to  move  the  Besolution  of 
whioh  I  have  given  Notice. 

Sia  BOBEiBX  FOWLEB  (London) : 
I  be^  to  seoond  the  Motion ;  and  before 
the  right  hon.  Qeutleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  rises  to  reply  there  is 
one  point  to  which  I  should  like  to  oall 
his  attention.  I  know  there  is  a  legiti- 
mate complaint  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  great  waste  of  time 
which  t^ea  place  in  reference  to  putting 

Sir  Henry  Sthoin-IbUUn 


Questions  on  Mondays  and  Thursdays, 
which  are  Qovernment  nights ;  and  what 
I  wish  to  ask  is,  whether  something 
cannot  be  done  in  order  to  secure  that 
Questions  shall  be  answered  more  gene- 
rallyon  Tuesdays  and  Fridays  than  upon 
Government  nights  ?  Friday  is  a  semi- 
Government  night ;  but  it  not  uofre- 
quently  happens  that  no  Government 
Easiness  is  transacted  on  Fridays,  and 
it  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be  for  the 
convenienoe  of  the  Government  to  sub- 
stituto  Tuesdays  and  Fridays  for  Mon- 
days and  Thursdays.  Now,  I  under- 
stand that  there  is  an  indisposition  on 
the  part  of  Members  of  the  Government 
to  answer  Questions  on  Tuesday  nights. 
I  am  informed  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir 
Charles  "W.  Dilke),  when  he  was  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affaire, 
particularly  requested  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  East  Toxteth  Division  of  Liver- 
pool (Baron  H.  Do  Worms),  who  was 
then  Member  for  Greenwich,  to  address 
his  Questions  on  Government  nights, 
because,  in  that  ease,  he  was  sure  to  be 
present.  The  consequence  is  that  a 
whole  string  of  Questions  is  put  down 
on  Government  nights ;  while  me  Paper 
on  other  nights  is  comparatively  jne. 
I  should  have  thought  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  rather  object  to  their  time 
being  occupied,  instead  of  that  of  private 
Members,  and  it  is  with  this  object  that 
I  have  called  attention  to  the  matter. 
I  certainly  shall  support  the  Motion 
which  has  been  moved  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  I  believe  there  will  be  great 
unanimity  upon  it,  and  I  hope  the 
House  will  adopt  it,  without  waiting  the 
decision  of  the  Committee  on  Procedure. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 

end  of  the  QueBtion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  Notices  of  Questions  be  given  hy  Members  in 
■writing  to  the  Clerk  at  the  Table,  -without  read- 
ing them  vivE  voce  in  the  Hoaae,  unless  the 
consent  of  the  Speaker  to  taiy  particulw  Ques- 
tion has  been  previonaly  obtained,"— •(fiiV  Emrj/ 
Selwin-Ibhetnn^ 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  ths  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  William  HABOoniiT) 
(Derby)  :  I  will  first  answer  the  Ques- 
tion which  has  been  put  to  me  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  aw  just  sat  down, 
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and  I  can  assare  him  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  no  feeling  whatever  as  to  the 
putting  of  Questions  on  Government 
nights.  If  they  hare  any  preference 
on  the  subject— not  that  I  am  entitled 
to  express  any  preference  on  their  be- 
half— it  would  be  rather  in  favour  of 
Questions  being  asked  on  private  Mem- 
bers* nights.  I  do  not  know  who  ia  the 
informant  of  the  hon.  Member  as  to  the 
desire  of  any  Member  of  the  Govern* 
ment  in  regard  to  the  putting  of  Ques* 
tioQS ;  but  the  doctrine,  as  X  have  alirays 
understood  it,  is  that  it  is  the  duty  of 
every  Member  of  the  Government  to  be 
here  at  4.30,  and  to  remain  until  the 
rising  of  the  House,  and  I  believe  that 
in  whatever  capacity  we  may  serve  wo 
always  ful61  that  duty,  and  it  is  not 
within  my  knowledge  that  any  Members 
of  the  Government  have  departed  from 
that  rule.  In  regard  to  the  Motion,  I 
can  express  my  entire  concurrence  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
though  it  is  a  delicate  matter  for  a 
Member  of  the  Gov^Timent  to  express 
an  opinion  upon,  as  they  are  the  viotims 
in  the  matter.  It  is  not  for  them  to 
complain.  Everybody  must  feel  that 
the  growth  of  Questions  is  a  serious 
evil,  and  that  it  has  made  a  very  serious 
inroad  upon  the  Business  of  the  House. 
"When  I  first  became  a  Member  of  the 
House  there  were  few  Questions  put, 
and  those  only  on  really  important  eub- 
jects.  It  was  rarely  that  they  occupied 
a  quarter  of  an  hour;  whereas  they  now 
frequently  take  one  and  a-half  and  even 
two  hours.  It  is,  of  course,  for  the  House 
to  j  udge  what  steps  they  will  take  in  the 
matter.  The  Government  have  no  autho- 
rity to  intervene,  or  to  dictate  to  the  House 
in  any  way  upon  the  subject.  If  I  may 
venture  to  aUude  to  what  takes  place 
outside  the  House,  I  must  say  that  I 
cannot  but  observe  that  in  the  news- 
papers the  Questions  occupy  very  often 
twice  as  much  space  as  the  rest  of  the 
report.  So  long  as  the  newspapers  thus 
encourage  the  practice  it  will  continue. 
Personally,  I  should  be  glad  to  see  a 
return  to  the  old  practice,  when  none 
but  really  important  Questions  were 
asked.  Everybody  will  agree  that  some 
Questions  are  much  more  important 
than  others ;  but  it  is  not  so  much  the 
actual  Question  as  the  preliminary  canter 
which  is  objectionable.  There  is  gene- 
rally a  sort  of  hostile  countor- Question, 
and  then  Qaestiona  are  asked  one  against 


the  other,  which  not  only  occupy  time, 
but  excite  a  certain  amount  of  warmth 
of  feeling.  As  to  the  substance  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  Motion,  it  is 
well-known  that  the  Government  have 
intended  to  submit  a  proposition  to  the 
same  effect  to  a  Committee  of  Procedure ; 
and,  therefore,  if  the  House  is  generaUy 
in  favour  of  the  Motion,  I  shall  be  happy 
to  support  it.  If  the  first  clause  of  the 
Motion  were  omitted,  and  the  last  sen- 
tence were  avreed  to,  it  would  become  a 
Sessional  Order,  and  would  read  thus — 

< '  ThatNotices  of  Questions  bo  g^ven  by  Mem- 
bers in  writing  to  the  Clerk  at  the  Table,  with- 
out reading  them  vivfi  voce  in  this  House,  nnleta 
the  consent  of  the  Speaker  to  any  partioiilar 
Question  has  been  previously  obtained." 

I  would  appeal  to  the  House  to  adopt 
the  latter  part  of  the  Besolution;  be- 
cause,  if  it  becomes  a  Sessional  Order, 
it  will  conduce  to  the  saving  of  time, 
and  will  prevent  the  fighting  Questions 
and  the  counter- Questions  which  we  all 
deprecate,  and  which  have  become  such 
an  irregularity  in  our  proceedings.  In 
that  form  I  shall  be  happy  to  support  the 
Motion. 

Srn  MICHAEL  HIOKS-BBAOH 

(Bristol,  W.):  I  am  delighted  to  hear 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Members  of  the 
Government  to  remain  till  the  rising  of 
the  House;  but  I  am  afraid  that  it  is  a 
rule — as  it  was  shown  to  bo  last  night — 
more  honoured  in  the  breach  than  the 
observance.  I  have  listened  with  plea- 
sure to  my  right  hon.  Friend  behind  me 
(^r  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson),  and  I  have 
no  objootion  whatever  to  the  main  part 
of  his  Besolution.  Indeed,  our  own 
proposals  went  further,  and  required 
that  some  kind  of  classification  of  Ques- 
tions would  be  made.  But  the  Com- 
mittee  will  deal  with  the  whole  subject, 
and  will  consider  any  [nnposals  which 
Her  Majesty^B  Government  may  think 
it  proper  to  make.  I  will  only  venture 
to  say  this  in  regard  to  Questions 
put  in  the  House — that  although  they 
may  not  form  part  of  the  most  important 
Business  of  the  House,  yet,  at  the 
same  time,  it  must  be  admitted  that 
they  excite  a  great  deal  of  interest, 
for  at  no  time  during  the  evening  is  the 
House  BO  full.  Therefore,  though  we 
may  be  extremely  anxious,  as  far  as  we 
can,  to  classify  Questions,  the  House 
would  not  be  very  willing  to  limit  the 
right  of  addressing  Questions  to  the 
QoTemment  of  the  day.  I  hope,  too, 
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that  the  Government  vill  remember  that 
the  time  of  the  House  is  occupied,  not 
merely  by  the  Questions  put,  by  also  by 
the  answers  given,  which  I  trust  the 
Ministers  will  make  as  conoise  as 
possible. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  do  not 
rise  for  the  purpose  of  making  any 
special  comments  of  my  own,  but  merely 
to  say  that  I  think  some  of  the  remarks 
which  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  moved  the  Besolution,  and 
from  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  taken 
part  in  the  discussion,  deserve  a  better 
answer  than  they  have  received.  It  is 
all  very  well  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  leads  the  Opposition  to  talk 
about  the  classification  of  Questions; 
but  it  must  always  occur  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  represent  Irish  constituencies 
that,  for  many  years,  Question  time  has 
been  for  Ireland  the  most  important 
time  of  the  House.  But  Questions 
which  are  of  the  greatest  interest  and 
importance  to  hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land and  their  constttuoDcies  may  not 
appear  of  equal  importance  to  the  Autho- 
rities of  the  House,  or  to  those  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  have  very  much  the 
direction  of  the  Business  of  the  House. 
The  privilege  of  patting  those  Questions 
is  the  only  possible  means  at  our  dis- 
posal for  bringing  serious  grievances  to 
the  notice  of  the  House,  and  of  fre- 
quently getting  them  redressed.  Unat- 
tached, OS  I  am,  to  either  of  the  great 
Parties  in  the  House,  I  feel  bound  to 
take  this  opportunity  of  protesting,  in 
the  strongest  possible  way,  against  the 
theory  being  accepted  by  the  Committee 
which  is  supposed  to  deal  with  the  Bules 
of  Procedure  in  the  House  that  Ques- 
tions, although  they  may  occasionally 
swell  to  a  considerable  length,  at  any 
time  result  in  the  waste  of  the  time  of  the 
House.  There  was  one  striking  obser- 
vation which  fell  from  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  it  was  that  he  had 
noticed  that  the  public  Press  devote  a 
larger  space  to  reporting  Questions  and 
answers  than  to  the  other  political  Busi- 
ness. Now,  in  the  course  of  some  years 
spent  in  political  life  I  have  noticed  that 
the  pubuc  Press  is  very  much  in  the 
habit  of  reporting  what  the  public  want 
to  read  ;  and  no  better  proof  can  be  given 
than  that  mentioned  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  public  take  a  greater 
interest  in  the  Questions  and  answers 
than  in  the  speeches  of  hon.  Gentlemen. 

Sir  MuAmI  Sich-Beaeh 


So  far,  therefore,  from  adopting  the  ad- 
vice of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
it  would,  on  the  contrary,  be  only  reason- 
able and  right  that  the  Committee  to 
whom  we  are  about  to  refer  the  Rules 
of  the  House  should  take  into  their  con- 
sideration for  their  guidance  what  the 
action  of  the  Press  is.  I  think,  also, 
that  we  might,  with  benefit  to  ourselves, 
notice  what  part  of  our  proceedings  is 
reported  at  the  greatest  length,  and  get 
an  indication  from  it  of  the  importance 
which  the  public  attach  to  our  prooeed- 
ings.  I  will  only  add,  in  conclusion, 
that  ifthe  practice  of  asking  Questionsin 
this  House  has  had  an  extraordinary  de- 
velopment, it  is  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
House  is  becoming  steadily  more  and 
more  democratic.  There  is  a  larger 
section  of  private  independent  Members 
who,  while  they  continue  upon  certain 
great  issues  to  follow  the  Leaders  who 
Bit  upon  the  Front  Benches,  are  not 
content  to  do  nothing  but  vote.  After 
the  first  year,  or  even  the  first  few  months 
of  the  new  Parliament  are  over,  it  will 
be  found  that  the  only  way  for  a  Mem- 
ber not  high  among  political  Parties  of 
the  House  to  direct  attention  to  a 
grievance  and  to  get  it  remedied  is  by 
asking  Questions. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  COWEN  (Newoastle- 
on-Tyne) :  I  entirely  i^ree  with  the  ob- 
servations of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Dil- 
lon) ;  because  I  think  that  if  we  cnrtail 
the  Questions  we  shall  be  curtailing 
the  Privileges  of  the  House.  It  is  not 
the  use,  but  the  abuse,  of  Questions  that 
is  objectionable.  There  has,  however, 
been  a  reason  for  the  multiplication  of 
Questions  of  recent  years,  and  that  is  the 
persistent  encroachment  upon  the  rights 
of  private  Members  which  was  made  in 
the  last  Parliament  by  the  Government. 
If  you  attempt  to  dam  up  water  in  one 
direction  it  will  burst  forth  in  another; 
and,  therefore,  pressure  has  been  put 
upon  hon.  Members  to  bring  forward 

gnevances  in  the  shape  of  Questions, 
ut  the  object  of  my  right  hon.  £Viend 
the  Member  for  the  E^ping  Division  of 
Essex  (Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson)  is  to 
do  away  with  a  manifest  public  nuisance ; 
and  I  think  the  House  will  concur  with 
my  right  hon.  Friend  that  the  nuisance 
is  one  which  ought  to  be  checked.  No 
one  wishes  to  curtail  the  right  of  Mem- 
bers to  question  Ministers ;  otherwise 
Ministers  would  soon  become  despotic. 
Much  of  the  abuse  of  questioning  is  not 
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in  the  Qaestioiu  themselves,  bat  in  the 

ambiguous  manner  in  which  they  are 
answered.  At  the  same  time,  there  are, 
undoubtedly,  a  large  number  of  Ques- 
tions which  are  purely  of  local  interest ; 
and  I  think  the  House  will  agree  that  if 
anything  is  to  be  done  we  ought  to  in- 
sist that  they  and  the  answers  should 
be  printed  and  circulated.  [Crw*  of 
"  No  !  "]  My  hon.  Friends  say  "  No 
but  there  are  a  large  number  which  are 
of  interest  only  to  a  small  nuuiber  of 
Members — probably  not  more  than  100 
persons—out-of-doors.  And  ought  a 
small  Question,  which  concerns  100  in 
number  of  individuals,  to  stop  the  whole 
Business  of  the  nation  ?  It  will  be  quite 
possible  to  preserve  the  right  intact,  and 
at  the  same  time  to  lessen  the  time  occn- 
pied  by  frivolous,  local,  and  imnecessary 
Questions.  I  have  already  suggested 
whether  it  would  not  be  possible  for 
you.  Sir,  of  your  own  motion,  to  take  the 
initiative,  and  direct  certain  Questions 
and  answers  to  be  printed  without  a 
distinct  order  from  the  House.  There 
can  be  no  kind  of  objection  to  that 
course,  and  I  think  it  would  be  a  useful 
proceeding  if  it  were  adopted. 

Me.  sexton  (Sligo,  S.) :  I  agree 
with  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Cowen)  in 
one  respect  and  disagree  with  him  in 
another.  There  is  nothing  surprising 
in  finding  the  two  Front  Benches  agre^ 
on  such  a  Motion.  If  Ministers  had 
their  way  they  would  gladly  assent  to 
any  Motion  for  putting  an  end  to'Ques- 
tions  altogether;  for  it  is  one  of  the 
most  irksome  proceedings  of  the  House, 
in  the  opinion  of  Ministers.  I  do  not 
think,  however,  that  the  convenience  of 
Gentlemen  who  are  liberally  paid  to 
devote  themselves  to  the  public  service, 
or  their  opinions,  should  be  conclusive 
on  the  present  question.  I  disagree, 
however,  with  my  hon.  Friend  on  an- 
other point.  He  has  spoken  of  local 
Questions,  and  I  find  that  a  strange 
misapprehension  exists  on  this  subject. 
It  is  precisely  to  that  class  of  Questions 
known  as  local  Questions  that  it  is 
necessary  to  attract  the  force  of  opinion 
in  the  House  end  the  country.  In 
matters  of  Imperial  policy  relating  to 
some  matter  within  the  common  know- 
ledge of  the  Empire  there  is  not  much 
danger  of  harm.  The  danger  is  when 
some  Jack  in  Office  in  a  remote  locality 
tramples  on  the  rights  of  the  people.  It 
is  exactly  where  there  is  no  uee  current 
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of  public  opinion  in  Ireland  that  Mem- 
bers ought  to  appeal  to  that  publicity 
which  the  House  and  the  Press  of  the 
nation  provide.  I  invite  hon.  Gentle- 
men above  the  Gangway  and  in  all  parts 
of  the  House  to  consider  this  as  a  ques- 
tion, and  to  regard  it  as  one  which 
affects  the  well-being  and  the  right  of 
their  constituents.  Although  hon.  Mem- 
bers may  rush  at  the  suggestion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  they  may  find,  in  the 
end,  that  they  have  come  to  a  hasty  con- 
elusion,  and,  when  it  is  too  late,  that  they 
have  given  up  one  of  their  most  valuable 
rights.  I  must  say  I  think,  in  regard 
to  the  Motion  before  the  House,  that  it 
is  a  matter  which  had  much  better  be 
left  to  the  discretion  of  the  House  th&xi 
settled  by  any  hard-and-fast  rule.  I 
think,  Sir,  if  you  were  questioned  on 
the  subject,  you  would  admit  that  your 
attention  has  already  been  drawn  to  the 
practice  of  reading  out  Questions  in  ad- 
vance. A  short  time  ago  I  was  obliged 
to  call  attention  to  the  practice  resorted 
to  by  certain  Orange  Members  of  read- 
ing out  Notices  of  Questions  of  a  vexa- 
tious and  frivolous  character;  and  when, 
in  the  face  of  the  House,  I  appealed, 
Sir,  for  your  judgment,  you  stated  that 
you  desired  to  have  the  opinion  or  action 
of  the  House  upon  this  practice  of  read- 
ing Notices  of  Questions  in  advance. 
Since  you  were  pleased  to  deliver  that 
opiuion  from  your  place,  t^e  Orange 
Members  have  been  reduced  to  dumb- 
ness. No  one  Member  of  the  Orange 
Party  has  ventured  to  read  out  a  No- 
tice of  a  Question.  Then,  I  think,  Sir, 
that  your  opinion  may  be  left  to  fructify 
in  the  minds  of  hon.  Members  before 
we  are  driven  to  adopt  so  severe  a  mea- 
sure as  this.  Then,  in  the  second  place, 
we  are  waiting  for  the  decision  of  the 
Committee  on  Procedure.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  west 
Bristol  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  wishes 
to  carry  the  matter  still  further,  because 
he  wishes  to  leave  it  in  your  hands  to 
classify  the  Questions. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICES-BEACH  :  I 
proposed  that  it  should  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Procedure. 

Mb.  SKXTON  :  I  apprehend  that  all 
Questions  of  this  nature  should  form 
part  of  the  subject  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is, 
I  believe,  to  be  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee which  it  is  proposed  to  nominate 
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to-night.  Therflfore,  it  is  hardly  fair 
that  he  should  takp  upon  himself  to  an- 
ticipate the  work  of  a  Committee  of 
-which  he  is  to  be  a  Member.  There  are 
to  be  33  Members  of  that  Committee, 
and  I  trust  that  this,  as  well  as  all  other 
questions  in  regard  to  the  Procedure  of 
the  House,  will  he  leSt  to  it,  and  that 
the  House  will  not  be  placed  in  the 
absurd  position  of  arriving  at  a  con- 
clusion which  may  turn  out  to  be  con- 
trary to  that  which  the  Committeo  may 
adopt. 

Mb.  0BAIG-8EIXAB  (Lanarkshire, 
Fartick) :  I  dissent  altogether  from  the 
views  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton) ;  and  I  should  be 
glad,  if  I  were  in  Order,  to  move  an 
addition  to  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Epping 
Division  of  Essex  (Sir  Henry  Selwin- 
Ibbetson),  to  the  effect  that  the  Stand- 
ing Order  should  not  only  extend  to 
such  Questions  as  he  suggests,  but 
that  Mr.  Speaker  should  he  authorized, 
or  a  Committee  should  he  appointed, 
with  authority  to  distinguish  between 
Questions  that  are  local  and  Questions 
that  are  Imperial,  and  that  local  Ques- 
tions which  could  be  answered  very 
much  better  by  the  Department  should 
be  answered  by  the  Department,  either 
by  communication  or  letter  from  the 
Minister  in  charge  of  the  Department, 
whereas  Xmperiaf  Questions  should  he 
answered  by  Ministers  in  the  House. 
Many  of  my  constituents  write  to  me 
on  matters  of  local  iutereat,  and  I  have 
always  found,  on  going  to  the  Depart- 
ment, that  I  could  get  a  much  better 
answer  than  I  should  have  got  if  I  had 
put  the  Question  to  a  Minister  in  this 
House.  I  also  find  that  the  answer 
obtained  in  this  way  did  not  take  up 
more  time  than  the  preparation  of  a  Par- 
liamentary answer ;  but  there  was  a 
conBiderable  amount  of  practical  con- 
venience gained  both  in  the  information 
supplied  to  my  constituents,and  in  saving 
the  time  of  the  House  by  preventing  un- 
necessary Questions  from  being  put  to 
Ministers.  I  think,  therefore,  there 
oi^ht  to  be  some  means  of  distinguish- 
ing between  local  and  Imperii  Ques- 
tions, so  that  local  Questions  might  he 
answered  by  the  Department  and  Im- 
perial Questions  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. We  have  had  since  the  new 
Parliament  assembled  some  60,  70,  and 
even  80  Questiona  aaked  of  the  Goveni- 
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ment  in  the  course  of  a  single  day.  But 
how  many  of  them  are  Imperial  Ques- 
tions ?  The  bulk  of  them  are  local 
Que&tioDS,  which  would  be  much  more 
satisfactorily  answered  by  the  Depart- 
ment. The  suggestion  I  would  make  is 
that  a  Committee  should  be  appointed 
to  consider  what  Questions  should  be 
put  in  the  House  from  day  to  day,  and 
to  distinguish  and  divide  them  between 
Imperial  and  local  Questions.  Then  I 
think  that  the  Standing  Order  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Epping  Division  of  Essex 
would  do  much  to  stop  the  plague  of 
Questions  now  inflicted  upon  us.  In 
olden  times  there  used  to  he  a  deluge  of 
Questions  before  Easter  and  Whitsun- 
tide ;  but  that  was  accounted  for  by  the 
fact  that  hon.  Members  were  about  to 
leave  town  for  the  holidays ;  but  the 
deluge  now  begins  from  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Session.  I  think  that  such 
a  Committee  as  that  which  I  have  sug- 
gested would  do  a  great  deal  to  stop  the 
evil,  and  to  give  the  House  more  control 
over  its  Business.  And  there  are  other 
matters  which  may  be  usefully  referred 
to  this  Committee — for  instance,  the 
question  of  balloting^  for  precedence  in 
regard  to  Motions.  I  might  say  a  good 
deal  about  that,  for  it  is  a  practice 
which  is,  undoubtedly,  liable  to  great 
abuse.  In  a  local  paper  I  happened  to 
read  the  other  day,  it  was  asserted  that 
certain  hon.  Members  had  combined  to- 
gether in  order  to  avail  themselves  of 
the  ballot  in  favour  of  a  particular 
Motion. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  he  is  travelling 
away  from  the  Motion  before  the  House. 
The  Motion  is — 

"That  Notices  of  Questions  be  given  by 
Sfembers  in  writing  to  tho  Clerk  at  the  Table, 
without  reading  them  viva  voce  in  the  Jlouse, 
unless  the  consent  of  the  Speaker  to  any 
partioular  Question  has  been  previously  ob- 
tai&ed." 

The  hon.  Member  will  see  that  that  Be- 
solution  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  ques- 
tion of  balloting  for  priority. 

Mb.  OBAIQ-SELLAB  :  Well,  Sir,  I 
feel  that  I  was  on  the  border  land,  and 
almost  beyond  the  limits  of  the  debate 
before  the  House,  and  I  bow  at  once 
to  your  decision  ;  but  I  hope  the  House 
will  consider  the  feasibility  of  the  pro- 
posal I  have  made— that  there  should 
be  some  meass  whereby  the  Qoes- 
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tioDB  should  be  divided  into  Imperial 
and  local  QuestioDs.  I  hope  the  Select 
Oommittee  on  Procedure  will  take  up 
the  Bubject,  and  oonsider  it  with  the  view 
of  making  aome  provifiion  with  regard 
to  it. 

Mb.  PULE8T0N  (Devonport)  :  I 
cannot  concur  with  the  speech  of  my 
hon.  Friend  who  has  just  sat  down,  be- 
cause ^ere  must  be  a  great  difiB.oul^  at 
all  timeR  in  determining  what  is  an  Im- 
perial and  what  is  a  local  Question.  For 
instance,  only  yesterday  there  was  a 
Question  on  the  Paper  which  was  of  im- 
mense oonsequenoe  to  mj  oonstituenor ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  might  fairly  be 
considered  an  Imperial  Question.  Never- 
theless, that  Question  might  have  been 
put  aside  as  a  local  Question  if  a  Bule  of 
this  sort  were  adopted.  I  think,  how- 
ever, that  this  is  an  appropriate  time  for 
discussing  the  subject,  because  the  Com- 
mittee on  Procedure  is  about  to  be  ap- 
pointed; and  it  would  be  prudent,  I 
think,  to  enter  into  these  questions  so  as 
to  obviate  any  little  dif&oulty  that  maj 
hereafter  arise.  Therefore,  I  trust  that 
I  shall  not  be  considered  entirely  out  of 
Order  in  view  of  the  importance  of  the 
question.  I  quite  concur  in  the  remarks 
which  were  made  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Joseph 
Oowen)  that  the  Questions  are  becoming 
more  numerous  in  consequence  of  the 
difficulty  in  procuring  days  for  private 
Members.  I  have  had  for  some  time  on 
the  Paper  of  the  House  a  Besolution 
upon  which  I  propose  to  discuss  the 
Bules  of  Procedure.  That  Besolution, 
in  my  humble  opinion,  would  not  only 
meet  the  point  which  has  been  raised  to- 
night, but  also  many  other  important 
questions  in  connection  with  the  Bules 
of  Procedure.  The  effect  of  that  Beso- 
lution is  that  no  Questions  of  any  kind 
should  be  put  on  the  Paper  for  Mondays 
and  Thursdays,  unless  declared  by  the 
Speaker  to  be  of  an  urgent  nature ;  and 
I  would  also  propose  tiiat  the  House 
should  commence  its  Business  promptly 
at  4  o'clock  on  Mondays  and  Thurs^ya, 
without  the  interposition  of  Private  Busi- 
nees. 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  he  is  going 
away  from  the  Question  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  PULESTON:  I  bow,  Sir,  at  once 
to  your  decision ;  but  I  thought  it  was  a 
matter  which  was  germane  to  the  Beeo- 


lution  before  the  House.  I  will  simply 
add  that  I  quite  concur,  as  far  as  it  goes, 
with  the  expression  of  opinion  conveyed 
in  the  Besolution  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet ;  and  I  will  only  take  this  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  a  hope  that  the 
question  may  be  carried  nirther,  and 
that  the  Government  may  see  their  way 
to  indicate  to  the  Oommittee  that  the 
Motion  I  have  on  the  Paper  may  be 
considered  to  be  a  practical  elation  of 
tile  difficulty. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'EENNA  (Mona- 
ghan,  8.):  I  earnestly  trust  that  if 
there  is  to  be  anything  done  in  the  mat- 
ter it  will  not  be  in  the  direction  pointed 
out  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Partick 
Division  of  Lanarkshire  (Mr.  Graig- 
Sellar). 

Me.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
There  is  a  question,  Sir,  which  I  desire 
to  put  to  you,  as  to  what  will  be  the 
effect  of  agreeing  to  the  Besolution  as  it 
stands — whether,  at  Question  time,  any 
oral  Question  whatever  can  be  put — as 
to  the  conduct  of  Business  for  example  'i 
It  would  appear  to  me  that,  if  this  Be- 
solution be  carried,  no  Question  can  be 
put,  unless  Notice  of  it  has  been  given 
in  writing  beforehand. 

Me.  BPEAEKR:  As  I  read  the 
Amendment  upon  the  Paper,  it  refers  to 
Notices  of  Questions  intended  to  be 
asked  at  Question  time  on  a  future  day ; 
and,  according  to  the  strict  interpreta- 
tion of  the  Besolution,  no  oral  Question 
could  be  put  without  Notice  at  Question 
time,  unless  with  the  consent  of  the 
Speaker. 

Me.  BBADLAUGH:  The  question 
I  wish  to  put  relates  rather  to  a  number 
of  Questions,  which  are  frequentiy  asked, 
as  to  the  conduct  of  the  Business  of  the 
House  for  that  particular  night,  and  per- 
haps the  following  night.  There  would 
scarcely  be  an  opportunity  of  consulting 
you,  Sir,  upon  such  questions. 

Me.  SPEAEEB:  In  that  case  no 
Notice  of  the  Question  would  have  been 
given.  That  is  how  I  nnderstand  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  CAVENDISH  BENTINOK 
(Whitehaven)  :  Before  we  go  to  a  divi- 
sion, there  is  a  question  which  I  should 
like  to  put  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. I  understood  him  to  suggest 
that  the  first  branch  of  the  Question 
should  be  omitted,  and  also  that  the  last 
sentence  should  be  left  out.  [Sir  Wil- 
liam Habootot  (Derby):   No!]  It 

Digitized  by  Google 


711 


Butineu  of 


{COMMONS} 


the  Simt. 


712 


would  be  a  moot  point  whether  that 
ought  Dot  to  be  done,  although  I  am  not 
disposed  myself  to  support  the  general 
proposition  contained  in  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
Heniy  Selwin-Ibbotfion).  I  think  there 
ought  to  he  some  liberty  allowed  in  ex- 
treme and  urgent  cases  for  Questiona 
which  may  spring  up  without  Notice ; 
and  in  the  eventof  my  right  hon.  Friend 
BO  framing  the  Amendment  that  it  would 
permit  all  Questions  of  urgency  to  be 
put  without  Notice  I  shall  support  it. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'OONNOK  (Liverpool, 
Sootland) :  I  fancy  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  vho  moved  thia  Besolution 
cannot  have  gfiven  due  consideration  to 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case.  I  am 
am  sure  that  he  has  given  full  con- 
sideration to  the  question  of  Procedure, 
and  he  is  certaiuly  one  of  the  most 
painstaking  Members  of  the  House;  but, 
as  I  read  the  Amendment,  Notices  of 
Questions  are  to  be  given  by  Members 
in  wnting  to  the  Clerk  at  the  Table,  and 
it  may  mean  that  no  Question  whatever 
can  be  put  unless  Notice  in  writing  is 
given  of  it. 

Mb.  8PEAKEE :  I  must  state  to  the 
hon.  Member  that  Questions  without 
Notice  are  a  different  matter.  The 
Amendment  only  relates  to  all  Notices 
of  Questions;  and  I  understand  the 
Amendment  to  apply  simply  to  the 
giving  Notice  of  Questions  which  it 
cannot  be  expected  should  receive  an 
immediate  answer  which  may  be  irre- 
gular in  form,  and  may  contain  im- 
peachments against  individuals — No- 
tices which  would,  undoubtedly,  be  re- 
jected at  the  Table,  but  which  are  given 
orally,  and  appear  in  the  Papers. 

Mh.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  I  object  in 
the  strongest  manner  to  any  decision 
being  taken  upon  so  important  a  ques- 
tion to-night.  The  whole  question  of 
our  Bules  of  Procedure  is  about  to  be 
referred  to  one  of  the  strongest  and 
most '  experienced  Committees  ever  ap- 
pointed by  this  House.  I  understand 
tiiat  the  noble  Marquees  the  Member 
for  the  Bossendale  Division  of  Lanca- 
shire (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  is 
to  be  Chairman  of  the  Committee,  and 
that  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  will 
be  a  Member  of  it.  Surely  such  a 
Committee  will  be  able  to  arrive  at  a 
satisfactory  decision  upon  the  whole 
matter,  and  this  must  necessarily  be  one 
of  the  questions  discussed  and  decided 
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by  the  Committee.  I  should  be  very 
sorry  if  the  House  were  to  come  to  a 
snatched  and  hurried  conclusion  upon 
the  question  now.  The  right  hon.  (Gen- 
tleman the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  has 
intimated  that  he  intends  to  make  a 
proposal  before  the  Procedure  Commit- 
tee which  will  fairly  include  the  subject 
dealt  with  by  the  Eesolution  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  as  I  am  informed  he  in- 
tends to  propose  that  a  Committee 
should  be  appointed  by  Mr.  Speaker  for 
the  purpose  of  classifying  and  control- 
ling the  Questions. 

Sia  MICHAEL  HICiKS-BEAOH : 
That  was  one  of  the  proposals  contained 
in  the  Bules  of  Procedure  submitted  by 
the  late  Oovemment  at  the  opening  of 
Parliament. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  :  I  understood 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  repeat  that 
proposal  to-night.  No  doubt,  it  is  one 
of  the  questions  which  must  come  before 
the  Committee  on  Procedure.  Then  why 
enter  into  a  small  portion  of  a  subject 
like  this  now  when  there  is  no  actual 
necessity  for  doing  so  ?  I  think  that  it 
would  be  grossly  disrespectful  to  the 
Committee  we  are  about  to  appoint  if 
we  were  to  pass  this  Besolution ;  and  in. 
order  to  give  the  House  a  better  oppor- 
tunity for  consideration  I  will  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Mr.  T.  P.  0*  Connor.) 

SiE  JAMES  FEBGU8S0N  (Man- 
Chester,  N.E.) :  I  hope  that  the  House 
will  decide  the  question  without  an  ad- 
journment of  the  debate.  Every  hon. 
Member  must  have  noticed  the  nowth 
of  the  practice  of  giving  verbal  Notice 
of  Questions  containing  matters  of  argu- 
ment and  controversy.  Allow  me  to 
remind  the  House  that  although  the 
Committee  on  Procedure  is  about  to  be 
appointed  

Mb.  SPEAEEB:  The  Question  now 
before  the  House  is  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Sligo,  S.) :  Before  a 
division  is  taken,  I  hope  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Member  for  the  Bossendale 
Division  of  Lancashire  (tiie  Marquess  of 
Hartington),  who,  I  understand,  is  to 
be  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Pro- 
cedure, will  pardon  me  if  I  make  an  ap- 
peal to  him  on  a  small  matter,  and  ask 
him  simply  to  aay  whether  it  is  right 
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thai  thia  question  should  be  decided 
before  the  Oommittee  meet  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order, order!  The 
Question  is  that  the  debate  be  now  ad- 
journed. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
(Lancashire,  N.E.,  Bosaendale) :  The 
question  of  who  vill  be  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Procedure  will  rest 
with  the  House  itself.  The  question  now 
before  the  House  is  an  extremely  small 
one,  and  I  should  have  thought  it  pos- 
sible for  the  House  to  arrive  at  a  de- 
cision upon  it.  I  am  sorry  that  there 
should  be  any  necessity  for  limiting  in 
any  degree  the  right  of  putting  Ques- 
tions in  this  House. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
must  remind  the  noble  Marquess  that 
the  Question  now  before  the  House  is 
that  the  debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Th£  Mahqttess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
All  I  wish  to  say  is  that  the  Question 
before  the  House  appears  to  me  to  be 
an  extremely  small  one,  and  I  do  not 
see  that  a  sufficient  reason  has  been 
p^iven  why  the  debate  should  be  ad- 
journed, or  why  the  House  should  not 
decide  upon  the  question  at  once. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  54  ;  Noes 
235 :  Majority  181.— (Div.  List,  No.  29.) 

Words  added. 

Original  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Reiolved,  That  Notices  of  Queetions  bo  ^ren 
■  by  Members  in  writing  to  the  Clerii  at  the 
^ble,  without  reading  them  vivft  voce  in  the 
Hoose,  unless  the  oonsent  of  the  Speaker  to 
any  particular  Question  has  been  previously 
obtained. 

Seselved,  That  this  House  will  imme- 
diately resolve  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  Supply.— (3/r.  Eenry  S.  Fowler.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

ARREARS  OF  BEh'T  (IRELAND)  AOT, 
1888— UR.  HENRY  U'DOUGALL, 
AGENT  OF  THE  GORMANSTOWN 
ESTATE,  CO.  HEATH. 
EE80LUT10N. 

Ma.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.),  in 
rising  to  call  attention  to  the  cue  of 
Henry  M'Dougall ;  and  to  move — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  Utia  House,  it  is  the 
duty  of  tiie  GoTemment  to  institate  a  proseou- 


tton  of  Mr.  Henry  At'Doogall,  agent  of  tho 
GormaDStown  estate  in  tho  uounty  of  Meath, 
Ireland,  who  recovered  money  under  the  Arreara 
Act  in  a  case  in  which  no  arrears  were  duo, 
either  under  the  section  of  the  Arrears  Act 
which  is  concerned  with  Bucb  cases,  or  for 
perjury," 

said  :  I  feel  it  will  be  my  duty  to  tres- 
pass on  the  time  of  the  House  for  a 
short  time  for  the  purpoeo  of  drawing 
attention  to  the  facts  of  thia  case.  My 
principal  object  is  to  ascertain  whether 
the  administration  of  justice  in  Ireland 
is  to  be  above  suspicioo,  or  whether  it  is 
to  be  merely  used  as  an  instrument  of 
oppression  in  the  hands  of  an  unscru- 
pulous agent.   I  believe  I  shall  be  able 
to  show  that  the  reoov^  of  money  by 
Mr.  M'Dougall  in  this  particular  in- 
stance was  a  dear  swindle,  because  no 
arrears  were  really  due.   The  facts  of 
the  case  are  not  in  dispute.   The  Arrears 
Act  of  1882  provided  that  before  any 
arrears  could  be  recovered  certain  for- 
malities must  be  observed ;  and,  among 
other  things,  it  was  enacted  that  both 
landlord  and  tenant  should  make  an 
affidavit  to  the  effect  that  certain  arrears 
were  due.    Tho  Act  further  provided 
that  anyone  making  a  false  affidavit 
should  be  punishable,  on  conviction, 
with  fine  and  imprisonment,  and  expe- 
rience has  shown  that  this  provision  was 
not  unnecessary.    Swindling  of  the  de- 
scription contemplated  by  the  Act  of 
1882,  in  Section  7,  has  been  discovered 
of  recent  years  in  several  oases,  and  it 
ia  a  remarkable  fact  that  the  fariminal 
in  every  instance — at  least,  within  my 
knowledge — ^has  been  among  that  class 
of  persons  who,  in  Ireland,  are  per- 
petually talking  of  the  dishonesty  of  the 
Irish  tenant,  and  the  necessity  of  re- 
forming the  Irish  laws.   The  discovery 
was  first  made  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Henry 
M'Dougall.    M'Dougall,  unfortunately, 
has  had  under  his  control  upon  the 
Gormanstown  Estate,  in  the  county  of 
Meath,  a  considerable  number  of  ten- 
ants.  Some  of  those  tenants,  through 
the  operation  of  the  villainous  system  of 
rack-renting  which  has  been  carried  on 
for  so  many  years  in  Ireland,  in  order  to 
screw  out  the  interest  on  the  debts  of 
bankrupt  landlords,  naturally  fell  into 
arrears  which  they  could  never  pay. 
Others,  by  the  manful  exercise  of  Uirift, 
which  the  landed  proprietors  have  never 
even  pretended  to  commiserate,  have 
continued  to  this  day  to  pay  the  land- 
lord up  in  full.   But  bbtii  oi  these  olasBes 


Digitized  by  Google 


71-5         Arrtart  ofJtmi  {COMMONS}        {Ireland  Aei,  1882.  716 


were  equally  fish  to  the  net  of  the  land- 
lords' agent.  Whether  a  tenant  owed 
rent,  or  arrears  of  rent,  or  not,  Mr. 
M'Dougall,  as  I  am  informed  and  be- 
lieve, made  all  of  them  inducements  to 
Bwear  that  they  owed  rent ;  and,  more- 
orer,  he  himaeU  ewore  that  they  were 
in  arrear.    One  of  these  tenants  hap- 

{tened  to  be  a  man  named  Franois  Garo- 
an^  and  he  discorered  the  real  nature 
of  the  act  he  was  oidled  upon  to  perform 
in  the  attempt  of  M'Dougall  to  obtain 
arrears  of  rent  under  the  Arrears  of 
Bent  Act.  He  absolutely  declined  to  be 
a  party  to  the  fraud,  and  haTing,  in  a 
striking  manner,  manifested  his  objec- 
tion, he  was  brought,  in  an  ostenta- 
tioue  manner,  before  a  magistrate  to 
make  an  affidavit  that  arrears  of  rent 
were  due  on  his  holding.  But,  in  the 
presence  of  the  magistrate  and  of  other 
tenants,  he  declined  to  make  such  a  de- 
claration, on  the  ground  that  it  was 
false.  Even  that  does  not  seem  to  have 
prevented  M'Dougall  from  getting  the 
arrears  be  claimed  from  Francis  Carolan. 
This,  Sir,  I  think,  is  an  astounding  fact, 
which  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Land  Com- 
mission to  inquire  into  and  explain  at 
once.  M'Dougall  got  the  money,  and 
from  the  day  on  which  he  made  the 
false  affidavit — namely,  the  9th  of  De- 
cember, 1882,  down  toNorember.  1889 
— he  never  said  a  word  or  gave  a  hint 
that  he  had  been  guilty,  not  only  of  per- 
jury, but  of  fraud  the  year  before.  But, 
in  November  last,  the  matter  fell  into 
the  hands  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Eilkeony  (Mr.  Chance), 
who  has  the  reputation  in  Dublin  and 
throughout  Ireland  of  being  a  man  whom 
it  is  dangerous  to  attempt  to  deceive. 
The  moment  it  came  into  the  hands  of 
my  hon.  Friend  M'Dougall  was  de- 
tected, and  be  has  himself  supplied  the 
beet  proof  of  his  guilt  by  refunding  the 
money  which  he  had  fraudulently  ob- 
tained three  years  before.  Having  done 
so,  he  found  it  neoeBsary  to  make  some 
ezouse,  and  the  excuse  he  gave  was 
that  some  derk  of  his  had  omitted  to 
make  oertdn  entries  in  the  ledger. 
He  also  said  he  had  several  hundred 
oases  to  deal  with,  and  that  be  had  not 
had  time  to  take  the  pains  in  the  case 
which  it  would  be  necessary  in  ordinary 
cases  to  take ;  and  he  added  that  he 
made  some  sort  of  restitution  to  the 
tenant  by  crediting  bimwith  the  omitted 
half-ye^s  tent.   It  seems  to  me — and 
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I  think  the  House  will  agree  with  me — 
that  the  last  point  of  M'Dougall's  de- 
fence is  no  answer  at  all  to  the  charge 
made  against  him.  A  common  high- 
wayman in  this  country  would  think  it 
a  very  capital  arrangement  if,  by  re- 
funding the  money  he  had  stolen,  he 
could  avoid  a  prosecution,  and  escape 
the  consequences  of  bis  guilt.  Now,  as 
to  the  other  points,  I  must  confess — and 
I  say  it  frankly — that  if  it  were  true 
that  H'Dougall  had  oarelesslT  and 
negligently  performed  his  work  for  the 
benefit  of  me  tenants,  and  had  not 
really  had  time  to  examine  into  the 
matter,  I  would  be  inclined  to  let  the 
matter  pass,  and  say  no  more  about  it. 
I  would  attribute  it  to  an  act  of  ignor- 
ance on  his  part,  and  I  should  say  that 
probably  he  intended  to  be  honest,  but 
in  the  multitude  of  business  transactions 
he  had  not  time  to  be  so.  But,  Mr. 
Speaker^  the  point  in  this  case  is  that 
before  this  man  got  the  arrears  of  rent 
his  attention  was  specially  drawn  to  the 
facts  by  the  action  of  the  tenant  to 
which  I  have  already  referred.  I  will 
read  a  very  short  extract  from  an  affi- 
davit which  has  been  made  in  this  case 
by  Franois  Carolan,  the  tenant.  He 
says — 

*'I  further  say  that  I  was  asked  by  the 
bailiff  of  the  said  Henry  M'DongaU  to  attend 
before  a  magistrate  for  the  purpoae  of  obtaining 
money  under  the  Arrears  Act,  and  at  the  time 
I  was  not  avare  what  the  Arrenrs  Aot  roally 
meant ;  but  when  I  diBcovered  I  had  to  swmr 
there  were  arrears  doe  I  refused  to  do  so,  and 
walked  away  from  the  magistrate  and  the  otber 
tanaots." 

Now,  surely  that  was  an  incident  which 
ought  to  have  weighed  with  M'Dougall 
— which  ought  to  have  made  him  pause 
and  examine  his  books  to  see  whether 
a  mistake  had  been  made  by  himself  or 
anyone  in  his  behalf.  That  is  not  all. 
Francis  Carolan  was  the  one  tenant  on  all 
the  estate  who  never  owed  any  arrears. 
He  was  the  one  tenant  whom  M'Dougall 
could  never  have  suspected  to  be  in 
arrear.  He  had  always  paid  his  rent 
to  the  day ;  and  even  before  M'Dougall 
had  been  warned  by  the  action  of  Caro- 
lan himself  he  comd  not  posnbly  have 
suspected  that  this  tenant  was  in  arrear. 
M'Dougall  got  the  money  from  the  Ar- 
rears Court,  and,  as  I  have  already  said, 
from  the  time  he  got  the  money,  in  De- 
cember, 1882,  down  to  last  November, 
when  he  was  brought  to  book  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South  Kil- 
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kenny  (Mr.  Chance),  he  never  said  one 
word,  or  gave  one  hint,  that  he  had  got 
the  money  under  the  Arrears  Act.  The 
whole  oircumataaces  seem  to  me  to  be 
totally  inconsistent  with  the  absence  of 
criminal  intent  on  the  part  of  M'Bougall. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  late  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Holmes),  however,  could  not  see 
anything  wrong  in  the  conduct  of  M  'Dou- 
gall.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman bad  a  keen  scent  for  "Boy- 
cotters"  in  lioinster,  Munster,  and  Coa< 
naught;  but  he  had  neither  nose  nor 
eyes  nor  ears  for  the  land  shark  and 
jp^bber  of  the  Gonnanstown  estate. 
His  counsel,  Mr.  Coll,  was  interviewed, 
but  all  to  no  purpose.  All  he  would 
consent  to  do  with  regard  to  the  charm- 
ingly innocent  M'Dougall  was  to  write 
to  the  Land  Commtasioners  and  request 
them  to  get  him  kindly  to  explain  whe- 
ther he  bad  any  explanation  to  offer. 
I  have  not  great  experience  in  this 
House.  ["Hear,  hear!"]  Some  of 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  cheer  me  iro- 
nically perhaps  have  quite  as  little ;  but 
I  cannot  help  characterizing  this  conduct 
on  the  part  af  a  Law  Officer  of  the 
Crown  as  extraordinary.  I  imagine 
that  this  conduct  will,  in  the  eyes  of 
the  House,  appear  still  more  extraor- 
dinary when  I  read  a  letter  which  was 
addressed  by  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Chance)  to  Mr.  CoU,  the  Crown  Solici- 
tor of  Dublin,  and,  of  course,  read  and 
answered  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.   This  is  the  letter — 

"  Yoa  will  remember  that  some  time  ago  I 
laid  the  papers  in  thia  matter  before  you  with 
a  view  to  a  prosecntion  of  M'DoDgall.  You 
then  refused  to  prosecute,  but  asked  ray  per- 
missioa  to  lay  iiio  papers  before  the  I^od 
Commission.  Sabsequenlly  you  informed  Mr. 
Friery  that  you  did  lay  the  papers  before  the 
Land  CommiBsion,  and  had  not  since  Teceived 
from  them  any  instructions ;  and  on  your  log- 
gesting  that  M'Dougall  had  probably  made 
some  mistake,  Mr.  Friery  undertook  to  ^ive 
several  cases  in  which  M'Dougall  received 
money  for  arrears  when  nonn  were  due,  and 
that  if  you  gave  an  nndertaking  not  to  prose- 
cute the  tenants  who  were  deluded  into  making 
the  joint  affidavit  that  such  arrears  were  due 
the  information  would  be  given  you.  No  letter 
was  received  from  you  since,  and  on  the  14th 
instant  I  wrote  to  the  liand  Commission  to 
know  what  had  been  done;  and,  to  my  as- 
tonishment, I  have  recdved  a  letter,  stating 
that,  at  the  request  of  the  Attorney  General, 
M'Dougall  was  asked  for  an  explanation,  with 
the  result  that  he  refunded  the  money.  I  now 
require  to  know  if  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Attorney  Genrasl  to  prosecute  M'Dougall  under 


the  section  in  the  Arrears  Act  which  deals  with 
such  oases,  or  am  I  to  assume  that  he  declines 
to  take  any  further  proceedings  in  the  matter  f  " 

The  letter  is  dated  the  1 6th  of  January 
last,  and  it  was  answered  by  the  right 
hob.  and  learned  Gentleman — or,  at 
least,  by  Mr.  CoU — through  the  late 
Attorney  Generars  direction,  with  an 
intimation  that  he  saw  no  reason  to 
change  his  previous  opinions.  Here 
was  an  offer  which,  I  think  the  House 
will  agree  with  me,  ought  to  have  set 
the  Criminal  Law  in  motion  against 
M'Dougall.  I  hold  in  my  hand  now  a 
list  of  11  cases— and  X  beg  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  (Mr.  John  Morley)  to  the  fact 
— in  which  I  am  informed  there  are  re- 
ceipts now  in  the  office  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Kilkenny 
— receipts  given  in  M'Dougall's  own 
handwriting,  and  which  receipts  show 
that  in  every  one  of  these  1 1  oases 
M'Dougall  received  money  under  the 
Arrears  Act  through  fraud.  I  may  men- 
tion that  in  one  of  these  cases  he  received 
the  money  through  the  false  oath  of  a 
man  who  was  not  a  tenant  at  all;  and 
that,  in  another  case,  he  did  not  commit 
a  fraud  upon  the  Government,  but  upon 
the  tenant.  In  order  to  get  the  money 
he  was  obliged  to  swear,  in  1882,  that 
all  the  arrears  for  1 88 1  were  wiped  out ; 
whereas  now  I  uudersland  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  £ilkenny  has  in  his  office 
in  Dublin  a  receipt  from  M'Dougall, 
bearing  date  February  23,  1883,  for 
rent  due  in  March,  1881.  That  is  to 
say  that,  having  got  from  the  Govern- 
ment money  on  the  representation — the 
false  representation— that  all  the  arrears 
in  1881  had  been  wiped  out,  he  oomes, 
two  years  afterwards,  upon  tiie  unfortu- 
nate tenants  for  the  very  arrears  which 
he  had  sworn  had  been  wiped  out.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
late  Attorney  General  would  not  inquire 
into  these  matters  ;  it  would  have  been 
too  disagreeable,  I  suppose,  to  M'Dou- 
gall, the  Loyalist.  I  have  every  reason 
to  eay  that  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
people  in  Ireland  will  believe  that  if 
M'Dougall  bad  been  a  Kationalist  tenant 
instead  of  a  Loyalist  land  agent  he 
would  now  be  in  gaol,  instead  of  being 
allowed  to  roam  through  the  country 
committing  crime  and  outrage  by  ex- 
tracting infamous  rack  rents  and  burn- 
ing the  houses  of  victim  tenants.  I  do 
iit^t  think  anyone  will  be  found  to  say  it 


Digitized  by  Google 


719         Arrears  of  Sent  {COMMONS}        (Ireland)  Act,  1882.  720 


IB  a  good  thing  to  teach  the  Trish  people 
that  dieeolute  criminals  may  go  free 
simply  because  they  belong  to  the  so- 
called  loyal  claeseB.  The  action  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
late  Attorney  General  in  this  case  seems 
to  me  to  be  little  short — if  it  is  at  all 
short— of  a  public  scandal.  The  admi- 
nistration of  justice,  marked  by  such  inci- 
dents, is,  in  my  opinion,  more  cfdoulated 
— infinitely  more  calculated — to  bring 
lav  in  general  in  Ireland  into  contempt 
than  any  number  of  Bpeeohes  which 
could  have  been  made  in  the  course  of 
12  months  in  opposition  to  the  Executive 
Oovemment.  I  assert,  without  any  hesi- 
tation, that  it  is  such  incidents  in  the 
administration  of  justice  in  Ireland  as 
these  which  have  made  Dublin  Castle 
stink  in  the  nostrils  of  the  Irish  people, 
and  which  have  made  law  in  Ireland  and 
its  instruments  to  be  regarded,  not  with 
veneration  or  respecti  but  with  disgust 
and  indignation.  X  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  present  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  repair  the  omisfion  of  the  late 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  and,  by 
prosecuting  M'Dougall,  to  prove  that 
British  law  in  Ireland  has  terrors  not 
only  for  the  poor  and  humble,  but  also 
for  the  rich  and  the  high-placed,  some 
of  whom  are  to  be  numbered  amongst 
the  prime  factors  of  crime  and  disorder 
in  that  country.  I  b^  to  move  the  Be* 
solution  which  stands  tn  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  oat  ftrom  the  word  "  Tint,*'  to  the 
md  of  the  QaesUoD,  io  order  to  add  the  words 

**  in  the  opinion  of  thie  Hoase,  it  is  the  dnty  of 
the  Oovemnient  to  institute  a  prosecution  of 
Hr.  Henry  M'Doogall,  agent  of  the  Qormang- 
town  estate  in  the  county  of  Meath,  Ireland, 
who  recovered  money  under  the  Arrears  Act  in 
a  caie  in  which  no  arrearB  were  doe,  either 
under  the  aeotitm  of  the  Aireara  Act  which  is 
concerned  with  sach  cases,  or  for  petjary." — 
{Mr.  CUmejf.) 

Question  proposod,  '*Tbat  tKe  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  holmes  (Dublin  University) : 
Hr.  Speaker,  as  the  hon.  Member  who 
introduced  this  matter  to  the  notice  of 
the  House  has  not  merely  made  an 
attack  upon  Mr.  M'Dougall,  but  has 
added  to  it  a  very  strong  and  emphatic 
attack  upon  myself,  I  ^st  the  House 
will  allow  me  to  say  a  few  words  before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretuy  (Mr.  John  Morley)  interposes 
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in  the  debate.  I  must  ask  for  a  certain 
amount  of  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
in  reference  to  this  matter,  for  the  case 
of  Mr.  M'Dougall  was  oneof  many  hun- 
dred cases  that  came  before  me  during 
the  seven  months  that  I  held  Office; 
and  it  is  very  difficult  for  me  at  the 
present  time,  without  having  access  to 
the  official  documents,  to  recollect  all 
the  facts  and  circumstances  connected 
with  it.  At  the  same  time,  being  re- 
minded to  a  certain  extent  by  what  tite 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Clancy)  has  said  to- 
night, and  being  further  reminded  by 
an  answer  of  the  Chief  Secretary  on  a 
former  occasion,  I  think  I  can  recollect 
sufficient,  for  my  present  purposes,  of 
the  case  that  was  brought  before  me. 
Before  I  go  further  I  desire  to  say  that 
whoever  Mr.  M'Dougall  be,  or  whatever 
his  position  in  the  country  may  be,  Inever 
heard  of  him  either  before  this  transac- 
tion or  since  this  transaction,  except  in 
connection  with  this  present  proceeding. 
He  has  been  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  moved  this  Besolution  as 
one  of  the  loyal  classes.  Whether  he 
be  a  Loyalist  or  a  Nationalist  I  do  not 
know,  for  I  never  heard  his  name 
before  I  heard  it  in  connection  with 
the  proceedings  to  which  reference  has 
been  made.  That  being  so,  I  may  call 
the  attention  of  the  Hoose  to  the  faot 
that  under  ordinary  circumstances,  where 
the  Attorney  General  is  called  on  to  in- 
terpose in  a  prosecution,  the  person  who 
has  within  his  knowledge  the  facts  of  the 
case  takes  steps,  either  by  summons  or 
by  warrant,  to  have  the  matter  inves- 
tigated before  a  magistrate,  and  to 
have  information  taken  in  the  ordinary 
form.  Under  no  circumstances  does  it 
become  the  duty  of  that  Court  to  return 
the  person  so  charged  for  trial  if  it 
thinks  the  case  has  not  been  sufficiently 
established.  Well,  in  this  particular 
instance  it  so  happens  that  that  step 
was  not  taken ;  but  what  did  occur  was 
that  in  the  year  1886  there  was  brought 
before  my  notice  in  an  informal  manner 
certain  transactions  which  occurred  in 
1882.  Now,  it  appeared  to  me,  onlook- 
ing  into  the  matter,  that  the  cha^  was 
made  against  the  man,  not  for  reoeiving 
money  himself,  because  I  believe  it  is 
true  that  Mr.  M'Dougall  never  pnt  a 
single  penny  of  the  money  in  his  own 
pocket,  but  for  making  certain  state- 
ments by  virtue  of  which  his  employer 
received  a  aum  of  £3  10«.  or  £3 
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and  it  occurred  to  me  that  under  the 
oiroumstaDces  it  would  be  rather  a 
harsh  step,  without  further  inquiry, 
to  prosecute  this  gentleman.  ["  Oh, 
oh !  "1  I  use  the  word  gentleman  in  the 
way  1  use  it  in  reference  to  any  other 
person  who  is  brought  to  my  notice 
under  similar  circumstances.  Well,  in- 
asmuch as  the  whole  transaction  had 
ooearred  in  the  Land  Oourt,  it  seemed 
to  me  that  the  Land  Commis^on  was  the 
tribaaal  which  ought  to  investigate  it. 
Acoordiagly,  I  got  the  Crown  Solicitor, 
who  transacts  business  for  the  Attorney 
General,  to  send  the  matter  to  the  liand 
Commission  lor  the  purpose  of  having 
it  investigated.  Well,  Sir,  in  due  time 
I  got  a  communication  from  the  Land 
Commission,  to  the  effect  that  this  Ur. 
Henry  M'Dougall  was  the  agent,  I  be- 
lieve, of  Lord  Gormanstown  and  other 
persons ;  that  he  bad  no  less  than  1,500 
tenants  in  reference  to  whom  applica- 
tions were  made  under  the  Arrears  Act ; 
that  the  names  of  these  tenants  were  set 
out  in  long  schedules ;  and  that  upon  Mr. 
M'DongalL's  attention  being  called  to 
this  particular  case  he  admitted  he  had 
made  a  mistake  in  putting  the  name 
of  Carolan  forward.  It  was  explained 
that  the  payment  by  this  particular 
tenant  had  not  been  posted  up  in  the 
ledger  by  the  clerk  who  at  the  time  was 
in  Mr.  M'Dougairs  em^yment.  The 
explanation  seemed  to  me  satisfactory, 
and,  under  the  circumstances,  it  struck 
me  that  after  an  interval  of  three  years 
it  would  be  a  most  extraordinary  pro- 
ceeding to  institute  a  Government  pro- 
secution. Accordingly,  I  intimated  that, 
having  regard  to  the  Beport  I  had  re- 
ceived, I  saw  no  reason  whatever  for 
the  Attorney  General  to  intervene.  But 
it  was  perfectly  open  to  any  person,  no 
matter  who  he  might  be,  to  bring  this 
man  before  the  magistrates  to  have  the 
matter  fully  investigated,  and  to  have 
the  adjudication  of  a  tribunal  upon  it. 
A  letter  has  been  read  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, written  on  a  later  occasion,  in  which 
the  writer,  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Kilkenny  (Mr.  Chance),  said  he  would 
give  instances  of  some  other  tenants  who 
were  in  a  similar  position,  provided  an 
undertaking  were  g^ven  bv  the  Crown 
Solicitor  that  the  persons  ^ould  not  be 
prosecuted  for  joining  in  making  a  false 
affidavit.  When  that  was  brought  tomy 
notice,  I  gave  the  answer  which  I  have 
given  on  every  single  occasion  on  whidh 


^7  suggestion  of  that  kind  was  made  to 
me  during  my  term  of  Office — namely, 
I  would  make  no  terms  whatever  with 
any  person  who  alleged  he  was  party  to 
a  crime — I  would  make  no  terms  what- 
ever with  him  as  regards  the  giving  by 
him  of  any  evidence  upon  the  subject. 
If  such  a  person  chose  to  give  evidence, 
well  and  good;  but  I  would  not  be  a 
parly  to  making  with  him  an  antecedent 
agreement,  a  course  whioh  seemed  to 
be  most  injurious  to  the  administration 
of  justice.  Allowing  that  a  mistake  had 
been  made  in  this  case,  whioh  was  one 
of  1,400  or  1.500  which  bad  to  be  dealt 
with,  it  seemed  to  me  not  a  case  for 
a  prosecution,  at  all  events,  without 
those  preliminary  investigations  before 
a  magistrate  which  are  commonly  made 
in  such  circumstances.  I  am  very  sorry 
I  have  been  obliged  to  trouble  the  House 
with  this  explanation.  Cases  of  this 
kind  came  before  me  frequently,  and  I 
assure  the  House  that  again  and  again 
I  have  interfered  to  prevent  the  prose- 
cution of  peasants  in  Ireland  for  perjury, 
because  it  appeared  to  me  that  the 
offences  were  committed  in  ignorance 
or  in  mistake ;  and  exactly  upon  the  same 
principle  I  acted  in  this  particular  case, 
without  knowing  anything  at  all  about 
Mr.  M'Dougall's  antecedents. 

Mr.  DIOiON  (Mayo,  £.) :  I  do  not 
desire  to  trespass  for  any  great  length  of 
time  upon  the  attention  of  the  House, 
although  this  is  a  case  of  very  consider- 
able importance.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
necessary  for  me  to  add  anything  to  the 
very  dear  statement  made  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Northern 
Division  of  the  County  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Clancy),  who  knows  the  details  much 
better  than  I  do.  I  know,  however, 
the  character  which  Mr.  M'Dougall 
bears.  I  know  what  the  people  think 
of  Mr.  M-Dougall.  [Laughtgr.'}  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  have  noticed  a  most  extraor- 
dinary inolination  on  the  part  of  some 
hon.  Members  to  laugh  ;  but  I  put  it  to 
hon.  Members  opposite,  is  it,  or  Is  it  not, 
a  matter  for  importance,  if  people  look 
upon  a  given  man  as  a  tyrant  ?  It  may 
be  subject  for  laughter  berOt  bat  it  is 
not  a  subject  for  laughter  in  Ireland. 
I  maintain  that  it  is  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance in  a  case  of  this  kind  to  know 
how  the  people  of  the  country  regard 
the  man  whose  conduct  is  complained  of. 
I  listened  with  surprise  and  astonishment 
to  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  and 
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learned  Gentleman  the  late  Attorney 
G-eneral  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holtnes),  that, 
though  he  has  lived  all  his  life  in  Ire- 
land, he  has  never  heard  of  Mr. 
M'Dougall.  We  all  remember  the  re- 
cent Occasion  on  which  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  at  a  critical  mo- 
ment in  a  critical  debate,  forgot  the 
date  of  a  recent  shocking  murder.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  seems 
to  be  able  to  forget  anything  that  does 
not  suit  his.  purpose.  Sir,  it  is  an 
astonishing  fact  that  any  man  who  has 
lived  in  Ireland  for  any  length  of  time, 
and  more  espeoially  a  man  who  has  had 
to  do  with  the  administration  of  the 
Criminal  Law  in  Ireland,  should  never 
have  heard  of  Mr.  M'Dougall.  I  have 
heard  frequently  of  the  gentleman.  I 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Criminal  Law  in  Ireland; 
but  I  am  in  the  habit  of  travelling  about 
the  country,  and  I  regret  to  say  that 
anybody  who  travels  in  certain  districts 
in  which  this  gentleman's  sway  extends 
is  sure  to  hear  from  the  people  of  his 
reputation.  I  recollect  that  when,  on  a 
very  recent  occasion,  I  was  in  the  houses 
of  some  of  the  people  who  have  the  mis- 
fortune to  live  under  M'Dougall,  one 
man  said  to  me  with  the  greatest  earnest- 
ness—"Is  it  true  that  M'Dougall  is  in 
the  hands  of  the  police?"  If  hon. 
Members  had  seen  the  delight  pictured 
in  that  man's  face,  they  would  have 
easily  understood  the  feeling  of  the 
people  towards  Mr.  M'Dougall.  The 
right  hon.  aad  learned  Genueman  un- 
consciously let  the  cat  out  of  the  bag 
when  he  said  it  would  have  been  a  rather 
harsh  step  to  prosecute  a  gentleman. 
What  our  friends  asked  him  to  do  was 
not  to  prosecute  this  man  for  the  sake  of 
the  amount— the  £3  10«.orthe£3  lbs.— 
but  to  prosecute  him  because  he  had 
violated  the  law.  The  people  believed 
that  Henry  M'Dougall  had  violated  the 
law,  and  they  believed,  moreover,  that 
the  man  could  violate  the  law  with  im- 

ftunity  as  long  as  such  Gentlemen  as  the 
ate  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  were 
at  the  head  of  the  Government;  they 
believed  that  while  the  maehinery  of  the 
law  was  put  in  motion  against  poor 
peasants  tnis  land  agent  could  set  the 
law  at  defiance.  It  was  not  a  question 
whether  M'Dougall  gained  £10,  or  £15, 
or  £  1 00  by  this  violation  of  the  law  ;  but 
it  was  whether  he  had  knowingly  com- 
mitted the  violation.   If  it  could  be 
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shown,  as  we  say  it  could,  that  he  had 
wittingly  and  knowingly,  not  in  this 
single  case  alone,  but  in  10  or  II  cases — 
indeed,  we  do  not  know  in  how  many 
other  cases  out  of  the  1,500  with 
which  he  had  to  deal — broken-  the  law, 
we  cannot  understand  why  the  late  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  should  refuse 
to  institute  a  prosecution.  Let  me  say 
that  I  think  it  a  strong  argument  in 
favour  of  there  being  a  proseoution  that 
thwewasthiswidesEweodfeeling  amongst 
the  people  that  the  man  bad  broken  the 
law.  Xt  he  had  made  a  mistake,  he  cer- 
tainly ought  not  to  hare  objected  to  a 
prosecution,  because  he  would  have  had 
an  opportunity  of  clearing  his  character. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
wound  up  by  saying,  in  a  very  im- 
pressive way,  that  he  would  make  no 
terms  whatever  with  the  person  who 
was  ready  to  confess  he  was  party  to  a 
crime.  I  am  not  sure  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  always 
oarried  out  that  principle.  We  know 
that  the  Irish  Government  are  ever  ready 
to  make  terms  with  such  men,  and  that 
they  are  ever  ready  to  put  large  money 
rewards  into  the  hands  of  informers 
against  the  unfortunate  tenantry.  We 
find  that  now,  when  dealing  with  a  gen- 
tleman, a  totally  new  principle  is  intro- 
duced— ^they  wiU  not  accept  we  evidence 
of  a  peasant  against  a  gentleman;  but 
they  are  quite  ready  to  accept  the  evi- 
dence of  a  peasant  against  a  peasant. 

Mb.  sexton  (Sligo,  S.) :  It  is  not 
very  easy  for  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  or  for  anyone  who  has  been 
Attorney  General,  to  surprise  an  Irish 
Member ;  and  I  confess  that  the  late 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Holmes)  did  not  surprise  me  when  he 
said  he  did  not  know  whether  M'Dougall 
was  called  a  Loyalist  or  not.  We  all 
know  that  Irish  officials  have  so  much 
work  that  they  never  stop  to  inquire 
what  are  the  politics  of  any  person 
against  whom  complaint  may  be  made. 
I  shall  not  dwell  upon  that  point;  but  I 
must  observe  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  GenUeman's  plea  th&t  be  has 
not  been  able  to  -  obtun  exact  infor- 
mation appears  a  lame  and  faltering 
one,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  this  Motion 
has  been  on  the  Paper  a  fortnight. 
Does  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man wish  us  to  understand  that  the  pre- 
sent occupants  of  Dublin  Castle  would 
have  refused  him  access  to  official  doou- 
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ments?  We  know  that  when  once  a 
man  in  Ireland  finds  his  vaj  to  Dublin 
Castle  he  very  easily  finds  his  way  to 
return  to  it  at  any  time  ;  and  if  the  riffht 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  really 
desired  in  the  last  fortnight  to  inresti- 
gate  the  figures  and  factts  of  this  case,  I 
am  Bore  his  learned  and  courteous  Suc- 
cessor would  have  afforded  him  erery 
facility  to  do  so.  As  a  reason  for  not 
being  acquainted  with  the  facta  of  this 
case,  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentlo- 
man  pleaded  that  he  had  had  to  deal 
with  many  cases  of  this  kind.  Why  did 
he  never  prosecute  in  any  of  them  ? 

Mr.  holmes  :  I  did  not  say  cases 
of  this  kind.  I  said  I  had  to  deal  with 
soToral  hundred  cases ;  but  the  cases 
bore  upon  every  branch  of  the  Orimioal 
Law. 

Ma.  SEXTON  :  I  suppose  the  rest  of 
the  cases  had  to  do  with  Nationalists. 
The  right  hoo.  and  learned  Gentleman 
suggested  that  the  complainants  might 
hare  proceeded  by  way  of  summons.  He 
knows  Tery  well  that  in  Ireland,  in 
cases  of  this  kind,  there  must  be  initi- 
ative action  by  the  Grown,  or  there 
would  be  no  action  at  all ;  when  the  re- 
sponsible officer  stands  up  and  says  the 
Grown  will  take  no  action  at  all,  that  is 
equivalent  to  s^ng  there  would  be  no 
prosecution.  Was  there  ever  heard,  in 
a  deliberative  Assembly,  such  an  argu- 
ment as  that  this  swindler  is  not  to  be 
prosecuted  because  he  did  not  put 
money  into  his  own  pocket?  Are  we  to 
understand  that  fraud  is  to  be  condoned 
by  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  be- 
cause the  perpetrator  of  the  fraud  does 
not  pocket  the  profit  of  it  ?  Mr. 
H'Bougall  was  the  agent,  and  did  not 
pocket  the  rent ;  but  will  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  deny  that 
M'Bougall  pocketed  the  poundage,  or 
the  percentage  on  the  amount  of  the  col- 
lection ?  But  whether  he  did  or  not 
profit  by  the  transaction  makes  no  dif- 
ference in  the  case.  ["Oh,  oh!"]  Is 
it  the  view,  then,  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
adorn  the  Braiches  above  the  G^angway, 
that  a  man  may  commit  frauds  with  im- 
punity provided  he  does  not  pocket  the 
proceeds  ?  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  impossible 
to  understand  the  plea  that  M'Dougall 
made  a  mistake.  Francis  Garolan,  the 
tenant,  refused  to  make  an  affidavit  that 
he  was  in  arrear ;  and,  therefore,  it  is 
perfect  nonsense  to  say  M'Dougall  con- 
founded ^e  case  with  any  other.  The 


right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
late  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  says 
he  had  a  great  many  cases  to  deal  with 
in  the  course  of  the  seven  months  he  was 
in  Office,  and  that  as  he  looked  at  the 
case  through  a  telescope  at  DabUn 
Castle  he  had  no  opportunity  of  close 
examination.  [Cnej  of  "  Order!  "] 
There  is  nothing  wrong  in  speaking 
about  a  telescope.  My  hon.  Friend  near 
me,  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Kil- 
kenny (Mr.  Chance),  vho  will,  if  neces- 
sary, enlighten  the  House  on  the  snb- 
ject,  was  the  solicitor  for  the  tenant  in 
the  case.  He  is  here,  and  informs  me 
that  it  was,  practically,  a  contested  case ; 
that  the  tenant  went  into  Court  to 
prove  his  inability  to  pay  his  rent ;  and 
that  the  presumption  was  that  Mr. 
M'Dougall  must  have  closely  examined 
the  facts  and  figures  of  the  case. 
M'Dougall  was  a  party  to  a  series  of  11 
affidavits,  in  some  of  which  it  was  stated 
that  arrears  were  due,  so  as  to  enable 
him  to  make  a  raid  upon  the  public 
money.  Some  of  the  affidavits  proved 
that  arrears  were  satisfied  up  to  the  date 
the  Act  prescribed  th^  should  be  satis- 
fied ;  and  as  soon  as  the  affidavits  had 
served  his  purpose,  Mr.  M'Dougall 
turned  round  and  proceeded  against  the 
tenants  for  the  arrears  he  swore  had 
been  satisfied.  Will  anybody  say  that 
could  have  been  a  mistake?  He  first 
committed  a  fraud  on  the  Government, 
and  then  turned  round  and  collected  the 
arrears  from  the  tenant.  Well,  the  late 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  has  given 
us  an  effective  proof  to-night  of  the 
hollowness  of  the  code  of  morals  which 
governs  the  proceedings  of  the  Law 
Officers  in  Dublin  Casde.  He  admits 
that  evidence  was  tendered  to  him,  evi- 
dence of  the  tenants— we  say  1 1  tenants 
are  ready  to  offer  evidence  against  this 
man ;  but  the  rifcht  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  indignant  at  the  idea  of 
bis  making  terms  with  persons  who  are 
parties  to  a  crime.  He  considered  that 
such  terms  with  such  people  would 
prove  injurious  to  the  administration  of 
justice.  Now,  I  ask  any  Member  in 
the  House  whether  the  administration 
of  justice  is  more  injured  by  the  refasal 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man to  bring  these  coses  into  Court,  eo 
that  fraud  may  go  unpunished,  or  by 
the  acceptance  of  the  evidence  of  one 
class  of  the  criminal  parties  to  secure 
the  conviction  and  punishment  of  the 
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other  ?  I  maintsin  it  tronld  be  less  in- 
jurious to  the  admiDiBtration  of  justice 
that  one  class  should  be  punished  than 
that  all  the  ofieuders  should  go  un- 
puuished.  He  will  not  accept  the  evi- 
dence of  any  person  who  has  been  a 
party  to  a  crime.  Why  is  there  not  the 
same  rule  applied  when  a  gentleman, 
as  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man called  Mr.  M'Dougall,  is  conoerned, 
as  when  a  peasant  is  concerned  ?  When 
there  is  a  gentleman  in  the  question, 
the  Crown  officials  will  take  no  steps ; 
but  when  a  peasant  has  been  the  accused 
party,  what  have  they  done?  By  day 
and  by  night  Crown  Solicitors  have  gone 
into  the  cells  of  the  prisoners  and  in* 
duced  them  to  turn  Queen's  evidence. 
We  know  that  convictions  have  been 
procured  by  the  acceptance  of  evidence 
of  those  who  were  tainted  with  crime. 
We  know  that  men  have  been  threat- 
ened with  the  penalty  of  the  scaffold  if 
they  would  not  give  evidence.  If  that 
is  to  be  the  rule  with  one  class  of  crimi- 
nals it  ought  to  be  the  rule  with  all. 
Certainly,  I  think  there  never  was  a 
case  in  which  Queen's  evidence  ought 
to  have  been  more  readily  received  and 
sought  than  the  case  which  has  been 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  House  to- 
night. It  is  a  most  instructive  commen- 
tary upon  the  principles  which  have 
hitherto  governed  the  administration  of 
justice  in  Ireland,  that  only  a  very  few 
days  before  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  prepared  the  great  speech 
in  which  he  asserted  that  the  ordmary 
law  was  not  sufficient  for  the  punish- 
ment of  peasants  he  refused  to  put  the 
ordinary  law  in  force  against  what  he 
calls  a  gentleman. 

Thk  chief  SECEETAEY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  John  Morlet)  (New- 
castle) :  It  was  said  in  the  early  portion 
of  this  evening's  proceedings  that  it  was 
indispensable  for  hon.  Gentlemen  from 
Ireland  to  have  the  opportunity  of  bring- 
ing the  affairs  of  tbeir  country  from  time 
to  time  before  the  attention  of  the  House, 
and  from  that  doctrine  I  do  not  now  dis- 
sent. But  I  have  felt,  since  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Clancy),  who  has  made 
this  Motion,  bM;an  his  speech,  what  I 
have  often  felt  before  in  the  House — 
that  there  is  no  place  in  the  world  less 
fitted  to  discharge  the  functions  of  a 
Court  of  Justice  than  the  House  of 
Commons.  We  have  not  all  the  facts 
before  ua,  and  we  are  not  aU,  perhaps  in 

Jfr,  8*xion 


BojudicialorimpaTtiala&ameofmindaB 
to  enable  us  to  arrive  at  a  proper  and  just 
conclusion.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  late  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  assumed  that 
I  should  interpose  in  the  debate  ;  but  I 
hardly  see  what  part  I  have  to  take  in 
it.  The  answer  which  I  gave  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Kilkenny  (Mr. 
Chance)  on,  I  think,  the  25th  of  last 
month,  really  summed  up  all  I  have  to 
say  on  the  subject.  It  was  to  the  effect 
that  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  the  ma- 
terial on  which  the  Government  could 
found  a  prosecution,  it  surely  is  his 
business  to  bring  that  material  before 
the  Attorney  General  (Mr.  Walker).  U 
it  is  so  brought,  I  can  promise,  on  be- 
half of  the  Irish  Government  and  of  the 
Attorney  General,  that  it  shall  be  con- 
sidered. This  invitation  was  addressed 
to  the  hon.. Gentleman  now  more  than  a 
fortnight  ago,  and  I  do  not  quite  see 
why  he  should  have  taken  the  course  of 
bringing  the  subject  before  the  House 
in  this  form,  instead  of  bringing  it  be* 
fore  the  notice  of  the  Law  Officers. 

Me.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
labouring  under  some  misapprehension. 
I  did  not  ask  any  Question  on  this  ques- 
tion, and  I  got  no  answer. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY:  I  beg 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  I  ought 
to  have  said  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Dublin  (Mr.  Clancy).  Upon  the  infor- 
mation at  present  before  the  Gh>vem< 
ment  there  does  not  appear  to  be 
evidence  of  criminal  intent  on  Hr. 
M'Dougall'spart;  but  if  a  case  can  be 
made  out  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land will  consider  it.  That  is  the  offer 
I  made  the  other  day,  and  by  that  offer 
I  still  abide. 

Me.  CHANCE :  The  right,  hon  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  John  Morley)  commenced 
his  speech  by  saying  that  there  was  no 
place  less  fitted  to  discharge  the  func- 
tions of  a  Court  of  Justice  than  the 
House  of  Commons.  I  think  there  is 
one  place  less  fitted,  and  that  is  Dublin 
Castle.  I  was  rather  surprised  to  hear 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that  there 
was  no  evidence  of  a  criminal  intent  on 
the  part  of  Mr.  M'Dougall.  It  seems 
to  me  that  he  would  not  have  made  such 
an  observation  if  there  had  been  any 
Law  Officers  on  the  Treasury  Bench.  I 
should  say  that  if  a  person  stole  a  -watch 
I  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
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Grown  officiala  would  not  pause  before 
arreetingp  him.  There  womd  be  no  sug- 
gestion of  an  inquiry  as  to  the  existence 
of  a  criminal  intent.  In  this  case  it  has 
been  admitted,  not  only  by  the  late  Law 
Officers,  but  by  Mr.  M'Dougall  himself, 
that  the  money  was  obtained,  and  that 
he  had  no  right  to  obtain  the  money. 
Is  it  not  a  question  for  a  jury  whether 
there  was  any  criminal  intent  on  his 
part  ?  I  think  it  is.  Moreover,  I  think 
a  jury  would  be  more  fitted  to  ascertain 
whetitier  or  not  there  was  any  criminal 
intent  on  the  part  of  Mr.  M'Dougall 
than  the  Law  Officers  of  Her  Majesty's 
GoTomment. 

Mb.  GLAKOY  :  I  beg  to  withdraw 
my  Amendment.  I  will  take  care  that 
the  information  in  the  case  is  laid  before 
the  Government. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  tDtthdravm. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mfkdrawn. 

Supply — Committee  deferrtd  till  Mon- 
day next. 

LABOUBESS  (IRELAND)  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.— [Bill  10.] 
{Mr.  Mayne,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  WilUam 
O'Brien,  Mr.  S*xion,  Mr  Sheehy.) 

COHHITTBE. 

Bill  wntidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Short  title). 

Mb.  BEODRICK  (Surrey,  Guild- 
ford) :  Mr.  Courtney,  I  beg  to  move 
that  you  do  report  Progress.  I  think, 
considering  the  importcmce  of  the  mea- 
sure, and  having  regard  to  the  number 
of  Amendments  on  the  Paper,  it  would 
be  well  if  the  Government  were  to  see 
their  way  to  afford  an  opportunity  of 
bringing  this  Bill  on  at  an  hour  when 
we  can  properly  discuss  it.  There  is  no 
hostility  on  this  side  of  the  House  to  the 
principle  of  some  of  the  Amendments, 
or  to  the  principle  of  the  measure ;  but 
we  feel  that  it  deals  with  some  questions 
which  will  certainly  raise  a  prolonged 
discussion,  and  one  which  we  cannot 
hope  to  finish  at  this  late  hour  of  the 
night.  I  am  sure  we  ehall  all  be  glad 
if  the  right  hon.  Gtentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  (Mr.  John  Morley)  will  under- 
take to  use  his  influence  with  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  induce  them  to 
give  some  facilities  for  the  oonsideration 


of  the  BiU  at  a  reasonable  hour — say, 
not  later  than  12  o'clock.  I  have  no 
wish  that  the  Bill  should  be  postponed 
»%n$  die ;  but  I  feel  that  if  it  be  pushed 
on  at  this  hour  of  the  night  the  result 
cannot  be  satisfactory  either  to  those 
who  support  it,  or  to  those  who  have 
Amendments  to  propose. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
' '  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.*'— (JTr.  JBrod- 
rieh.) 

Thb  chief  secretary  tob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  John  Morlbt)  (New- 
castle) :  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Brodrick)  that  there 
are  a  great  number  of  important  Amend- 
ments on  the  Paper,  and  that  this  is 
rather  a  late  hour  to  bring  on  the  dis- 
cussion. No  doubt  the  duonssion  will 
occupy  a  very  considerable  time ;  there- 
fore, 80  far  as  the  Government  are  con- 
cerned, we  are  quite  willing  to  acquiesce 
in  the  postponement  of  the  debate.  At 
the  present  moment  it  is  impossible  for 
me  to  name  a  day  when  the  discussion 
can  be  resumed ;  but  I  think  I  can  pro- 
mise, on  behalf  of  the  Government, 
that  we  will  do  our  best  to  find  an  occa- 
sion on  which  the  Bill  can  be  suitably 
considered.  Of  course,  I  cannot  pro- 
mise that  it  will  be  made  the  first 
Order ;  but  it  shall  be  brought  on  at  a 
comparatively  early  hour. 

Ub.  sexton  (Sligo,  8.) :  I  think  it 
is  well  I  should  say  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers strongly  olneot  to  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate.  We  sat  here  for  hours 
last  night,  through  the  debate  upon  tiie 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill  — sat 
here  until  2  o'clock  this  morning — in 
the  hope  that  this  BiU  might  be  taken. 
I  am  bound  to  s^  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  also  sat  here  with  great 
patience  and  self-denial.  The  hour  be- 
came too  late  to  take  the  Bill ;  but  it  is 
now  an  hour  earlier.  I  regret  the  Mo- 
tion made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Guildford  Division  of 
Surrey  (Mr.  Brodrick),  for  I  can  see  no 
reason  for  it.  I  ask  the  Committee 
to  remember  that  the  second  reading  of 
this  BiU  was  passed  without  a  division. 
There  was  almost  perfect  unanimity.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  admits  there 
was  unanimity  of  opinion  concerning  it, 
and  how  he  reconciles  that  admission 
with  the  belief  that  there  will  be  a  pro- 
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longed  diBooBsion  upon  the  clauses  is 
more  tiian  I  can  fathom.  Besides,  his 
interest  appears  to  be  new-born,  because 
the  solitary  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
in  his  name  only  appeared  this  morning. 
I  trust  the  Committee  will  consent  to 
take  the  Bill  now.  Later  in  the  Session 
we  shall,  no  doubt,  have  matters  of  the 
greatest  importance  to  occupy  our  atten- 
tion. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manches- 
ter, E.) :  The  Hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  must 
recollect  tiiatitis  quite  possible  to  assent 
to  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill,  and 
yet  feel  that  the  Bill  requires  very  long 
and  careful  discussion  in  Committee. 
One  of  the  proposals  of  the  late  Qo- 
vernment  viUi  regard  to  the  Business 
of  the  House — a  proposal  which  it  is 
understood  the  [nresent  Oovemment  are 
prepared  to  consider  very,  faTOurably — 
was  tiiat  all  contested  Business  should 
ceasfl  at  12  o'clock.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
at  all  reasonable  to  commence  this  im- 
portant Biisiness  at  1  o'clock  in  the 
morning.  Hon.  Gentlemen  must  recol- 
lect that,  after  all,  this  Bill  has  in  its 
progress  up  to  the  present  time  been 
singularly  fortunate.  It  has  been  read 
a  second  time,  and  the  Session  is  still 
young.  It  has  reached  a  stage  when  it 
is  impossible  to  block  it ;  and  therefore, 
if  the  adjournment  is  carried,  I  cannot 
see  that  there  will  be  any  difficulty  in 
bringing  on  the  discussion  at  an  early 
date.  Hon.  Gentlemen  have  the  pledge 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  that  the  Government  will  do 
their  very  best  to  bring  the  Bill  on  at 
a  reasonable  hour;  and,  that  being  so,  I 
hope  no  objection  will  be  raised  on  the 
part  of  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  to 
the  Motion  to  report  Progress. 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  William  Habcouet) 
(Derby) :  If  both  Parties  are  agreed  as 
to  the  desirability  of  an  adjournment 
of  the  debate  the  Government  will  offer 
no  opposition.  At  the  same  time,  as  we 
are  not  able  to  hold  out  any  definite 
prospect  of  the  renewal  of  the  discus- 
sion, I  think  the  Committee  might  go 
on  for  another  hour,  and  see  how  it  gets 
on.  I  hope  hon.  Members  below  the 
Chingway  will  not  press  the  Bill  on  to 
any  undue  extent. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  cannot  be- 
lieve that  the  right  hon.  Qentdeman 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  woe  in  theHouse 


when  the  Chief  Secretary  far  ^land 
(Mr.  John  Uorl^)  spoke.  We  beard 
nothing  from  the  Chief  Secretary  of 
these  altemativee ;  we  heard  nothing  of 
these  precedent  conditions  to  the  accept- 
ance of  the  Motion  for  Adjournment. 
We  understood  the  Chief  Secretary  was 
prepared,  on  behalf  of  the  Government, 
to  agree  to  the  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress, and  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  not  recede  from  the  position 
he  so  categorically  took  up. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I 
spoke  after  consultation  with  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.):  I  had  a 
Notice  on  the  Paper  for  a  Return,  but  it 
wasblockedby  thehon.  Member  for  South 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton).  I  shall  certainly 
insist  upon  dividing  on  the  Motion  to 
report  Progress. 

VISCOUNT  OBANBOBNE  (Lanoa- 
shire,  N.E.,  Darwen) :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Sir  William  Harcourt)  seems  to  be 
very  fond  of  throwing  over  his  Col- 
leagues. Early  in  the  Session,  upon  the 
Employers'  Liability  Bill,  he  stepped  in 
exactly  as  he  has  done  to  night,  and  re- 
versed what  a  subordinate  Member  of  the 
Government  had  announced. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  There 
are  no  subordinate  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment. 

VisooraxCRANBORNE:  That  makes 
matters  all  the  worse.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  announced  his  assent  to 
the  Motion  to  report  Progress ;  but  down 
oame  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
threw  over  his  Oollet^ue,  and  semned 
surprised  that  we  find  fault  with  him 
for  behaving  in  such  a  manner. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  B.) :  I  have 
only  one  remark  to  make.  I  think  the 
statement  just  made  by  thehon.  Member 
fur  South  Belfast  (Mr.  Johnston)  is  one 
of  the  most  extraordinary  I  ever  heard. 
We  heard  the  other  day  a  speech  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman  in  favour  of  the 
Labourers'  Act,  and  now  we  find  that 
because  a  Return  of  his  is  blocked  by 
the  hon.  Mamber  for  South  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton),  he  is  going  to  take  revmgs  by 
going  to  a  division,  and  by  destroying, 
perhaps,  the  only  chance  which  we  may 
have  this  Session  of  passing  the  Bill.  If 
the  hon.  Member  thinks  he  is  going  to 
pose  before  the  labonrers  of  Ulster  as 
their  iriend,  and  then  blocks  this  Bill, 
the  labooren  of  Ulster  will  know  of  >t. 
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Mb.  BBODBIOK:  I  regret  ihe  epe- 
raea  of  iotimidation  which  is  practised 
by  hon.  Qentlemen  below  ihe  Gangway. 
The  Committee  hare  every  right  to  dis- 
cuss this  question  in  the  interests  of  this 
country,  as  well  as  of  Ireland,  at  a 
proper  time  of  night ;  and  this  lifting 
of  a  sword,  so  to  speak,  over  the  heads 
of  hon.  Members  irom  Ulster,  is  one  of 
the  most  monstrous  attempts  to  intimi- 
date this  Committee  that  can  be  made. 
I  really  must  be  allowed  to  say  a  word 
as  to  the  action  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Sir  William  Harcourt).  We 
are  quite  familiar  with  the  system  which 
the  present  GoTernment  pursue.  One 
of  them  enters  into  an  arrangement, 
and  then  another  comes  forward  and 
breaks  it  up.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Seeretary  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  has  pledp^  the  GoTom- 
ment  to  use  their  exertions  to  bring  this 
Bill  on  at  a  reasonable  hour,  and  when 
the  Ohacoellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who 

was  not  present  [Sir  William  Har- 

oou&t:  I  was  present.]  Then  I  am 
still  more  surprised  at  the  utter  dis- 
respect he  has  shown  for  hie  own 
CoUe^^e.  We  really  do  expect  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  show 
some  degree  of  respect  for  the  under- 
takings which  have  been  arrived  at. 
Here  we  are,  not  one  word  of  hostility 
to  the  measure  having  been  said  up  to 
the  present ;  but  I  must  point  out  that 
if  the  Motion  to  report  Progress  is 
made  the  occasion  for  a  long  and  angry 
diabuBsion,  the  only  effect  will  be  wat 
every  Irish  Bill  from  now  to  the  end  of 
the  Session  will  be  blocked  the  very 
moment  it  is  put  on  the  Paper.  We 
have  foregone  the  right  which  we  might 
have  exercised,  had  we  been  desirous  of 
doing  so,  of  blocking  this  Bill.  Under 
these  circumstances,  and  considering  the 
good  feeling  shown  by  the  Committee 
upon  the  subject,  I  do  hope  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  will  reconsider 
his  demand.  His  refusal  will  only  lead 
to  a  protracted  discussion  on  tlie  ques- 
tion of  post^nement,  which  may  occupy 
the  whole  of  the  time  he  proposes  to 
give  to-night  to  the  consideration  of  the 
measure. 

Mr.  holmes  (Dublin  University) : 
I  wish  to  appeal  to  hon.  Hembers 
below  the  Gangway  not  to  press  this  Bill 
forward  to-night.  I  laboured  aa  hard 
as  anyone  in  die  House  last  Session  in 
regard  to  this  snbjeot,  and  I  regard  the 


preeent  measure  as  containing  some  very 
valuable  improvements  of  the  Labourers' 
Acts ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  I  think 
that  some  of  its  provisions  require  very 
deliberate  disoussion.  I  would,  there- 
fore, suggest  that,  as  it  is  now  1  o'clock, 
and  as  the  discussion  of  the  clauses  of 
the  Bill  will  take  some  hours,  we  should 
be  allowed  to  report  Progress.  If  hon. 
Members  go  on  now,  they  may  not  have 
concluded  their  labours  by  5  o'clock  in 
the  morning ;  and  I  do  not  think  they 
will  desire  to  adopt  such  a  course  as  that 
on  the  present  occasion.  We  have  the 
assurance  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr, 
John  Morley)  that  he  will  bring  the  Bill 
on  upon  a  Government  night,  and  I  will 
promise  hon.  Members  every  assistance 
in  my  power  towards  bringing  it  on  at 
an  early  hour.  It  would  be  unreason- 
able, under  the  circumstances,  to  insist 
upon  the  Committee  continuing;  at  this 
hour.  I  am  anxious  that  this  matter 
should  be  fully  end  freely  discussed ; 
but  I  think  this  is  not  the  hour  to  dis- 
OUBS  it. 

Mr.  JOHNS  (Warwick,  Nuneaton): 
I  trust  that  the  Committee  will  excuse 
mo  for  rising  to  discuss  this  matter — — 

Thb  chairman  of  committees 
(Mr.  Covktnet)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) : 
The  hon.  Member  must  confine  his  re- 
marks to  the  Question  that  I  now  report 
Progress. 

Mb.  sexton  :  It  appears  to  me  that 
the  majority  of  the  Committee  want  to 
go  on.  No  one  has  spoken  against  con- 
tinuing, except  the  sou  of  an  Irish  land- 
lord who  is  hostile  to  the  Bill  altogether. 
I  have  to  thank  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  the  late  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  for  his 
support ;  but  I  cannot  understand  how 
it  is  that  he  is  willing  to  go  on  at  2 
o'clock  in  the  morning  on  some  other 
occasion,  but  is  unwilling  to  go  on  at  1 
o'clock  this  morning. 

GoLOKEL  WARING  (Down,  N.):  It 
appears  to  mo  that  it  is  unreasonable  to 
us  to  go  on  to-night.  This  Bill  affects 
the  interests  of  a  Targe  class  of  Irishmen 
whom  we  represent,  and  therefore  we 
wish  to  have  an  opportunity  of  airing 
their  grievances  before  the  Committee. 
I  do  not  mind  the  hour ;  but  I  do  not 
think  we  can  fEiirly  ask  hon.  Gentlemen 
opponte  to  keep  a  House  to  discuss  this 
matter  at  such  an  hour.  I  think,  how- 
ever, that  ve  might  expect  the  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  to  be  a  little  more 
explicit  in  his  promise  as  to  bringing 
the  Bill  on  on  a  futare  occasion.  The 
clauses  will  not  take  long  to  discuss  if 
the  Government  can  find  a  night ;  and, 
for  my  part,  I  am  only  too  anxious  that 
the  matter  should  be  threshed  out  with- 
out delay.  If  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Guildford  Division  of  Surrey  (Mr.  Brod- 
rick)  wishes  to  put  obstacles  in  the  way 
of  the  Bill  being  discussed,  all  I  can 
say  is  that  the  Ulster  Members  are  per- 
fectly prepared  to  discuss  it  at  any  time, 
although  we  prefer  that  it  should  come 
on  at  an  earlier  hour. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  75 ; 
Noes  132:  M^ority  57.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  30.) 

Olause  i^eed  to. 
Glause  2  (Oonstruction  of  Act). 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Olause  stand  part  of  the 

Bill." 

Me.  TOMLINSON  (Preston) :  I  think 
really  that  we  have  reached  an  hour  at 
which  it  is  desirable  that  we  should 
report  Progress.  I  do  not  think  that 
there  is  any  objection  to  the  taking  of 
the  clause  which  has  been  proposed ; 
but  I  think  that  we  are  now  arriving  at 
that  part  of  the  Bill  which  deserves 
considerable  discussion.  I,  therefore, 
beg  to  move  that  you  do  report  Pro- 
gress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
cess, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr. 

Mb.  sexton  (Sliffo,  S.)  intimated 
that,  after  having  taken  the  sense  of 
the  Committee,  he  and  bis  Friends 
would  not  now  oppose  the  Motion. 

The  CHANCELLOK  of  the  EX- 
OHEQUKR  (Sir  Whliam  Haecourt) 
(Derby) :  The  Committee  knows  per- 
fectly well  that  if  a  certain  number  of 
hon.  Members  in  this  Committee  insist 
upon  continuing  to  repeat  Motions  for 
the  adjournment  at  20  minutes  to  1 
o'clock,  it  is  simply  wasting  the  time  of 
the  House  to  resist  them.  Already  more 
than  half-an-hour  has  been  wasted  which 
might  have  been  devoted  to  transacting 
the  Business  of  the  country ;  and,  there- 
fore, I  cannot  recommend  the  Oommittee 

Colonel  Waring 


to  waste  their  time  in  discussing  Motion 
^ter  Motion  of  this  character. 

Mb.  BBODBIOE  (Surrey,  Guild- 
ford) :  The  waste  of  time  has  been 
wholly  due  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  him- 
self. In  deference  to  his  usual  Friends 
below  the  Gangway  here,  he  chooses  to 
throw  over  his  own  Colleague,  and  the 
result  is  that  he  finds  hon.  Members  are 
not  inclined  to  submit  to  such  a  course. 
Besides,  it  appears  from  the  division  just 
taken  that  we  are  in  no  less  a  minority 
than  we  usually  are ;  and,  therefore,  we 
have  a  right  to  ask  that  this  Bill  shall 
not  be  proceeded  with  at  this  late  hour. 
The  waste  of  time  is  solely  due  to  the 
attitude  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer ;  and  I  must  say  that,  if  this  is  a 
sample  of  the  waste  of  time  which  is  to  go 
on  as  long  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
remains  in  charge  of  the  Baainess  of  this 
House,  the  result  is  likely  to  be  serious. 
I  think  that  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
will  do  well  to  enter  into  communication 
with  the  Government  as  to  brining  on 
this  measure  at  a  proper  time ;  and, 
in  the  meantime,  I  beg  to  support  the 
Motion  that  you.  Sir,  report  Progress. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  All  I  am 
desirous  of  pointing  out  is  what  the  real 
nature  of  the  proceedings  we  are  now 
witnessing  is.  This  Bill  is  one  on  which 
there  was  never  any  intention  to  hold 
much  discussion.  There  is  no  argument 
at  all  before  the  Committee  why  we 
should  not  have  gone  on  doing  what  we 
could  until  2  o'clock.  So  far  as  I  can 
observe,  even  amongst  the  hou.  Man- 
bers  returned  from  Ulster,  a  large  sec- 
tion  are  opposed  to  this  obstruction — for 
that  is  the  only  name  it  can  be  called  by. 
In  point  of  fact,  it  is  really  worth  ob- 
servation that  of  the  Members  from  Ire- 
land there  are  not  above  three  who  are 
not  willing  and  anxious  to  go  on  with 
this  Bill.  It  is  perfectly  absurd  to  make 
observations  about  di£Ferenoe  of  opinion 
between  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  We  know  what  that  diffe- 
rence of  opinion  is.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary,  who  has 
always  shown  an  anxiety  to  meet  the 
views  of  the  Irish  Members — ["Hear, 
hear !  "]  English  Members  cheer  that 
in  an  ironical  manner ;  but  I  do  not  think 
it  is  any  disgrace  for  an  Irish  Chief 
Secretary  to  attempt  to  please  the  people 
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of  Ireland.  At  any  rate,  I  do  not 
think  that  the  present  Chief  Secretary 
tIU  think  it  a  disgrace.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  always  considerate ;  but  I 
think  he  has  stated  what  is  somewhat 
beyond  his  powers.  He  is  not  the 
Leader  of  the  House  of  Oommons.  He 
said  he  would  endeavour  to  bring  on 
this  Bill  on  some  future  day  at  an  early 
hour.  Then,  probably,  after  consulting 
with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
be  came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  would 
bo  outside  his  power  to  do  this — or,  at 
any  rate,  that  a  bird  in  the  hand  is 
worth  two  in  the  bush,  and  that  we  had 
better  go  on  with  the  Amendments  as 
quickly  as  we  can.  What  happens? 
why,  an  English  Member  who  has  no 
real  standing  at  all  in  this  matter — for 
the  Bill  does  not  apply  to  either  £og- 
land,  Scotland,  or  "Wales — a  Member 
who  has  no  standing  in  the  matter, 
except  one  that  we  thoroughly  under- 
stand, who  sits  hero  to  repreeent  not  his 
constituents,  but  his  class  in  Ireland, 
comes  forward  to  do  what  that  class  has 
systematically  done,  not  only  here  but 
in  Ireland — namely,  obstruct  measures 
intended  for  the  benefit  of  that  country. 
It  is  merely  for  the  sake  of  pointing  out 
the  nature  of  this  obstruction  that  Ihave 
said  these  few  words. 

The  CHIEF  SEORETART  (Mr. 
John  Moblbt)  (Newcastle  on-Tyne) :  I 
wish  to  say  one  word  with  regard  to  my 
statement  assenting  to  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  I  assumed — 
and  I  had  reason  for  assuming — that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  understood 
from  Irish  Members  that  the  adjourn- 
ment would  not  be  disag^reeable  to 
them.  That  being  the  case,  I  said 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  accept 
the  adjournment.  I  said  more,  and  I 
repeat  it  now— namely,  that  if  an  ad- 
journment takes  place,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  do  their  best  to  bring 
the  Bill  on  on  an  early  day  and  at  as 
early  an  hour  as  possible.  It  might 
have  to  be  a  late  hour;  but  it  would,  at 
any  rate,  be  the  earliest  hour  possible. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOITB(Manchester,E.) : 
I  hope  the  few  words  that  have  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  hare 
thrown  a  calming  influence  over  the  Com- 
mittee. I  think  the  Leader  of  the  House 
indulged  in  a  very  superfluous  attack 
upon  us  on  this  side  of  the  House  when 
he  said  that  we  desired  to  obstruct  the 
Business  of  the  House.    [Sir  Williau 

VOL.  OOOni.   [thibd  sebies.] 


Harcottrt  :  I  did  not  say  so.]  I  was 
amused  when  I  heard  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers describe  a  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  at  half-past  1  in  the 
morning,  as  "  Obstruction." 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  said,  obstmotion  of 
particular  measures. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  Obstruction 
of  particular  measures  is,  of  course,  ob- 
struction. I  would  make  this  proposi- 
tion to  the  Committee— that  we  should 
proceed  with  the  Bill  until  we  have  dis- 
posed of  Clause  2,  and  that  we  should 
then  stop  before  we  come  to  contro- 
Tersial  matter.  That,  combined  with  the 
promise  of  the  Government  that  th^will 
find  a  day  when  this  Bill  can  be  brought 
on  at  a  reasonable  hour,  ought  to  eatufy 
hon.  Gentlemen  -that  there  is  no  desire 
to  obstruct  the  Bill. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Sligo,  8.):  It  is  use- 
less for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  persist  in  the  face  of  so  many  Gen- 
tlemen opposed  to  proceeding  with  this 
Bill  to-night.  It  is  useless,  also,  I  think, 
to  characterize  what  has  taken  place. 
Every  Member  of  the  House  must  have 
his  opinion  of  it,  and  will  not  need  any 
statement  from  me  to  educate  him. 
Here  is  a  Bill  that  is  one  of  urgency  in 
Ireland,  because  it  deals  with  matters 
which  are  taking  place  every  day  there. 
It  afiFeots  the  homes  and  the  welfare  of 
the  labouring  population  of  Ireland ; 
theiefore  the  vast  majority  of  Irish 
Members  are  anxious  to  go  on  with  it. 
If  we  are  compelled  to  siHimit  to-night 
— no ;  not  compelled,  for  they  are  not 
strong  enough  to  compel  us — but  if  we 
do  submit,  I  trust  the  Oovemment  will 
find  us  such  reasonable  opportunity  of 
dealing  with  the  Bill  some  other  night 
as  will  place  us  beyond  the  reach  of  such 
an  attack  as  has  now  been  made. 

8iE  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  :  I  am 
not  sufficiently  well  aware  of  the  en- 
gagements for  next  week  to  be  able  to 
fix  a  particular  day.  I  can  only  say 
that  we  will  endeavour  to  carry  out  the 
undertaking  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  as  well  as  we  can.  I 
cannot  go  further  than  that  at  present. 

Me.  SEXTON :  Then  we  will  pass 
Clause  2. 

Me.  T0MUN80N :  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances I  withdraw  the  Motion  to 
report  Progress. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause  t^ted  to. 
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Clause  3  (Amendment  of  46  &  47 
Yiot..  0.  60,  8.  5,  as  tu  oertificate  of 
sanitary  offices). 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That 
Clause  3  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again,"— (J/r.  Johntion,) 
put  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Mondaj^  next. 

MO  TI0N8. 


INFANTS  BILL. 
UOTIOV  FOB  LV^TB.     FIBBT  BEADING. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Charles  Eussbll)  (Hackney,  S.):  I  beg 
to  move  for  leave  to  introduce  a  Bill 
relating  to  th.e  guardianship  and  custody 
of  infants.  I  may  explain  that  the 
object  of  the  measure  is  to  give  mothers 
a  voice  in  the  guardianship  and  custody 
of  their  children.  The  Bill  was  discussed 
at  considerable  length  in  the  House  of 
Lords  last  Session,  and  passed  that 
House. 

Mr.  STTJAET-WORTLEY  (Sheffield, 
Hallam) :  May  I  ask  if  this  is  the  Eame 
Bill  as  that  which  was  before  the  House 
last  year  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  RUSSELL:  Yes. 

Motion  agr$ed  io. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Attobvbt  General,  The  Lord  Advo- 
cate, Mr.  Secretary  Ohildebs,  and  Mr. 
Bbycb. 

Bill  preimted,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  139.] 

FABLIAUENTART  PROCEDURE. 

KOHINATION  OF  SELEOT  OOUHITTEB. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  tlie  Select  Committee  on  Parlia- 
mentary Procedure  do  consist  of  Thirty- 
three  Members," 

Sib  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London) : 
I  do  not  rise  to  object  to  the  nomination 
of  this  Committee.  It  is  an  admirable 
Committee  in  many  ways ;  but  I  should 
like  to  point  out  that  it  consists  almost 
entirely  of  one  section  of  the  House — 
that  is  to  say,  Gentlemen  in  Office,  who 
have  been  in  Office,  or  wbo  wish  to  be  in 
Office.  These  are  all  admirable  men, 
no  doubt ;  but  it  seems  to  me  that  there , 


is  an  entire  "want  of  commereial  men  on 
the  Committee.  I  should  like  to  know 
why  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  London  (Sir  John 
Lubbock)  is  not  upon  the  Committee  ? 
This  inquiry  will  not  only  affect  the 
Procedure  of  the  House ;  but  it  will  also 
have  to  do  with  the  arrangements  of  the 
House.  It  is  contemplated  to  make  an 
alteration  in  the  Kitchen  ari-angements, 
and  I  think,  therefore,  that  some  private 
Members  might  have  been  appointed  to 
take  part  in  the  investigation.  There 
are  Members  who  devote  themselves  to 
the  Business  of  the  House,  and  others 
who  spend  a  great  deal  of  time  in  other 
avocations,  and  these,  amongst  whom, 
are  not  a  few  connected  with  the  Leg^ 
Profesnon,  should,  I  think,  have  been 
allowed  some  voice  in  this  matter.  Al- 
though, no  doubt,  the  Report  of  this 
Committee  will  carry  great  weight,  we 
must  feel  that  the  body  is  composed 
almost  entirely  of  one  section,  and 
private  Members  will  have  a  right  to 
criticize  the  Report  in  many  respects. 
If  the  Committee  reports  in  the  sense 
indicated  by  the  Resolutions  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach), 
I  shall  reserve  freedom  to  myself  to 
oppose  those  propositions  when  they 
come  before  the  House. 

Mr.  PULESTON  (Devonport):  I 
would  observe  that  it  is  useless  to  appoint 
a  Committee  on  auoh  an  important  sub- 
ject as  this,  unless  it  is  thoroughly  re- 
presentative.  It  is  always  usual  in  oases 
of  this  kind  to  appoint  upon  the  Com- 
mittee some  of  those  who  have  paid 
special  attention  to  the  subject  in  hand, 
and  who  are  interested  in  it.  I  entirely 
concur  in  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
who  has  j  ust  sat  down.  I  think  it  wotdd 
not  be  at  all  satisfactory  to  confine  this 
Committee  to  hon.  Members  who  will 
not  have  the  entire  confidence  of  the 
House.  If  you  do  that,  your  action  will 
only  lead  to  unnecessary  discussion, 
which  might  be  avoided  by  making  the 
Committee  thoroughly  representative. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) :  I  am 
sorry  that  there  is  no  Ulster  Represen- 
tative of  the  Conservative  Party  on  the 
Committee.  We  are  a  small  Party,  no 
doubt,  but  we  represent  a  large  intcnrest 
and  ^ould  have  a  voioe  on  this  Com- 
mittee. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  io. 
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Oritrtd,  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Par- 
liamentary Procedure  do  oonsiat  of  Thirty>threo 
UemheTS : — The  Committee  was  accordingly 
nominated  of Marquess  of  HAHTraoTON,  Sir 
■Walter  Babttilot,  Sir  AKTHm  Bass,  Sir 
Michael    Hicks  Bbach,  Mr.  Buoht,  Dr. 

CaUBSOX,  ^Ir.    CUAHBEKLAIN,  Mr.  COURTNBT, 

Mr.  DiLLWTN,  Mr.  Ddfp,  Sir  William  Haht 
Dtks,  Sir  Jakes  FEBarsaon,  Sir  Johh  Ooust, 
Mr.  QoscHEX ,  Sir  William  Habcourt,  Mr.  T. 
M.  Hbalt,  Mr.  Holmes,  Mr.  Illikovobth, 
Mr.  Leake,  Mr.  Justin  M'Cabtht,  Sir  John 
Mowbray,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Sir  Richard 
pAosT.^Ir.  Raikbb,  Mr.  RvLANDS^Mr.  Sclatbr- 
Booth,  Mr.  Craio  Sellah,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 
WiLLiAU  Hebbt  SinTU,  Mr.  Stanhopb,  Sir 
HussBT  YiTiAHf  Mr.  Whitbbbad,  and  Mr. 
WurrLBY,  with  power  to  Bead  for  persons, 
papers,  and  records. 

Ordertd,  That  Nino  be  the  qnomm.— (^r. 
Oltubtone.) 

SUPPLY— EEPOET. 

Besolutions  [ilth  March*]  reported. 

Fint  Two  Besolntions  agretd  to. 

Third  IResolutioo  pottpomd. 

Subsequent  Kesolution  agreed  to. 

Postponed  Besolution  to  be  considered 
upon  7%urtdajf  n&xi. 

mOn  COTTKT   OF  JUSTICE  (PHOVUfOIAL 

SITIINOS)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Whitley,  Bill  to  provide 
for  Provincial  Sittings  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice  in  certain  populous  places,  ordered  to 
be  broDgbt  in  by  Mr.  Whitley,  Mr.  Forwood, 
Mr.  HoaldaworUi,  Mr.  Hutton,  Lord  Claud  J. 
Hamilton,  Mr.  Mather,  Mr.  Armilage,  Mr. 
Agnew,  Mr.  Powell  Willianui,  and  Mr.  E.  It. 
Bassell. 

Honse  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Two  o'clock  till 
Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF  LOEDS, 
Monday,  I5th  Mareh,  1886. 


U INCTES.]  -  Public  BiLiB—Steond  Stading— 
Glebe  Loans  (Ireland]  Acts  Cinitioaance  * 
(81). 

Jtm/  ..Isaml— I^eahwater  HaliariM  (Bels)  [49 

Viet.  o.  2], 

DI8TDBBANCES  IN  THE  METROPOLIS. 

BESOLUTIOK. 

LoHD  STRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL, in  rising  to  call  attention  to  the 
Beport  of  Mr.  Gfailders's  Oommittee,  and 
to  move — 

"  That  in  the  opinion  of  this  House  respon- 
sibility for  the  anfortnnate  occurrences  of  8th 
Fetoucy  devolTM  on  Her  Mqesty's  OoTern- 


ment  collectively  and  not  on  any  single  branch 
of  the  executive," 

said  :  My  Lords,  I  o£fer  an  apology  to 
the  House  for  not  having  appeared  a 
week  ago  upon  this  Notice.  In  times 
like  these,  we  ought  no  doubt  to  be 
superior  to  ailments;  but  those  which 
affeot  the  voice  must  often  render  men 
incapable  of  speaking.  Whatever  may 
be  thought  of  any  Motion  now  submitted, 
it  will  be  granteid  tiiat  some  further  re- 
ference to  the  disturbances  on  the  8th 
of  February  was  inevitable.  The  ^s- 
cuseion  which  arose  on  the  18th  of  Feb- 
ruary, although  neither  uncalled  for  nor 
uninteresting,  took  place  when  no  ques- 
tion  was  before  the  House,  when  no 
document  existed,  and  when  scenes  of 
violence  and  pillage  were  too  recent  to 
admit  of  cool  examination,  accurate  re- 
flection, or  practical  conclusion  on  the 
incident  which  led  to  them.  In  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  there  has  been  a 
more  regular  debate,  although  it  turned 
upon  a  rather  fanciful  proposal  to  hand 
the  Metropolitan  Police  over  to  a  control 
which  is  not  in  existence.  Now,  the 
roper  object  is  to  ascertain  responsi- 
ility  for  what  occurred  ujun  the  8th  of 
February,  and  thus  to  guard  against  a 
similar  calamity.  Beyond  the  alarm 
which  is  created  amon^  the  middle 
classes,  beyond  the  obvious  blow  to 
capital  and  commerce,  beyond  the  mani- 
fest encouragement  of  tumuli  in  the 
Provinces,  it  has  been  mischievons 
abroad,  by  leading  foreign  countries  to 
look  upon  Great  Britain  as  a  State  too 
much  divided  in  itself,  and  too  much  on 
the  verge  of  change,  or  even  of  convul- 
sion, to  be  powerful.  The  event,  of 
course,  is  magnified  by  distance,  and  we 
may  know  a  great  deal  better.  I  will 
now  inquire  into  the  lesson  which  the 
Blue  Book  seems  to  furnish.  That  lesson 
is,  that  the  unfortunate  occurrence  with 
which  all  present  are  familiar  may  be 
traced  to  the  collision  of  two  bodies  in 
Trafalgar  Square.  Without  one,  there 
would  not  have  been  the  animus  of  riot. 
Without  the  othw,  tiiere  would  not  have 
been  the  numbers  to  create  it.  It  is 
clear,  in  the  first  page,  and  also  from 
the  evidence  of  Colonel  Henderson,  that 
the  Government  were  fully  warned  as  to 
the  prospect.  Indeed,  it  appeared  in 
the  public  papers  on  the  5th  of  February 
that  the  Social  Democrats  had  resolved 
upon  assailing  the  platforms  of  the 
working  men  out  of  employment.  Tho 
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working  men  explained  it  to  the  autho- 
rities. It  rested  with  the  QoTerament 
to  eeoure  the  absence  of  one  body  or  the 
other.  There  is  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
the  57  Geo.  III.  c.  19,  s.  23,  by  which 
their  interference  would,  at  least,  have 
been  BU|^rted.  If  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment was  doubtful — it  does  occarionally 
hawen— the  Oommon  Law  would  have 
Bumced.  It  has  been  explained  by  Mr. 
Justice  Holroyd,  that  assemblies  formed 
to  excite  terror  and  use  force — and  such 
was  the  assembly  of  the  Social  Demo- 
crats— may  be  regarded  as  illegal.  I  do 
not  dwell  upon  that  part  of  the  subject, 
as,  after  the  hour  of  appeal?,  your 
Lordships  will  not  like  to  sit  judicially 
any  more  than  the  House  of  Commons 
is  fond  of  being  in  Nisi  Prius.  If  the 
Oommon  Law  was  otherwise  interpreted 
it  was  still  open  to  the  Qorernment,  as 
guardians  of  the  public  safety,  to  exceed 
the  law,  and  gain  a  subsequent  indem- 
nity. There  is  no  course  more  justiBed 
by  precedent,  or  open  to  a  statesman. 
Paring  the  whole  of  the  last  century,  to 
relieve  Dissenters  year  by  year,  it  was 
resorted  to.  It  was  resorted  to  by  the 
great  Lord  Ohatham,  in  his  second  Go- 
Terament,  to  provide  against  a  scarcity. 
In  our  age  it  has  been  employed  in  me- 
morable instances — as  regards  the  Bank 
Charter  Act  of  1844 — with  aview  to  avert 
commercial  panics  or  to  mitigate  them. 
But  still  the  end  wasotherwise  attainable. 
From  the  complexion  it  has  reached, 
the  members  it  embodies,  the  influence 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  over  the 
Social  Democrats  is  far  from  inconsider- 
able. A  grave  expression  of  opinion 
thrown  into  a  message  would  have  very 
possibly  succeeded.  But  if  the  Social 
Democrats,  in  spite  of  such  advances 
from  a  genial  quarter,  were  inexorable, 
another  plan  was  open.  The  unem- 
ployed labourers,  who  had  communi- 
cated with  the  Government^  who  had 
evinced  th^r  deference  and  loyalty, 
might  have  been  warned  that,  by  ap- 
pearing at  Trafalgar  Square  that  day, 
they  would  do  worse  than  nothing  for 
their  admirable  object.  It  ought  here 
to  be  added  that  the  necessity  of  avert- 
ing the  collision  of  adverse  bodies  on  a 
given  area  has  long  been  recognized 
officially  and  acted  on.  Some  years  ago, 
when  Lord  Palmerston  was  First  Minis- 
ter, the  partizanaof  Garibaldi,  who  were 
English,  and  his  opponents,  who  were 
Irish,  proposed  to  meet  in  Hyde  Park 
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at  the  same  moment,  and  were  prohi- 
bited by  Mr.  William  Cowper,  who  was 
at  the  Board  of  Works  and  did  not 
wish  Italian  campaigns  to  be  repeated 
or  rehearsed  upon  the  Serpentine.  But, 
much  more  recently,  Lord'Spencer  has 
acted  on  that  principle  in  Ireland,  and 
averted  the  collision  of  Orangemen  and 
Nationalists.  There  was  nouing  start- 
ling or  original  in  the  preventive 
course  which  might  have  been  adopted. 
The  unavoidable  arraignment  therefore 
ie,  that  the  Government  foresaw  the 
peril  and  declined  to  avert  it.  The  de- 
fence of  Colonel  Henderson  may  be  that 
no  efibrtsofthe  Metropoliton  Police  can 
guard  against  the  movements  which 
arise  when  hostile  bodies  have  encoun- 
tered one  another.  The  defence  of  Mr. 
Childers  may  be  even  more  plausible — 
that  ho  was  wholly  unaccustomed  to  the 
Home  Office.  The  Government  collec- 
tively have  no  defence  whatever.  To 
them  belongs  the  orinn  of  the  disturb- 
ance. With  a  large  choice  of  measures, 
with  ample  power  to  avert,  they  deemed 
it  wiser  to  permit  it.  I  do  not  mean 
that  they  are  all  equally  responsible. 
Far  firom  it.  The  great  respoosibility 
belongs  to  the  First  Minister,  on  grounds 
which  easily  present  themselves.  The 
First  Minister  appoints  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department ;  and, 
therefore,  if  that  Secretary  of  State  is 
inefficient,  the  First  Minister  is  culpable 
and  guilty.  Who  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  send  Mr.  Childers  to 
the  Home  Office  ?  The  General  Elec- 
tion did  not  designate  him  for  the 
function.  The  public  did  not  clamour  for 
that  particular  appointment.  It  had  not 
ocurred  to  speculation  or  to  rumour.  It 
cannot  be  made  out  that  Mr.  Pamell 
and  his  followers  demanded  it.  It  was 
not  exacted  at  St.  Petersburg.  The 
electors  of  Mid  Lothian  did  not  urge  it, 
nor  those  of  iE^nburffh  either.  A  Se- 
cretary of  State  was  tmosen  with  no  ex- 
perience whatever  of  the  Department  he 
approached,  with  no  knowledge  of  the 
Metropolitan  Constabulary,  no  habit  of 
consulting  their  authorities.  The  action 
was  more  violent;  because  another  Col- 
league, as  the  House  is  well  aware,  had 
been  at  the  Home  Office  for  five  years, 
had  long  directed  the  police  ;  and,  how- 
ever moderate  his  talents  for  adminis- 
trative business — I  offer  no  opinion  of 
them — must  have  been  more  qualified 
to  deal  with  an  emergency  of  this  kind 
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than  a  efranger.  He  had  been  hardened 
by  a  course  of  dynamite  explosions. 
But  let  us  grant  that  Mr.  Ghilders  was 
inevitable.  He  was,  perhaps,  upon  one 
principle  the  First  Minister  has  fre- 
quently applied.  It  is  that  men  ought 
to  be  appointed  to  an  Office,  not  to 
exercise  the  faculty  and  knowledge  they 
possess,  but  to  acquire  the  facul^  and 
knowledge  in  which  they  aro  notori- 
ously wanting.  On  that  principle  we 
have  before  remarked  a  great  commer- 
cial statesman,  thoroughly  devoid  of 
military  science,  chosen  to  preside  over 
the  War  Office,  and  to  re-organize  an 
Army.  There  are  many  other  illustra- 
tions of  it  which  might  come  back  to 
your  Lordships.  It  renders  Whitehall 
a  political  academy,  not  to  employ  the 
talent,  but  to  remedy  the  ignorance  of 
placemen  ;  a  genial  school  in  which  the 
education  of  the  man  is  purchased  by 
the  ruin  of  the  Empire.  Let  it  be 
granted  then  that  Mr.  Childers  was  in- 
evitable. He  might  otherwise  have  died 
before  he  grasped  the  elements  of  street 
fighting,  in  which  we  may  be  sure  that 
now  his  progress  is  amazing.  The  First 
Minister  had  been  installed  in  Office  for 
a  week,  and  had  no  call  to  go  away  for 
re-election.  Under  these  circumstances, 
a  portion  of  the  Government  being 
scattered,  and  the  rest  of  it  being  in- 
choate, bo  became  the  proper  guardian 
of  the  country  in  every  Department 
which  was  vacant.  Such  was  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Duke  of  Wellington  at  the 
doee  of  1834,  when  Sir  Robert  Peel  was 
absent.  But  there  is  no  occasion  to  in- 
Buit  on  that  particular  example.  It  is 
on  record  that  the  Admiralty  referred  to 
Mr.  Pitt,  without  scruple,  in  the  middle 
of  the  night,  when  naval  difficulties 
happened.  Lord  Palmerston,  as  First 
Minister — I  learnt  it  from  Mr.  Hermann 
Merivale,  the  permanent  official — trans- 
acted the  business  of  the  Oolonial  Office 
in  1855,  when  Lord  John  Bussell,  who 
was  then  Colonial  Secretary,  went  upon 
a  mission  to  Vienna.  It  was  the  duty 
of  the  Firet  Minister,  who  had  just 
forced  himself  on  Downing  Street  by 
an  extraordinary  method,  to  sustain  the 
burden  of  the  Home  Office  until  his 
fancifully  chosen  nominee  was  ready  to 
endure  it.  The  Attorney  General  was 
in  London,  ready  with  his  legal  know- 
ledge to  assist  him.  No  one  was  better 
placed  than  the  First  Minister  for  point- 
ing out  to  Colonel  Henderson  that  the 


line  of  the  Clubs  was  the  special  line  to 
be  defended.  He  could  hardly  have  for- 
gotten the  inflammatory  language  in 
which,  not  long  ago,  he  had  referred  to 
them  as  **  temples  of  luxury  and  ease," 
and  held  them  up,  although  not  meaning 
it  at  all,  to  the  resentment  of  the  jteople. 
However,  those  who  do  not  think  it 
proper  to  identify  the  First  Minister 
with  such  a  wide  responsibility  as  usually 
devolves  upon  him,  who  would  confine 
his  Amotion  to  the  Treasury,  leave  every 
Department  to  itself,  and  give  him  no 
control  over  subordinates,  will  approve 
of  the  word  collectively  being  brought 
into  the  Motion.  Even  among  those 
who  are  acquainted  welt  with  the  poli- 
tical machine,  there  may  be  differences 
as  to  where  reproachought  to  direct  itself . 
But  all  intelligent  society  concurs  in 
thinking  it  a  scandal  that  Colonel  Hen- 
derson should  be  the  only  mark  for  re- 
tributiou,  that  everywhere  else  impunity 
should  reign,  that  everywhere  else  official 
wealth,  official  rank  should  be  accu- 
mulated. Such  is  the  proposal  of  the 
Government.  Such  is  the  proposal 
which  the  House  is  asked  to  counteract 
or  modify  this  evening.  My  Lords,  it 
is  not  irrelevant,  it  is  indeed  essential, 
to  look  back  to  a  few  instances  of  riot 
and  commotion  successfully  or  unsuccess- 
fully encountered,  and  see  whether  the 
praise  or  blame  was  fixed  upon  the  bead 
of  the  Constabulary.  In  1866,  soon  after 
the  late  Lord  Derby  began  bis  third  Ad- 
ministration, there  was  a  signal  triumph 
of  disorder.  A  large  mass  succeeded  in 
occupying  Hyde  Park,  against  the  wiahes 
and  the  proclamation  of  the  Government. 
The  police  having  undoubtedly  been 
worsted,  the  arrangements  having  cer- 
tainly  been  vicious,  the  whole  blame 
might  have  fallen  on  them.  Such  was 
not  the  langu^^  in  either  House  of 
Parliament.  The  attack  was  copiously 
directed  against  the  Home  Office  and 
the  Government.  The  Secretary  of  State 
resigned — I  think  it  was  an  error  upon 
his  part.  But  it  never  occurred  to  any- 
one to  make  the  predecessor  of  Colonel 
Henderson  a  scapegoat.  In  connection 
with  this  topic  there  is  something  to  be 
particularly  noted.  The  Metropolitan 
Police  had  been  far  more  decidedly 
frustrated  than  happened  on  the  8th  of 
February.  On  that  day  in  Oxford  Street 
—and  this  ought  always  to  be  mentioned 
in  behalf  of  Colond  Henderson— they 
did  succeed  at  last  in  gaining  an  adran* 
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tage  to  which  our  safety  at  this  moment 

is  attributable.  In  1866  they  thoroughly 
collapsed,  and  made  way  for  the  Mili- 
tary Forces.  But  stiU  they  did  not  bear, 
as  now,  the  whole  responsibility.  Id 
1848,  law  and  order  were  successfully 
maintained  against  a  Chartist  demon- 
stration, when  anarchy  had  been  supreme 
in  Paris,  Berlin,  and  Vienna ;  when 
Thrones  were  scattered  by  a  revolutionary 
hurricane ;  when  all  the  world  looked  on 
to  see  whether  the  British  capital  would 
ride  unharmed  over  the  tempest.  The 
praise  was  giren  to  Sir  Gwi^  Gneeyj 
the  Secretary  of  State,  who  organized 
the  special  constables,  to  the  "uvke  of 
WelUogtoD,  who  placed  the  troops,  to 
Lord  John  Russell,  who  invoked  his  pru- 
dence and  activity.   According  to  the 
present  doctrine,  or  at  least  according 
to  its  converse,  the  police  ought  all  to 
have  been  knighted,  and  a  Garter,  if 
nothing  else,  bestowed  on  the  Commis- 
sioner.   What  do  we  find  on  recurring 
to  1780,  and  to  Lord  George  Gordon? 
The  riots  were  much  graver  than  the 
present  ones.    For  many  dajs,  and  not 
for  a  few  hours,  disorder  was  ascendant. 
Magistrates  and  constables  were  para- 
lyzed.   The  King  alone  retained  his 
self-possession.  Newgate  was  invaded ; 
a  number  of  Dissenting  chapels  bximt ; 
the  mansion  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
pillaged ;   terror  uniTcrsal.  Against 
whom  did  the  language  of  public  men 
direct  itself  7   Against  the  GoTemmnit 
oolleotively.    Tou  may  see  it  in  the 
speeches  of  Mr.  Fox,  Lord  Shelburne, 
and  others  which  remain  to  us.  You  may 
see  it  in  the  well-known  and  classical 
defence  of  Lord  George  Gordon,  by  the 
great  forensic  master  of  that  period.  No 
officer,  who  guided  or  misgtiided  the 
police,  was  chosen  to  be  at  once  a  target 
and  a  shelter  trench.  My  Lords,  it  may 
be  asked,  even  by  those  who  do  not  Ten- 
ture  to  dispute  this  line  of  reasoning, 
on  what  ground  and  with  what  aim 
fhould  either  House  of  Parliament  de- 
clare itself?  It  is  the  only  mode  of  guard- 
ing against  such  lapses  for  the  future. 
Inhere  is  much  to  lure  or  drag  Adminis- 
tratioDS  into  tacit  compact  with  disturb- 
anee.  It  may  appear  a  necessary  method 
to  conciliate  electors.  It  maybe  thought 
conducive  to  the  objects  which  the  Ca- 
binet are  aiming  at.  At  least,  it  gratifies 
the  love  of  ease,  of  compromise,  and  of 
inaction  which,  on  the  late  occasion,  was 
conspicuous.   But  these  are  speculative 
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ailments.    What  did  we  observe  in 

1884?   We  saw  the  group  which  has 
DOW  returned  substantially  to  Office 
initiating  or  encouraging  a  vast  assem- 
blage, by  which  the  routes  to  Parlia- 
ment were  blocked,  by  which  Members 
of  either  House  were  driven  or  excluded 
from  their  places,  which  was  directed 
towards  Westminster  beyond  its  proper 
route  into  Hyde  Park,  for  no  pur^iose 
but  the  purpose  of  impeding  and  intimi- 
dating. The  right  hon.  Graitleman,  and 
those  whom  he  employs — however  great 
their  merits — are  not  to  be  depended 
OIL  for  the  maintODance  of  orderi  or  I 
should  rather  say  of  freedom,  in  the 
streets  of  the  Metropolis.  ButOohmd 
Henderson  has  been  removed.   In  his 
removal,  where  is  the  security  for  better 
conduct  of  the  Government  ?   What  is 
it  to  the  Government,  if,  once  a-year  or 
once  a-month,  you  change  the  head  of 
the  police  ?   His  groans  are  heard  with 
perfect  equanimity.    It  is  true  the 
vigilance  of  that  o£B.oial  may  be  im- 
proved by  such  a  process.  It  is  true  the 
successor  of  Colonel  Henderson  may  be 
unerring,  irreproachable.   But  he  can 
never  give  the  orders  to  prevent  a  con- 
fiict  of  opinion  in  Trafalgar  Square.  A 
step  of  that  kind  must  depend  upon  the 
Government.    He  can  only  parry  or 
resist  the  viol^ce  it  leads  to,    He  can 
only  battle  with  the  evil  whidi  a  oapable 
and  lumoorable  Government  would  not 
have  suffered  to  present  itsdf.  Some 
think  it  useless  for  your  Lordships  to 
pass  a  Motion  of  this  kind,  unless  the 
other  House  concurs  in  it.  Govern- 
ments are  not  of  that  opinion,  since, 
when  they  are  exposed  to  censure  in 
the  House  of  LOrds,  they  regularly 
try  to  counteract  it  in  the  other.  It 
was  seen  in  1850,  in  1864,  and  even 
in  the  last  Session.    It  is  not  ob- 
viously  desirable   that  both  Houses 
should  concur  in  a  Resolution  of  this 
character.  The  half  is  sometimes  better 
than  the  whole,  according  to  an  old 
Greek  proverb.    If  both  Houses  united, 
a  Dissolution  might  be  hurried,  or  a 
ohanga  of  Government  necessitated.  It 
is  appropriate  that  the  error  should  be 
recorded  in  one  House,  when  incon- 
veniences would  follow  on  empathio,  al- 
though well-founded,  reprimand  from 
both  of  them  together.    Of  course,  no 
Motion  of  this  House  alone  can  promise 
to  ensure  a  new,  or  a  corrected,  Govern- 
ment, whieh  many  feel  to  be  desirable  in 
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reference  to  Ireland  and  every  other 
topic.  It  is,  however,  true  that  insuflfi- 
cient  meaaures  may  often  be  obligatory 
measures,  when  a  principle  dictates 
them.  In  medicine,  war,  or  navigation, 
the  rules  of  science  may  demand  a  cer- 
tain course,  although  it  will  not  reach 
the  whole  effect  which  is  desired,  al- 
though it  seems  that  death,  defeat,  or 
Bhipwreok  are  impending.  The  same 
lesson  is  suggested  by  political  affairs. 
To  act  at  present  on  the  maxim,  that 
where  error  has  been  proved,  ooe  House 
of  Parliament  should  notice  it,  may  give 
a  better  aspect  to  a  gloomy  situation, 
may  be  the  germ,  the  starting  point,  of 
remedy,  or  oi  improvement.  It  may, 
indeed,  be  otherwise.  But  where  the 
voice  of  duty  is  emphatic,  there  is  no 
room  for  searching  calculation,  or 
minute  analysis  of  policy  and  prudence. 
Parliament  is  bound  to  see  that  in  a 
transaotion  of  this  kind  justice  is  main- 
tained, and  retribution  properly  dis- 
tributed. The  Government,  as  now 
disposed  and  constituted,  has  few  sup- 
porters upon  this  side  beyond  the  Trea- 
sury Bench.  They  have  no  claim  on  any 
Party  which  desires  to  uphold  the  Irish 
Union.  But  if  noble  Lords  opposite, 
arrayed  to  criticize  and  censure,  become 
their  followers  and  advocates  when  such 
results  have  sprung  from  their  deficiency, 
what  power  will  remain,  what  refuge 
will  be  standing  ?  Tbo  form  of  woraa 
which  I  have  chosen  may  not,  indeed, 
appear  to  them  the  most  expressive  of 
their  judgment.  In  that  event  they  may 
amend  and  supersede  it.  In  the  mean- 
while I  will  move  the^  Besolution  of 
which  I  have  given  Notice. 

Howd  to  resolve — 

"That  in  the  opinion  of  this  House  reapon- 
nbiUty  for  the  imfortunate  ooourreiices  of  8th 
Febroary  devolves  oa  Her  Majesty's  Gttveni- 
ment  coUeotirely  and  not  on  any  single  branch 
of  the  executive." — {TAe  Lord  Strathidm  and 
CampbeU.) 

LoBD  THUELOW  said,  that  he  had 
listened  with  great  attention  to  the  noble 
Lord,  and  he  hoped  that  he  should  be 
foi^iven  if  he  declined  to  admit  on  the 
part  oE  the  Government  that  he  had 
made  oat  a  case  against  them.  The 
Motion  as  it  stood  contained  a  very 
through  and  sweeping  condemnation  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  It  was,  of 
course,  paioful  that  so  sweeping  a  con- 
demnation should  come  from  a  noble 
Lord  who  was  generally  a  supporter  of 


Her  Majesty's  present  Government.  He 
must,  therefore,  ask  their  Lordships  to 
permit  him  very  briefly  to  examine  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  upon  its  merits- 
The  noble  Lord  said  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  collectively  were  to  blame 
for  the  disgraceful  riots  that  had  oc- 
curred on  the  8th  of  February  in  the 
West  End.  Having  the  honour  to  re- 
present the  Home  OMce  in  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  of  course  he  was  very  glad 
that  the  Motion  should  be  framed  in  that 
way ;  but  he  feared  that  the  position 
takon  up  by  the  noble  Lord  oould  not 
be  maintained,  for  the  reason  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  did  not  exist  col- 
lectively as  a  whole  on  that  day,  it  not 
having  been  completely  formed  until  a 
much  later  date.  It  was  true  that  the 
Homo  Secretary  had  entered  upon  his 
duties  on  that  day  ;  but  the  only  other 
Members  of  the  Government  that  had 
actually  entered  upon  their  Offices  at 
the  time  were  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  upon  the  "Woolsack  (Lord  Her- 
schell),  the  noble  Lord  the  Lord  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  (Earl  Spencer),  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (the  Earl  of  Koseberry),  the 
noble  Marquess  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (the  Marquess  of  Bipon),  and 
tho  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  for  India 
(the  Earl  of  Kimberley).  At  that  time 
the  Legal  Advisors«f  the  Grown  had  not 
been  appointed,  and  therefore  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  oould  not  be  said  to 
have  existed  as  a  whole  on  the  day  in 
question.  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Oliilders)  did 
not  think  it  his  duty  immediately  on 
entering  the  Home  Office  to  upset  all 
the  arrangements  of  his  Predecessor  in 
Office  or  of  the  police,  in  view  of  tho 
meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square,  especially 
as  he  had  been  assured  that  these 
arrangements  were  perfectly  sufficient. 
They  had  now,  however,  other  guides 
more  reliable  than  the  noble  Lord  upon 
this  matter,  having  before  them  the  Re- 
port of  the  Oommissioners  appointed  to 
consider  the  question  of  the  organization 
of  the  Police.  The  last  three  lines  of  that 
Beport  indicated  veiy  distinctly  where 
tiie  mischief  under  the  old  system  lay. 
They  were  as  follows  : — 

"  We  condade  our  Beport  b^  a  strong  ex- 
presflion  of  opinion  that  toe  administration  and 
orf^nisation  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  Force 
reqniree  to  be  thoroagfaly  investigated ;  and  we 
hope  that  this  iaveitigabtn  will  take  place  with- 
oat  delay." 
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It  was  evident  from  that  Beport  that 
the  riota  of  the  8th  of  February  were 
due,  not  to  the  fault  of  the  Executive  or 
to  the  quality  of  the  police,  but  to  the 
defective  system  of  our  police  organiza- 
tion. He  desired  to  repeat  what  he  had 
already  said — namely,  that  the  Metro- 
politan Police  Force  was  second  to  none 
in  material,  but  that  it  wanted  an  In- 
telligence Department  which  might  be 
its  eyes  and  ears  and  the  means  of  con- 
veying orders  accurately  so  as  to  insure 
their  being  carried  out.  These  riots 
would  probably  result  in  a  great  gain  to 
the  country  which  had  escaped  a  great 
danger  very  cheaply.  He  was  glad  to 
be  able  to  state  that  the  Government 
and  Parliament  were  taking  steps  to  re- 
imburse those  who  had  suffered  during 
the  riots.  He  was  also  glad  to  have  the 
opportunity  of  endorsing  the  praise  of 
Sir  Edmund  Henderson  which  had  been 
expressed  by  the  noble  Viscount  (Vis- 
count Oranbrook)  opposite.  The  services 
of  Sir  Edmund  Henderson,  who  had 
kept  the  peace  of  this  Metropolis  during 
the  last  17  years,  were  in  no  danger  of 
being  forgotten.  Times  had  changed, 
London  had  now  greatly  increased  in 
population,  and  various  dangers  had 
grown  up  of  which  before  they  uad  little 
knowledge.  Under  those  circumstances 
it  was  very  natural  that  after  the  lapse 
of  17  years  Sir  Edmund  Henderson 
might  be  permitted  to  relinquish  the 
cores  of  his  high  office ;  and  he  thought 
it  was  very  right  that  a  new  man  should 
be  selected  who  no  doubt  would  be 
better  able  to  introduce  the  reforms  that 
were  needed  into  the  Police  Force.  In 
conclusion,  he  congratulated  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  brought  forward  that 
Motion  at  any  rate  on  the  originality  of 
his  arguments,  which  were  fully  equal 
to  the  remarkable  suggestion  made  in  a 
former  debate — that  the  late  riots  were 
caused  by  the  annexation  of  Burmah. 
For  himself,  he  ventured  to  hope  that 
their  Lordships  would  consider  that  the 
(Government  had  acted  with  prudence  on 
that  occasion.  He  did  not  think  it  would 
be  wise  at  present  to  accept  the  sweep- 
ing Resolution  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  proposed.  It  would  not  be  wise  to 
trifle  with  the  safety  of  the  Metropolis 
weakening  the  hands  of  ^e  Execu* 
tive  at  that  moment  of  transition,  and 
he  therefore  called  upon  their  Lord- 
ahipe  to  reject  the  Motion. 


LoBD  DOBOHESTEB  said,  that  after 
the  studied  reply  just  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment to  the  vigorous  denouncement 
of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stratheden  and 
Catnpbell),  he  (Lord  Dorchester)  did  not 
intend  to  follow  up  that  matter  at  any 
great  length,  although  it  was  one  which 
concerned  the  safety  of  their  households 
in  that  Metropolis,  and  the  security  of  a 
vast  amount  of  valuable  property.  He 
would,  however,  observe  that  he  had 
never  known  that  there  was  any  mystery 
in  the  discipline  of  a  well-regulated  regi- 
ment ;  and  he  saw  no  reason  why  there 
should  be  mystery  in  the  organization  of 
the  Metropolitan  Police.  It  was  a  mere 
question  of  discipline,  of  organization, 
and  of  the  relations  which  existed  be- 
tween the  Home  Department  and  the 
senior  executive  officer  of  a  large  body 
of  men,  numbering,  he  believed,  over 
13,000,  who  had  very  responsible  and 
onerous  duties,  and  who  were  individu- 
ally exposed  by  day  and  night  to  three 
of  the  most  temptmg  influences  that  af- 
fected men's  probity  and  their  organiza- 
tion— namely,  wine,  women,  and  money. 
They  were  exposed  to  those  three  sources 
of  temptation,  and  from  them  they  had 
kept  wonderfully  aloof.  No  man  who 
had.  lived,  as  he  had  done,  in  London 
for  many  years,  and  had  watched  the 
action  of  ^e  Metropolitan  constables, 
could  fail  to  admire  the  steadiness  and 
alacrity  with  which  they  discharged  their 
duties.  At  the  East  ^d  of  London,  in 
October  last,  there  were  some  disturb- 
ances which  the  police  were  said  to  have 
been  too  active  and  energetic  in  putting 
down.  He  was  not  in  the  secrets  of  the 
Home  Office  or  of  Scotland  Yard ;  but 
it  was  the  general  impression  that  the 
want  of  action  on  February  8  resulted, 
in  a  great  measure,  from  the  blame  that 
was  thrown  on  some  of  the  Inspectors 
and  subordinates  of  the  Force  for  being 
too  active  in  suppressing  the  disturb- 
ances at  the  East  End  of  London.  That 
might  or  might  not  be  the  case;  but  the 
disturbance  of  February  8  was  known 
beforehand  to  be  likely  to  take  place. 
He  had  seen  a  letter  dated  12  ^ys  be- 
fore the  occurrence  forshadowing  accu- 
rately what  actually  happened.  He  did 
not  believe  that  the  least  possible  blame 
devolved  on  Mr.  Ohilders  on  that  occa- 
sion. How  far  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man might  have  understood  the  duties 
of  tiie  &>me  Office  on  the  first  day  he 
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went  there  it  was  not  for  him  to  say ; 
bnt  there  was  no  doubt  that  Mr.  Childers 
gave  every  attention  to  every  subject 
that  was  brought  before  him.  Bat  were 
there  no  Permanent  Under  Secretaries  at 
the  Home  Office,  no  detective  officer  in 
Scotland  Yard  in  communication  with 
the  Inspector  of  Orimiaal  Detection  at 
the  Home  Office?  He  was  informed  that 
the  relations  between  the  Home  Office 
and  Scotland  Yard  should  be  those  that 
existed  between  the  War  Office  and  the 
General  commanding  an  army  in  foreign 
parts.  Well,  he  really  believed  that  had 
that  disturbance  occurred  in  Cairo,  it 
would  have  been  known  to  the  War 
Office  before  Mr.  Childers  knew  of  it  at 
the  Home  Office.  A  gentleman  warned 
a  body  of  police  near  Stafford  House  of 
what  was  going  to  happen,  and  told  them 
that  the  mob  were  going  up  Pall  Mall 
and  St.  James's  Street,  breaking  win- 
dows and  looting,  and  the  reply  he  re- 
ceived was  that  the  police  had  taken 
precautions,  which  were  to  remain  be- 
hind. Inspectors  of  police  and  bodies  of 
men  were  distributed  where  they  wore 
not  wanted ;  bat  those  Inspectors  ap- 
peared to  have  had  their  orders.  Whence 
those  ordei'S  came  and  what  they  were 
had  not  transpired.  Later  on  an  In- 
spector turaed  out  with  15  men,  and 
finding  what  was  going  on  he  sent  men 
to  Oxford  Street,  and  the  disturbance 
was  put  an  end  to.  Probably  by  his 
prompt  action  that  Inspector  saved  the 
Bond  Street  and  Begent  Street  shop- 
keepers from  being  plundered.  If  the 
other  Inspectors  were  right,  that  In- 
spector was  wrong;  but  in  his  (Lord 
Dorchester's)  opinion  he  was  quite  right, 
aud  at  any  rate  his  prompt  action  on  his 
own  initiative  put  an  end  to  the  disturb- 
ance. He  maintuned  that  their  Lord- 
ships had  a  right  to  ask  why  the  Inspec- 
tors of  Police  did  not  take  steps  to  pro- 
tect  the  property  of  the  inhabitants.  He 
believed  that  the  organization  of  the 
Police  Force  was  faulty.  It  had  not  a 
sufficient  number  of  head  officials  to 
carry  out  whatever  orders  had  to  be  en- 
forced ;  the  Force  was  not  in  sufficiently 
constant  communication  with  the  Chief 
Commissioner,  and  that  officer  was  not 
in  close  enough  touch  with  the  autho- 
rities at  the  Home  Office.  If  the  police 
found  themselves  at  some  time  unable 
to  cope  with  a  disturbance,  the  military 
ooaldbecalledouttoassiatthem.  While 
•reiTone  knew  that  a  disturbanoe  of 


some  kind  was  likely  to  occur  on  this 
occasion,  there  was  no  police  magistrate 
in  attendance  to  read  the  Biot  Act, 
although  the  policemen  were  being  very 
much  harassed  by  the  mob ;  whereas 
for  a  week  subsequently,  without  any 
symptoms  of  disturbance,  the  entire  gar- 
rison of  London  were  oonfined  to  their 
barracks  and  magistrates  with  them.  It 
was  of  great  importance  to  thehappiness, 
comfort,  and  welfare  of  the  inhabitants  of 
London  that  they  should  know  they  were 
to  be  protected,  that  the  police  should 
be  instructed  in  their  duties,  that  the 
military  should  be  told  what  action  they 
were  to  take  in  similar  circumstances, 
that  police  magistrates  should  be  at 
hand  on  the  occasion  of  a  disturbance  of 
this  kind,  and  that  the  Home  Secretary 
should  be  in  close  correspondence  with 
the  dififerent  authorities  in  order  to  pre- 
vent the  recurrence  of  so  deplorable  a 

blunder.   

Lord  BBAUWELL  said,  he  thought 
it  might  be  convenient  to  their  Lord- 
ships if  he  were  to  state  what  the  law 
was  regarding  some  of  the  matters  tinder 
discussion-  There  was  no  doubt  that  if 
a  number  of  people,  however  innocently 
intentioned  they  might  be,  occupied  any 
part  of  the  public  highways,  or  places 
which  were  used  for  the  traffic  of  the 
public,  and  which  might  come  under  the 
description  of  the  Queen's  highway,  to 
such  an  extent  as  seriously  to  interfere 
with  the  free  circulation  of  the  people — 
which  was  the  natural  and  proper  use 
of  the  highway — when  that  took  place 
to  a  serious  extent,  an  unlawful  act  was 
committed.  The  people  who  committed 
this  unlawful  act  were  indictable ;  the 
police  were  warranted  in  dispersing 
tfaera,  and  if  any  person  resisted  the 
authority  of  the  police  he  oould  be 
taken  into  custody.  In  reference  to 
meetings  in  the  Park,  he  said  it  was 
absolutely  certain  that  there  was  no 
right,  or  anything  in  the  nature  of  a 
right,  on  the  part  of  people  to  hold 
a  meeting  for  political  purposes  in  the 
Park,  unless  by  gracious  permission  of 
Her  Majesty,  or  of  those  authorities 
who  are  intrusted  with  its  care.  He 
did  not  deny  that  the  public  had  certain 
rights  in  the  Park,  partly  from  long 
indulgence  and  partly  from  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Parks  coming  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  Those  things  com- 
bined undoubtedly  gave  a  practical 
right;  but  the  tight  of  the  people  in 
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this  reapeot  was  that  of  recreation  and 
quiet  enjoyment,  and  not  of  holding 
political  meetingB.  There  was  no  right 
in  anyone  to  go  into  the  Park  to  preach. 
Further,  the  law  undoubtedly  was  that 
if  a  number  of  persons  met  and  so 
conducted  themselves  ia  demeanour, 
language,  or  action,  as  to  excite  a 
reasonable  fear  in  the  minds  of  people 
that  violence  would  or  might  take  place, 
such  was  an  unlawful  assembly.  The 
parties  to  it  were  indictable  ;  the  police 
were  justified  in  dispersing  it,  and  were 
also  justified  in  arresting  anyone  who 
resisted  their  lawful  dispersion.  In 
reference  to  the  military,  his  opinion 
was  that  a  soldier  was  not  only  justified 
but  bound  to  assist  the  police  in  keeping 
the  peace;  if  this  was  true  of  one 
soldier,  it  was  true  of  20  soldiers,  even 
although  they  were  nnder  the  com- 
maod  of  en  oflBcer.  He  had  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  the  law  was  so.  If 
the  pos88  comitatus  were  called  out, 
soldiers  would  be  included.  He  had  not 
referred  to  the  question  whether  or  not 
these  particular  meetings  in  Trafalgar 
Square  were  lawful  or  not.  He  could  not 
help  saying,  speaking  of  those  meetings 
as  a  whole,  that  they  were  not  bond  fid$ 
meetings  for  the  purpose  of  discussion 
and  enlightenment.  They  were  meet- 
ings for  the  purpose  of  exciting  awe  in 
those  who  lived  in  the  West  of  London, 
or  in  the  minds  of  those  persons  who 
were  supposed  to  have  influence  to  alter 
the  law  in  the  way  in  whicli  these  per- 
sona desired  it  to  be  altered.  Persons 
did  not  come  seriously  together  to 
discuss  questions  in  the  open  air  in 
the  month  of  February ;  they  went  to 
some  more  convenient  place  for  the 

Surpose.  One  of  the  reasons  why  this 
isturbance  on  the  8th  of  February  hap- 
pened resulted  from  the  expectations  of 
the  police  that  the  persons  who  did  the 
mischief,  coming  as  they  did  from  the 
South-East  of  London,  would  go  back 
to  their  own  neighbourhood  as  soon  as 
the  meeting  was  over.  Why  did  not 
those  people  give  expression  to  their  feel- 
ings in  their  own  neighbourhood  ? 

LoBD  BE  EOS  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  he  need  offer  any  apology  for 
bringing  this  subject  nnder  their  Lord- 
ships' notice,  because  there  was,  no  doubt, 
a  considerable  amount  of  ambiguity 
attached  to  it.  The  Queen's  Eegula- 
tions  laid  down  that  troops  were  not  to 
be  ti^en  out  except  on  the  requisition 

Lori  BnmmU 


of  a  magistrate  in  writing,  or  in  cases 
of  great  and  sudden  emergency.  If  an 
officer  was  called  upon  to  act  on  a  so- 
called  great  emergency  without  a  magis- 
trate, and  loss  of  life  ensued  on  account 
of  his  giving  the  word  of  command  to 
fire  in  the  case  of  Infantry,  or  to  charge 
in  the  case  of  Cavalry,  who  was  to  decide 
whether  he  was  warranted  in  so  acting? 
Why,  the  jury  empannelled  to  try  him 
for  his  life !  On  the  other  hand,  sup- 
pose that  he  did  not,  and  that  the  case 
was  such  as  to  warrant  hia  taking  ex- 
treme measures,  he  was  liable  then  to 
be  tried  by  a  court  martial  for  neglect  of 
duty;  he,  therefore,  considered  that  the 
officer  was  placed  in  a  most  delicate 
position.  In  the  one  case,  the  officer 
was  acting,  as  it  were,  with  a  rope 
round  his  neck ;  and,  in  the  other,  he 
rendered  himself  liable  to  a  court  mar- 
tial. He  did  not  for  a  moment  contend 
that  when  a  soldier  was  out  of  barracks 
for  his  recreation,  he  was  not  bound  to 
render  all  the  assistance  in  his  power  to 
the  police,  the  same  as  any  other  loyal 
person.  There  was  no  such  thing  as 
an  armed  soldier  in  the  streets  off 
duty;  when  he  was  armed  he  was 
under  the  control  of  an  ofiicer  or 
non-commiEsioned  officer,  who  was  re- 
sponsible for  the  acts  of  those  under  his 
command.  He  ventured,  therefore,  to 
think  that  the  military  should  not  bo 
called  out  in  aid  of  the  civil  power,  ex- 
cept in  the  most  extreme  oases,  and 
where  the  mob  were  armed,  uid  that  a 
magistrate  should  always  accompany 
the  force.  The  plan  adopted  in  1848, 
during  the  Chartist  demonstrations,  ap- 
peared to  be  most  sensible — namely,  to 
have  detachments  posted  in  various 
parts  of  the  town,  and  kept  out  of 
sight.  The  persons  assembling  gene- 
rally became  aware  of  this,  and  it  was 
calculated  to  exercise  a  very  wholesome 
check  on  their  proceedings.  He  begged 
to  recommend  that  the  mounted  police 
be  increased.  Six  mounted  men,  with 
their  horses  well  in  hand,  would  be  of 
more  use  than  50  dismounted  men  in 
dispersing  a  crowd.  He  trusted  that 
these  few  remarks  would  lead  to  some- 
thing more  definite  being  laid  down  for 
the  guidance  of  officers. 

The  Duee  of  GAfifBBIDGE  said,  he 
was  under  the  impression  that,  as  a 
rule,  the  military  could  not  act  without 
the  authority  of  a  police  magistrate.  It 
was  true  that  in  the  case  of  a  burglary 
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anyoae  iroald  be  justified  in  aasistiDg 
the  police;  bat  however  laadable  and 
proper  it  might  be  for  a  soldier  or  any- 
oae else  to  do  bo,  there  was  no  doubt,  as 
a  rule,  that  when  any  considerable  body 
of  troops  were  called  out  to  assist  the 
police  on  any  occasion,  they  should 
always  have  a  magistrate  with  them  to 
give  the  requisite  authority.  It  would 
be  a  very  dangerous  experiment  indeed 
if  a  commanding  officer  were  to  depart 
from  that  rule,  which  was,  he  thought, 
a  very  safe  one. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Earl  Spencee)  said,  as  the 
illustrious  Duke  had  referred  to  him  on 
the  subject  of  what  had  occurred  in  Ire- 
land, he  might  say  that  his  recollection 
of  what  occurred  in  1882  3  was  that  any 
body  of  troops  going  out  to  preserve 
order  was  accompanied  by  a  magis* 
trate;  but  his  opinion  also  was  that  all 
citizens  were  called  upon  to  assist  the 
police,  and  that  this  included  soldiers. 
He  could  recall  one  case  in  1882, 
in  Dublin,  when  the  police  were 
attacked  iu  the  most  savage  way  by 
some  of  the  worst  characters  in  that  City. 
Sergeant  Danvers,  of  the  King's  Royal 
Rifle  Corps,  interfered,  and  secured  the 
man  who  led  the  attack  on  the  police. 
That  was  an  example  where  a  soldier, 
having  loyal  instincts  towards  law  and 
order,  came  forward  and  acted  properly, 
and  with  the  highest  possible  credit  to 
himself*  in  assisting  the  ciril  power. 

ViscouHT  GRANBEOOK:  The  dia- 
eussioo,  while  it  haa  been  very  interest- 
ing, has  somewhat  wandered  from  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Lord;  but  it  has 
called  attention  to  the  law  regulating 
the  assistance  which  may  be  given  to 
the  civil  power  by  the  military.  My 
own  impression  is  that  it  is  desirable 
for  soldiers  to  act  under  a  magistrate  in 
all  ordinary  cases ;  but  in  case  of  an 
emergency,  when  riots  and  disturbances 
occur,  it  would  be  monstrous  to  suppose 
that  Eoldiers,  like  other  citizens,  may  not 
interfere  to  preserve  order,  even  if  no 
magistrate  he  there.  Though  soldiers 
as  a  body  had  better  act  with  a  magis- 
trate and  under  the  orders  of  their 
officers,  they  may  act  with  perfect  safety 
individually  in  assisting  tlie  police.  I 
recollect  a  case  that  occurred  in  Ireland 
while  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
Spencer}  was  Viceroy.  Some  soldiers 
were  attacked,  and  defended  themselves 
with  their  arms  against  their  assailants. 


I  certainly  think  that  soldiers,  like  other 
citizens,  if  put  in  peril  of  tiieir  lives, 
have  a  right  to  fix  their  bayonets  and 
defend  themselves.  Referring  to  the 
Motion  before  the  House,  it  will,  under 
the  pectdiar  circumstances  of  the  case, 
censure  the  late  Government  as  well  as 
the  present.  We  went  out  of  Office  on 
the  Saturday,  and  the  present  Govern- 
ment came  into  Office  on  the  Monday. 
By  passing  this  Motion  and  censuring 
the  Government  we  should  be  inflicting 
a  backhanded  blow  upon  ourselves.  We 
were  the  de  facto  if  not  the  dt  jure 
Government  up  to  the  Saturday  pre- 
vious to  the  8th  of  February,  and  there- 
fore it  would  be  difficult,  under  the 
circumstances,  to  say  who  were  the  Ex- 
ecutive responsible  for  what  preceded  the 
meeting.  While  speaking  on  this  sub- 
ject, I  must  be  allowed  to  say  that  I 
have  never  seen  anything  more  manly 
than  the  conduct  of  Sir  Edmund  Hen- 
derson in  taking  upon  himself  the  whole 
responsibility  for  these  unfortunate  oc- 
currences. Sir  Edmund  Henderson 
seems  to  have  miscalculated  the  action 
the  mob  was  likely  to  take  and  not  to 
have  provided  for  it.  No  doubt  the  con* 
sequences  were  very  serious,  as  were 
also  the  consequences  of  orders  being 
sent  by  word  of  mouth.  Moreover,  the 
want  of  initiative  shown  by  the  inferior 
officers  in  not  taking  upon  themselves 
to  stop  the  mob  when  they  saw  rioting 
going  on  is  extremely  lamentable.  It 
seems  to  me  that  an  Inspector  or  Super- 
intendent in  command  of  men  is  not 
called  upon  to  wait  for  orders  when 
rioting  is  going  on  around  him,  but 
should  act  for  himself  as  a  single  con- 
stable would  if  he  saw  robbery  being 
committed.  The  greatest  credit  is  due 
to  the  constable  at  Marylebone  Lane 
who,  with  the  aid  of  15  men,  checked 
further  disturbances  in  that  quarter. 
The  arguments  of  the  noble  Lord  are 
well  worthy  of  consideration.  I  trust 
that  the  noble  Lord  will  not  press  his 
Motion ;  but  I  think  there  is  a  duty  cast 
upon  any  Government  in  such  matters. 
In  this  case  two  meetings  were  called — 
one  by  the  unemployed,  and  the  other  by 
the  Social  Democrats.  The  latter  gave 
notice  that  they  were  going  there  to  pat 
the  others  down ;  and  nothing  is  more 
clear  than  that  the  unemployed  were  not 
the  authors  of  the  disturbance.  Two 
hostile  mobs  were  allowed  to  assemble 
in  the  centre  of  London  without  inter- 
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ference.  If  there  is  not  power  already 
to  prohibit  the  assemblage  of  such  mobs 
there  ought  to  be.  There  ought  to  be 
power  for  the  Government  to  prohibit 
such  meetings  and  to  make  them  imme- 
diately illegal.  The  responsibility  would 
rest  with  the  Gorernment ;  but  the  order 
of  the  GoTemment  would  justify  the 
police  for  any  action  they  might  take 
to  prevent  the  assemblage  of  the  mob. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  f  Earl  Graktiixe)  :  I 
need  acorcely  say  wat  I  thank  the  noble 
Viscount  CVisooant  Cranbrook)  for  the 
Btraightforward  way  in  which  he  has 
met  and  disposed  of  the  Motion  of  my 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Stratheden  and 
Campbell).  I  may  say  that  I  never  con- 
sidered this  Motion  of  a  serious  cha- 
racter, otherwise  I  should  have  regarded 
it  as  a  Vote  of  Censure  upon  the  Govern- 
ment, and  desired  that  it  should  be 
brought  forward  on  the  earliest  possible 
day.  Had  I  regarded  it  as  a  Vote  of 
Censure,  I  should  also  have  thought  it 
my  duty  to  prepare  myself  with  facts 
and  arguments  to  lay  before  the  House. 
I  think  your  Lordships  will  agree  with 
me  that  it  lias  given  rise  to  an  interest- 
ing conversation,  but  not  in  the  least  in 
faronr  of  the  Motion.  While  I  agree 
entirely  with  the  noble  Viscount  that  the 
responsibility  of  dealing  with  particular 
oases  rests  with  the  Government,  we 
must  not  dismiss  from  our  minds  the 
fact  that  with  4,000,000  of  inhabitants 
it  is  absolutely  impossible  to  put  an  end 
to  open-air  meetings  in  the  Metropolis. 
We  must  be  careful  in  looking  at  this 
question — while  not  forgetting  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  Government  in  each 
particular  case — not  to  lay  down  any 
general  rule  as  to  the  prohibition  of 
public  meetings. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Hebschell)  said,  that  the  questions 
raised  in  that  discussion  were  of  great 
importance.  Had  ho  thought  that  these 
questions  would  havo  arisen  he  would 
have  taken  oare  to  satisfy  himself  more 
than  he  had  done  with  reference  to  the 
exact  law  on  this  subject.  It  was  very 
important  to  bear  in  mind  that  military 
force  was  not  to  be  called  in  aid  of  the 
civil  power  except  by  distinct  civil  au- 
thority. He  quite  agreed  that  a  soldier 
did  not  cease  to  be  a  citizen  because  he 
was  a  soldier ;  and  any  soldier,  like  any 
citizen,  ought  to  help  the  police  in  an 
emergency.   But  in  that  case  the  soldier  j 
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should  do  it  as  a  civilian  and  not  as  a 
soldier.  He  quite  agreed  also  with  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Bram- 
well)  that  there  was  no  objection  to  one 
or  half-a-dozen  or  more  soldiers  assisting 
the  police  as  civilians.  But  the  soldier 
qud  soldier  was  armed  with  a  weapon 
intended  to  be  a  dangerous  weapon, 
which  might  not  only  disable,  but  cause 
loss  of  life.  The  danger  was  not  in  hia 
assisting  the  civil  power  as  a  soldier, 
but  in  his  using  his  military  weapon  in 
doing  so.  That  a  soldier  must  do  at  his 
own  responsibility,  though  he  did  not 
say  that  an  onergency  might  not  arise 
where  soldiers  would  not  he  justified  in 
taking  the  responsibility  of  using  their 
military  weapons.  But  if  the  military 
force  acted  as  a  military  force  against 
the  people,  using  their  military  weapons, 
they  ou^ht  to  have  the  previous  sanction 
of  the  civil  authority.  He  was  anxious 
to  emphasize  the  distinction  which  ex- 
isted in  his  own  mind  between  the  action 
of  soldiers  in  their  character  of  citizens 
and  their  action  as  a  military  force. 
The  latter  action  should  be  confined  to 
cases  where  they  were  called  to  aid  in 
the  repression  of  disturbance  by  the 
civil  authori^. 

Lord  HALSBUBT  said,  he  a^ed 
with  the  Lord  Chancellor  (Lord  Her- 
Bchell)  that  when  persons  had  deadly 
weaponSf  as  soldiers  had,  their  action 
could  only  bo  justified  when  they  were 
under  the  orders  of  the  proper  authority. 
The  point  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend's  observations  was  founded  on 
the  fact  of  the  weapons  being  deadly. 
But,  so  far  as  the  responsibility  for  con- 
duct was  concerned,  the  policeman  was 
equally  responsible  with  the  soldier  if 
he  used  his  baton  unnecessarily.  The 
Queen's  Regulations  in  the  case  of  the 
soldier  could  not  supersede  the  Common 
Law.  The  soldier  was,  no  doubt,  pri- 
marily bound  to  obey  the  commands  of 
his  officers;  but  if  he  contravened  the 
Common  Law,  the  commands  of  his  offi- 
cers would  be  no  defence.  If  the  soldier 
refused  to  interfere  in  a  riot  he  might  be 
liable  to  the  Common  Law ;  and  he  might 
be  equally  liable  if  he  interfered  without 
proper  authority.  It  was,  therefore, 
misleading  to  speak  of  the  law  as  draw- 
ing a  distinction  between  the  soldier  and 
the  citizen.  The  noble  Lord  behind 
him  (Lord  do  Ros)  had  referred  to  the 
Riot  Act.  The  law  was  that  when  the 
Riot  Act  was  read  everybody  who  con- 
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tinued  to  aseemble  was  guilty  of  felony. 
Until  the  Biot  Act  "was  read  it  would 
have  to  be  established  by  evidence  that 
a  felony  bad  been  committed ;  but  tbe 
continuance  of  the  assembly  after  the 
reading  of  the  Act  would  itself  oonsti- 
tute  a  felony. 

Lord  STRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL said,  that  he  had  no  choice  but 
to  act  on  the  opinion  of  the  noble 
Ytscount  opposite  (Viscount  Cranbrook), 
by  whom  that  evening  the  majority  were 
guided.  At  the  same  time,  the  noble 
Visoount  had  entirely  corroborated  his 
arguments  as  to  the  origin  of  the  disturb- 
ances in  the  coincidence  of  two  meetings, 
of  which  one  might  have  been  easily 
averted.  Neither  the  noble  Ijord  who 
followed  him  (Lord  Thurlow),  nor  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  (Earl  Granville),  had  even  at- 
tempted to  overthrow  a  single  proposi- 
tion which  he  (Lord  Stratheden  and 
Campbell)  had  brought  before  their 
Lordships. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  Honse)  tctth- 
draten. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 
MURDER  OF  PATRICK  FINLAT,  WOOD- 
FORD, CO.  OALWAY. 
OBBBBYATtOHS.  QUBSTIOir. 

The  Duke  op  ST.  ALBANS,  in  rising 
to  call  attention  to  tbe  murder  of  the 
bailiff  Patrick  Finlay,  at  Woodford,  co. 
Galway  ;  and  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment what  steps,  if  any,  hare  been 
taken  to  bring  the  murderers  to  justice  ; 
and,  whether  they  consider  their  exist- 
ing powers  are  sufficient  for  the  pro- 
tection of  life  and  detection  of  crime  in 
Ireland  ?  said,  there  was  no  one  who  was 
present  would  ever  forget  that  solemn 
scene  in  which  both  Parties  in  that 
House  united  to  express  horror  at  the 
murders  of  Lord  ^Frederick  Oavendish 
and  Mr.  Burke.  There  were  murders 
in  Ireland  before,  there  had  been  mur- 
ders since,  and  now  to  the  Ions  list  was 
added  tbe  name  of  Patrick  i^nlay.  He 
believed  this  to  have  been  a  murder, 
though  the  National  Prens  had  described 
it  as  "  the  alleged  murder,"  and  an  Irish 
Member  in  "  another  place"  insinuated 
it  was  an  accidental  death.  This  sug- 
gestion, to  his  credit,  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  had 
treated  with  contemptuous  silence.  The 
murder  was  thus  described  by  the 
DubUn  correspondent  of  The  Timet— 


"  Finlay,  who  was  boycotted,  had  been  forced 
to  gather  fuel  in  a  wood  on  the  estate  of  Sir 
Henr;  Burke,  a  boycotted  landlord.  On  the 
"Wednesday,  armed  with  his  revolver,  he  went 
to  tbe  wood  without  previously  informing  tbe 
police,  who  for  some  time  past  bad  kept  a  pro- 
tective watch  over  bim  wben  abroad.  After  an 
hour  or  so,  bis  wife  spoke  to  tbe  sergeant,  who, 
on  «)ing  to  tbe  wood,  found  Finlay  dead,  his 
revcaver  beside  him  with  one  chamber  dis- 
charged. So  far  from  the  marder  exdting 
horror  in  the  locality,  tbe  people,  as  in  the 
Curtin  case,  openly  rejoiced  at  tbe  crime. 
"Wben  Mrs.  Finlay  was  returning  to  the  town, 
after  viewing  tbe  body  of  her  husband  where  it 
Uy  in  the  wood,  a  vast  crowd  assembled  and 
mocked  her  grief  with  jeers  and  ihonts  of 
triumph.  Six  constables,  in  consequence  of  this 
display  of  popular  feeling,  bad  to  be  left  that 
night  to  guard  tbe  widow's  bouse,  situate  in  the 
centre  of  tbe  town.  It  ia  stated  that  there  are 
evictions  pending  on  a  neighbouring  property 
in  which  Finlay  was  to  take  part.  He  had  also 
civil  bill  deorees  agpunst  tenants  (tf  Urs.  Lewis, 
but  there  are  no  evictions  in  that  case.  It  had 
been  arranged  that  a  strong  force  of  military 
was  to  be  sent  to  aid  tbe  constabulary,  a  body 
numbering  76  men,  in  executing  tbe  decrees, 
but  after  tbe  Chief  Secretary's  speech  the 
aspect  of  tbe  situation  was  entirely  changed  and 
the  people  were  told  by  their  Sunday  orators 
that  the  *  Qovemment  will  send  no  military  here 
for  evicHons,  and  we  will  be  able  for  tbe  police.* 
Tbe  arrangements  about  tbe  military  have  been 
countermanded,  and  tbe  proceedings  to  enforce 
the  law  are  now  in  abeyance.' ' 

The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Aber- 
deen), in  his  position  as  Lord  Lieute- 
nant of  Ireland,  was  properly  escorted 
by  soldiers  wherever  he  went;  but 
military  pi-otection  was  denied  to  save 
the  life  of  a  poor  process-server,  and 
Her  Majesty's  Government  claimed  to 
represent  democracy.  His  sad  story 
was  not  finished.  Horrible  murders 
happened  in  England,  but  public 
sympathy  in  this  country  was  not 
with  the  murderers.  The  Timet  cor- 
respondent, in  describing  tbe  funeral  of 
Finlay,  said — 

"  It  was  with  great  difficulty  that  tbe  police 
procured  a  place  of  barial  for  tbe  remains,  ad- 
mission to  the  usual  graveyards  being  refused, 
intimately  they  were  inteired  in  a  small  dis- 
used private  burial  ground.  No  one  attended 
tbe  funeral  but  Finlay's  widow,  Mr.  Lewis  and 
his  brother,  Mr.  Lewis's  steward,  Mr.  Donney, 
and  the  police,  under  the  command  of  Bur, 
Dixon,  dirtrict  inspector.  In  Woodford  a  man 
went  shouting  through  the  streets,  '  Finlay's 
soul  is  in  hell,  and  that  is  where  be  ougbt  to 
be.'  The  coffin  was  obtained  from  the  work- 
house at  Loughrea,  as  no  one  in  Woodford 
would  supply  it,  and  had  to  be  taken  out  of  the 
town  by  a  back  way  instead  of  tfaroogh  the 
main  street  in  order  to  avoid  a  hosUle  demon- 
stration. Despite  this  precaution,  the  loud 
laughter  and  joyous  shouts  of  tbe  people  could 
he  distinctly  beard.  The  murderers  of  Finlay 
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did  not  think  their  hatred  eafficiently  satiBiied 
by  shooting  him  through  the  chest,  but  after 
his  death,  ae  there  was  good  reason  to  believe, 
they  discharged  his  own  revolver  into  his 
month.  His  miserable  widow  was  left  abso- 
lutely desolate,  and  had  no  prospect  but  the 
pooraoose." 

Such  was  the  end  of  poor  Patrick 
Finlay,  a  man  of  good  character,  an 
Army  pensioner,  who  had  fought  for 
England  in  the  Orimea.  Great  allow- 
ance must  be  made  for  the  increased 
difficulties  in  which  Ministers  found 
themselves  owing  to  the  lame,  halting, 
and  blind  policy  adopted  as  regarded 
Ireland  by  the  late  Government  during 
the  six  months  they  were  in  Office.  He 
did  not  wish  to  rake  up  the  past,  nor 
seemingly  to  harass  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  into  divulging  their  Irish 
policy,  nor  was  he  desirous  seriously 
to  harass  them  in  respect  of  Irish  mat- 
ters; and  when  they  considered  how 
gigantic  were  the  issues  iuTolved,  the 
time  the  Government  had  asked  to  pre- 
pare their  policy  erred  on  the  side 
rather  of  modesty.  But  as  Englishmen 
we  had  a  right  to  know  that  fresh 
victims  between  this  and  then  would  not 
be  sacrificed  at  the  altar  of  the  so-called 
Irish  Nationalism,  and  that  outrages 
such  as  he  had  described  should  not  be 
permitted  to  disgrace  our  civilization  in  a 
part  of  the  State  still  known  as  the 
TJnited  Kingdom  only  10  hours  distant 
from  London.  He  asked  the  noble  Earl  to 
give  a  distinct  answer  to  the  Question— 
Whether  in  the  opinion  of  the  Govern- 
ment the  present  law  in  Ireland  was 
strong  enough  to  detect  crime,  which  in 
Ireland  meant  to  protect  life  ?  If  the 
noble  Earl  could  Ba;jr  "  Tes ; "  his  reply 
would  be  received  witii  a  sense  of  rebel, 
not  only  in  this  House,  but  in  the 
country,  and  especially  in  Ireland.  If 
he  could  only  tell  us  to  wait  till  the  Ist 
of  April,  it  would  be  better  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  contract  in  the  interim  with 
the  National  League  for  the  protection 
of  life,  or  even  to  subsidize  O'Donovan 
Kossa,  than  to  let  innocent  men  be  mur- 
dered. He,  a  Liberal,  asked  the  noble 
Earl,  as  a  Member  of  a  Democratio  Go- 
vernment, whether  the  life  of  a  poor 
man  performing  humble  but  legal  public 
duties  was  to  be  less  sacred  than  that 
of  the  Official  highest  in  Dublin  Castle, 
and  whether  the  blood  of  Patrick  Finlay 
appealed  with  less  force  to  the  Govern- 
ment than  did  that  unhappily  spilt  in 
the  Phcsniz  Park? 

TktDuktofSt.  Albana 


Th£  Earl  of  LIUEBIOK,  on  rising 
to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government,  Whe- 
ther it  was  true  that  on  the  night  of 
Sunday,  7th  March,  15  head  of  cattle, 
the  property  of  Michael  O'Connor,  were 
houghed  or  otherwise  honibly  muti- 
lated at  Ballyculhane,  near  Glin ;  whe- 
ther  on  the  same  night,  close  to  the 
same  place,  a  cowshed  containing  eight 
cows  was  maliciously  burned  and  the 
cows  roasted  to  death  ;  whether  a  meet- 
ing of  the  National  League  was  held  in 
Glin  on  that  Sunday  ;  and,  whether 
the  owners  of  the  cattle  stated  to  have 
been  thus  horribly  mutilated  or  de- 
stroyed had  been  "  Boycotted  "  for  some 
time  past,  and  were  barely  able  to 
obtain  the  necessaries  of  life?  said,  the 
crimes  which  were  occurring  in  Ire- 
land were  a  disgrace  to  a  Christian 
countiy.  It  was  that  these  out- 
rages had  reoently  been  oondemned  by 
resolution  of  the  National  League ;  but 
it  unfortunately  happened  that  however 
powerful  the  National  League  was  in 
other  respects  when  it  attempted  to  con- 
demn outrages,  those  outrages  did  not 
in  some  way  or  other  oeaee  on  account 
of  that  condemnation.  It  seemed  as  if 
within  this  National  League  there  were 
some  inner  centres  which  exercised  the 
real  power.  Whether  they  called  them 
Invincibles  or  what  else,  it  would  seem 
that  they  did  not  shrink  from  outrage, 
and  were  not  affected  by  the  condemna- 
tions which  the  National  League  itself 
issued.  The  question  before  them  was 
whether  Her  Majesty'sGovernment  were 
able  to  deal  with  these  secret  societies 
or  centres  which  existed  and  carried  on 
their  secret  work.  He  would  not  trouble 
their  Lordships  by  relating  at  length 
statements  to  show  that  ue  horrible 
murder  already  referred  to  was  not  an 
isolated  case.  He  would  refer  only  to 
two.  One  of  those  was  not  yet  attended 
with  murder,  and  the  other  was  that  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice,  which  was 
attended  with  the  horrible  mutilation 
and  destruction  of  unfortunate  cattle. 
He  alluded  to  these  cases  because  they 
occurred  in  his  own  neighbourhood,  and 
he  could  vouch  for  the  facts.  One  of 
the  cases  to  which  he  wished  to  call 
particular  attention,  because  the  perse- 
cution of  those  attacked  had  not  yet 
ceased,  was  that  of  a  farmer  named 
Teeky,  who  had  been  attacked  and  in- 
jured in  his  house,  and  his  life  was  des- 
paired of.   Wellf  Tesl^  identified  one 
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of  th«  men  who  committed  the  outrage, 
and  he  was  tried  at  the  Spring  Assizes 
at  Limerick,  but  was  acquitted.  He 
was  informed  that  threatening  letters 
had  been  sent  before  the  trial  to  jurors, 
and,  since,  to  Teskj  himself.  He 
should  like  to  hear  some  statsment  from 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Spencer)  as  regarded 
the  cases  heard  at  those  Assizes,  for  he 
beltOTed  not  a  oonviction  had  been 
secured.  The  outr^e  at  Glia  was  a 
terrible  one.  The  statements  oonoem- 
ing  it  did  not  rest  on  newspaper  para- 
^aphs.  They  rested  on  a  statement  de- 
hberately  made  and  ei^ied  hj  the  Knirht 
of  Glio,  who  had  since  written  that 
since  the  outrage  a  noUce  had  been 
posted  calling  on  a  tenant  to  "Take 
notice,  I  will  bum  you  alive  as  I  burned 
Ihe  cows  last  night."  He  desired  to  say 
that  this  outrage  at  Glin  occurred  within 
f  onr  hours  of  the  holding  of  a  Nationalist 
meeting  in  that  place ;  but  he  wished 
to  qualify  that  remark,  and  to  be  per- 
fectly clear  in  regard  to  it.  He  belioTed 
thoroughly  that  the  great  majority  of 
those  attending  those  meetings  repro- 
bated such  outrages  as  those  he  had 
described.  Still  the  language  used  at 
those  meetings  stimd  up  the  intem- 

ferate  and  evil- disposed,  and  nobody 
new  that  better  than  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Spencer).  Whilst  holding  this 
opinion,  still  h«  thought  it  was  impos- 
^ble  to  free  those  holding  the  meetings 
from  all  responsibility  for  the  outrages 
which  in  so  many  instances  followed 
ihem.  If  these  outrages  were  allowed 
to  go  on  until  some  measure  was  brought 
forward  for  settling  the  state  of  Ireland 
for  the  future,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  for  a  longer  or  shorter 
period  be  practically  abandoning  the 
enforcement  of  the  law  in  that  country. 
He  feared  that  the  measure  that  was  to 
be  brought  forward  by  the  Ministry 
would  not,  under  such  drcumstanoes, 
bring  about  peace  and  the  settled  order 
of  good  govemmeht. 

LoBD  GBETILLE  said,  a  Question 
had  been  asked  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment  which  he  ventund  to  say 
they  were  absolutely  powerless  to  an- 
swer, for  at  present  in  Ireland  govern- 
ment existed  only  in  name,  and  as  an 
executive  power  the  Government  was 
valueless.  If  an  unfortunate  man  came 
under  the  hand  of  the  Land  League 
the  Government  was  powerless  to  save 
him.    Mr.  Baron  Dowse,  at  a  recent 


Assize,  had  called  attention  to  the  in- 
crease of  crime  for  equal  periods  in  the 
Eame  district,  the  number  of  offences 
having  been  151  in  1884,  166  in  1885, 
and  in  the  last  six  months  no  fewer  than 
300;  and  these  offences  were  of  a  serious 
nature,  including  two  murders,  18  threats 
to  murder,  39  cases  of  stealing  cattle, 
horses,  and  sheep,  11  cases  of  arson,  18 
oases  of  the  killing  and  maiming  of 
oattlQ,  and  52  seizures  of  arms  and  levy- 
ing of  contributions.  All  these  things 
were  happening  at  the  present  moment. 
If  the  Government  were  powerful  enough 
to  carry  out  the  law,  why  had  there  been 
these  300  cases  in  the  fast  six  months  ? 
Mr.  Davitt,  the  originator  of  the  Land 
League,  had  made  a  strong  epeecb 
against  Moonlighting  and  other  out- 
rages ;  and  the  language  he  had  used 
was  even  stronger  than  had  fallen  from 
the  Government.  But  with  an  impul- 
sive race  and  nation  like  the  Lrish 
nation  it  was  not  so  easy,  when  they 
had  been  roused  and  hounded  on  by  the 
words  of  an  eloquent  man,  to  bring  them 
back  to  moderation  by  asking  them  to  be 
kind  and  gentle.  In  Westmeath,  whiok 
once  provoked  the  passing  of  the  West- 
meath  Act,  there  were  now  few  or  no  out- 
rage8,aod  that  was  owing  to  the  infiuenoe 
exeroised  by  the  Boman  Oatholto  Sishop 
in  that  county.  But  for  the  influence  of 
him  and  his  priests  it  would  be  almost  im- 
possible for  a  man  to  live  in  the  county. 
Perhaps  the  measure  to  be  introduced 
by  the  Prime  Minister  might  do  some- 
thing to  restore  peace  and  tranquillity 
to  the  country ;  but  at  present  the  motto 
of  the  Government  was  non  pottumu*. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Earl  Spenoeb)  :  My  Lords, 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  alluded  to  the 
Question  he  has  put  down,  and  which 
would  formally  come  on  later  in  the 
evening.  I  do  not  object  to  his  having 
alluded  to  it.  Probably  it  will  be  more 
convenient  that  it  should  be  brought 
forward  and  answered  in  the  present 
debate.  I,  for  one,  shall  say  Qotiiing  to 
take  awa^  from  the  force  of  the  lan- 
guage which  both  the  noble  Duke  and 
the  noble  Earl  have  used  with  regard  to 
these  detestable  murders  and  crimes  in 
Ireland.  No  one,  I  am  sorry  to  say, 
has  had  more  experience  of  these  ter- 
rible crimes  than  I  have  had  during  the 
years  that  I  have  had  the  honour  of 
being  Her  Majesty's  Representative.  I 
know  how  violent  they  are,  how  much 
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they  intimidate  the  people  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood in  which  they  are  committed. 
I  kaow  fail  well  that  sympathy  with  the 
perpetrators  of  these  crimes  is  too  often 
found  to  exist  among  the  population  of 
Ireland.  I  deplore  all  this  from  the 
bottom  of  my  heart.  The  most  serious 
thing  of  all  is  the  terribly  disgusting 
feeling  of  sympathy  with  the  criminals 
which  too  often  prevails  in  those  dis- 
tricts in  which  the  crimes  are .  com- 
mitted, I  cannot  say  how  deeply  this 
has  always  impressed  me.  It  is  not  only 
ordinary  mfflans  who  take  part  in  these 
crimes,  but  you  too  often  find  they  are 
committed  by  fanatics  who  are  led  by  a 
false  love  of  their  country  to  think  they 
can  aerre  it  by  these  atrooitteB.  This  is 
the  most  serioua  part  of  the  history  of 
Ireland  connected  with  these  orimes.  I 
fear  that  no  repressive  legislation  can 
affect  that  terrible  feeling ;  it  has  not 
been  diminished  by  the  successive  mea- 
sures of  repression  we  have  had.  I  sin- 
cerely hope  that  some  day  we  may  arrive 
at  a  better  feeling  on  the  part  of  the 
population  of  Ireland — a  feeling  in  sup- 
port of  law  and  of  order  instead  of  oneof 
sympathy  with  crime  committed  in  the 
midst  of  the  people.  I  have  not  been 
able  to  obtain  detailed  reports  of  the 
crimes  referred  to  in  the  second  Question 
on  the  Paper;  but  I  believe  that  in  the 
main  the  statements  embodied  in  the 
Question  are  correct.  I  fear  it  is  pro- 
bable there  was  great  sympathy  with  the 
criminals ;  and  I  know  there  was  great 
difficulty  about  the  interment  of  the  man 
to  whom  the  noble  Duke  referred.  I 
cannot  give  information  as  to  the  steps 
taken  by  the  Ooverament  to  discover  the 
criminals,  as  everyone  acquainted  with 
Ireland  will  agree  with  me  when  I  say 
that  that  would  not  in  any  degree  be 
conducive  to  the  ends  of  justice.  This, 
however,  I  can  say — that  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment are  using  their  utmost  endea- 
vours to  try  and  trace  the  criminal,  but 
at  present  I  regret  to  say  that  I  am  not 
able  to  give  any  ver^  hopeful  account  of 
the  success  which  is  likely  to  attend 
their  efforts.  Not  only  are  they  using 
their  utmost  endeavours  to  trace  the 
criminals,  but  to  prevent  a  recurrence  of 
similar  outrages  in  that  part  of  die  coun- 
try. The  noble  Duke  referred  to  a 
speech  of  the  Ohief  Secretary  in  the 
other  Honae,  and  seemed  to  connect  this 
crime,  in  some  way,  with  remarks  which 
were  made  by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman; 
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but,  as  I  said  on  a  former  ocoaaion,  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  that  speech 
has  been  very  much  misunderstood,  I 
took  ocossion  to  explain  that  what  was 
said  was  not  that  the  aid  of  the  militaiy 
to  the  civil  power  would  be  refused,  but 
that  when  the  aid  of  the  military  was 
demanded,  he  would  carefully  consider 
each  case,  and  would  determine  whether 
a  necessity  for  usiag  the  troops  had 
arisen.  With  regard  to  this  first  case,  it 
so  happens  that  after  my  right  hon. 
Friend  had  made  that  speech  he  con- 
sulted me  as  to  whether  it  would  be  ad- 
visable to  send  Her  Majesty's  troops  to 
be  present  at  the  evictions  at  WooMord. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  was  perfectly  will- 
ing, if  it  was  necessary,  to  send  the  mili- 
tary in  aid  of  the  civil  power.  The  only 
question  was  whether  it  was  desirable  to 
send  more  police  without  soldiers,  or  a 
smaller  body  of  police  with  military.  I 
said  it  was  always  desirable,  if  it  were 
possible,  to  avoid  using  the  military, 
and  that  I  should  prefer  sending  double 
the  number  of  police  on  this  occasion  to 
calling  in  the  military  ;  but  if  the  people 
on  the  spot  said  tfae  military  were  neces- 
sary, I  felt  he  must  authorize  their  being 
sent.  He  entirely  concurred  in  that ; 
but  I  believe  that  circumstances  arose 
afterwards  to  indicate  that  the  troops 
were  not  called  for.  I  regret  to  say  that 
the  details  of  the  outrage  in  the  second 
Question  are  correctly  stated.  Some  of 
the  outrages  that  have  been  referred  to 
were  brutal  in  the  extreme,  and  I  have 
neither  deaire  nor  intention  to  extenuate 
them  in  the  slightest  degree.  It  is  a 
remarkable  thing,  however,  that  the  two 
men  —  Sullivan  and  M'Mahon  —  who 
were  the  sufferers  by  these  outrages, 
were  members  of  the  National  League, 
although  doubtless  it  has  been  said  that 
they  had,  previously  to  these  outrages 
being  committed,  been  held  up  to  the 
odium  of  that  Association  because  of 
their  having  taken  the  farms.  It  is, 
however,  only  fair  to  state  that  the  day 
after  the  outrages  were  committed  the 
National  League  offered  a  reward  of 
£100  for  the  discovery  of  the  perpe- 
trators of  these  cruelties.  It  is  certainly 
evident  that  nothing  ooald  be  calculated 
to  do  so  much  harm  totbe  cause  which  the 
National  League  have  at  heart  than  that 
they  should  be  plotting,  or  in  any  way 
concerned  in,  snoh  brutalitiw  as  those  to 
which  reference  has  been  made.  The 
noble  Duke  asked — 
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"  What  Bteps,  if  any,  have  been  taken  to 
bricg  tho  murderers  to  justice;  and  whether 
they  consider  their  existing  powers  are  sufficient 
for  the  protection  of  life  and  the  detection  of 
orime  in  IrelandP" 

The  Question  of  the  noble  Duke  amounts 
to  this— Is  law  and  order  perfectly  en- 
forced in  Ireland  ?  I  hardly  know  whe- 
ther at  any  time  within  my  recollection 
it  could  be  said  absolutely  that  the  con- 
dition of  Ireland  with  regard  to  crime, 
and  the  sympathies  of  the  people  in 
favour  of  law  and  order,  were  all  that 
could  be  desired  ;  but  tho  question  now 
before  us  ia,  whether  the  condition  of  the 
country  in  these  respects  is  not  relatively 
more  aatisfaotory  at  the  present  moment 
than  it  was  during  the  period  when  the 
late  AdminiBtration  was  in  Office,  and 
whether  it  is  such  as  to  call  for  special 
legislation  ?  I  have  some  Beturns  before 
me  that  tell  with  remarkable  force  upon 
this  point.  I  shall  not  trouble  the  House 
by  reading  those  Eeturns  at  any  great 
length  ;  but  I  think  that  the  few  figures 
I  intend  to  lay  before  your  Lordships 
will  convince  you  that  the  condition  of 
things  which  now  exists  in  Ireland  is  far 
better  than  that  which  existed  at  the 
time  when  special  coercive  legislation 
was  called  into  operation.  I  quite  admit 
that  there  are  some  districts  of  Ireland 
which  are  far  worse  than  others — for 
instance,  the  condition  of  Killamey  in 
Kerry,  and  lioughrea  in  Oalway,  is  far 
from  satisfactory.  Deducting  threatening 
letters,  the  decrease  of  agrarian  outrages 
since  February,  1886,  compared  with  the 
average  in  the  six  preceding  months  is 
very  striking;  63  was  the  average  for 
October,  November,  and  December,  1  ls8o, 
and  January,  1886,  while  in  February  it 
was  33,  only  four  more  than  in  the  6rst 
seven  months  of  1885.  That  shows  that 
crime  had  not  increased — that  it  had,  in 
fact,  diminished  in  February.  I  do  not 
lay  great  stress  upon  tho  fact,  but  it  has 
diminished  since  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment has  been  in  Office. 

LoBD  ASHBOURNE:  Do  these 
figures  apply  to  the  whole  of  Ireland  ? 

Eakl  SFENOEB  :  Yes }  to  the  whole 
of  Ireland. 

Thb  Eabl  of  UMEBIOK:  The 
month  of  February  was  a  short  one  for 
comparison. 

Eaul  SPENCER:  Only  two  days. 
"What  was  the  condition  of  things  in  the 
same  month  in  previous  years  ?  In 
1880,  when  crime  was  rising  very  fast 
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in  Ireland,  the  outrages,  other  thaa 
threatening  letters,  were---JanuaTy  77, 
February  58;  1881,  January  194,  Feb- 
ruary  89;  1882,  January  189,  February 
154  ;  1886,  January  46,  and  February 
33.    There  was  thus  an  enormous  dif- 
ference between  the  outrages  in  those 
years  and  the  present.    I  venture  to 
think   that    although   those  figures 
do  not  show  a  condition  of  the  country 
which  is   satisfactory,   yet  that  that 
condition  does  not  compare -unfavour- 
ably with  that  which  existed  in  previous 
years.   In  my  opinion,  no  Government 
is  entitled,  after  the  lapse  of  exceptional 
measures,  to  renew  them  unless  it  can 
be  shown  that  very  grave  dangers  exist ; 
and  that  certainly  is  not  the  case  at  the 
present  moment.    I  maintain  that  the 
figures  I  have  quoted  will  prove  to  your 
Lordships  that  although  isolated  cases 
of  murder   and  of  outrage  of  a  very 
serious  kind  are  still  occurring  in  Ire- 
land, yet  that  the  general  condition  of 
the  country  has  greatly  improved  since 
Her  Majesty's  present  Government  have 
been  in  Office.  I  will  now  give  some  par- 
ticulars of  "Boycotting"  as  it  exists 
now  and  make  a  comparison  with  the 
state  of  things  which  existed  when  the 
late  Government  were  in  Office.    In  the 
quarter  ending  June  30,  1885,  the  num- 
ber of  persons  totally  "  Boycotted  "  waa 
80,  and  partially  219.    In  the  quarter 
ending  September  30,  1885,  the  number 
totally  "Boycotted"  was  179,  and  par- 
tially 706.   In  that  ending  December 
31,  1885,  the  number  totally  "Boy- 
cotted" was  l7d,  and  partially  716  ;  in 
tho  month  of  January,  1886,  the  number 
totally  "Boycotted"  was  181,  and  par- 
tially719;  and  in  the  month  of  February, 
1886,  the  number  totally  "Boycotted" 
was  181,   and  partially  7l8.  These 
figures  are  remarkable  as  showing  that 
during  the  period  in  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's late  Government  were  in  Office 
just  as  many  persons,  within  one  or  two, 
were  "  Boycotted "  as  at  the  present 
time.    During  the  whole  of  that  time, 
when  "Boycotting"  was  at  its  height. 
Her  Majesty's  late  Government  con- 
tented themselves  witli  looking  on ;  and 
therefore  they  cannot  now  blame  Her 
Majesty's  present  Government  for  not 
immediately  taking  very  violent  steps  fo 
put  an  end  to  the  I^ational  League.  ^  I 
am  sure  your  Lordships  will  not  require 
me,  until  the  time  arrives  when  we  can 
conveniently  consider  the  whole  ques- 
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tion  of  Ireland,  to  state  vhat  steps  Her 
Majesty's  Goremment  propose  to  take 
to  remedy  the  present  unhappy  state  of 
things  in  that  country,  and  to  restore 
law  and  order.  I  can  assure  your  Lord- 
ships that  Her  Majesty's  Irish  Govern- 
ment will  endeavour,  in  the  meantime,  in 
every  way  to  insure  that  the  lives  and 
the  property  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects 
are  protected.  No  one  denounces  with 
more  vigour  than  I  do  these  crimes,  and 
no  one  wishes  more  than  I  do  to  see 
them  put  down  by  the  ordinary  law.  In 
any  case  we  are  determined  to  uphold  and 
maintain  the  law  of  the  land,  and  I  sin- 
cerely hope  that  we  may  be  successful 
in  putting  down  these  terrible  outrages, 
which  I  am  not  surprised  have  excited 
the  sympathy  and  indignation  of  the 
people  of  this  country. 

The  Mahqusss  op  LONDONDERHY 
said,  they  owed  a  debt  of  gratitude  to  the 
noble  Duke  for  bringing  this  matter  for- 
ward ;  but  he  was  afraid  he  could  not 
congratulate  the  noble  Duke  upon  having 
obtained  a  satisfactory  answer  on  this 
subject  from  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
He  (the  Marquess  of  Londonderry)  could 
not  gather  from  the  noble  Earl's  speech 
one  crumb  of  comfort.  He  confessed  he 
felt  no  surprise  at  reading  the  answer 
given  on  Tuesday  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
on  that  subject,  as  had  the  right  hon. 
Gendeman  given  a  straightforward 
answer  that  he  would  at  once  take  stops 
to  prevent  the  reourrenco  of  such  a  crime, 
he  would  have  lost  the  support  of  those 
of  his  followers  who  disapproved  of 
crime  only  because  it  was  a  source  of 
weakness  to  their  cause.  The  noble 
Duke  had  not  overstated  the  caso.  He 
could  corroborate  every  word  which  had 
fallen  from  him  as  to  the  outrages  that 
had  taken  place  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  Woodford.  The  noble  Duke  had  told 
their  Lordships  of  the  character  of  the 
victims  of  those  outrages;  but  he  had 
not  told  them  about  the  reign  of  terror 
which  existed  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Woodford.  In  an  article  in  The  Dublin 
Sfening  Mail  of  March  12,  describing 
the  state  of  things  prevailing  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  in  the  neighbourhood,  he 
found  the  following  statement : — 

"  I  will  now  giro  an  instance  of  tho  kind  of 
teaching  the  people  here  are  subject  to.  A  cer- 
tain Mr.  Francis  Tally,  prsrioaa  to  the  murder 
fA  Finlay,  had  in  a  spMch,  as  reported  in  the 
IocbI  FroH,  spoken  of  a  certain  mediaoo  he 
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posseaied  vbioh  coold  care  hailiffa,  prooen- 
servera,  rent-wamerB,  £c.  On  'Weooeeday, 
March  3,  Pinlay  was  murdered ;  and  on  Satur- 
day, March  6,  the  following  appears  in  The 
Qonnaught  People  : — '  The  Mtent  medidne  of 
Mr.  Francis  Tulley,  of  the  Woodford  diviuon, 
Boems  to  be  doing  excellent  service  in  these 
parts.  It  hns  already  cored  a  lai^  namber 
of  bailiffs,  reaUwamers,  procesB-servers,  and 
agents,  and  is  expected  before  long  to  accom- 
plish that  most  extraordinary  feat  which  has 
baffled  statesmen  and  physicians  since  the  time 
of  the  Flood— that  is,  to  care  tho  noble  and  aris- 
tocratic disease  so  prevalent  among  landlords 
namely,  the  go  out  or  evict — or,  as  they  them- 
selves politely  call  it,  the  goat.  If  Frank  Tally 
succeeds  in  doiog  this  he  ought  to  be  mado 
physician  in  chief  to  Mr.  Famell  and  the  Irish 
Party.'  I  have  said  that  the  state  of  Woodford 
and  surrounding  districts  is  one  of  panic- 
nothing  else  can  describe  it.  On  Sondinr  last— 
the  Sunday  immediately  following  Finlay's 
murder — six  more  bailiffs,  rent-wamers,  Ac, 
resigned,  influenced,  no  doubt,  by  fear  of  Bomo 
more  of  Mr.  Frank  Tally's  medicine,  which  al- 
ready has  had  such  a  deadly  effect  As  these 
men  are  now  out  of  danger  there  can  be  no 
harm  in  giving  their  names.  They  are  Mitchell 
and  Kafferty,  wood  rangers  to  Sir  Henry  Borke ; 
Gorman,  Flannery.  Kenny,  and  Page,  game- 
^^rs  and  bailinh^f  the  MarqnesB  of  Cuanri- 

All  would  remember  the  FrimeMinister's 
letter  to  Lord  de  Vesci  of  February  12, 
in  vhich  he  said  that  the  great  questions 
to  be  considered  in  reference  to  Ireland 
were  social  order,  a  settlement  of  the 
Land  Question,  and  the  widelyprevalent 
desire  of  self-government.  He  had  no 
idea  of  what  might  be  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter's meaning  of  the  words  "  social 
order;"  but  when  he  read  to  their 
Lordships  a  few  instances  of  the  out- 
rages that  had  occurred  since  the  day  on 
which  that  letter  was  written,  he  thought 
they  would  see  that  in  place  of  social 
order  there  was  at  present  a  reign  of 
terror  in  Ireland.  The  following  was  a 
summary  of  outrages  and  crime,  re- 
ported in  the  public  F^ss  since  Feb- 
ruary 12 — 

"  Two  men  charged  before  Besident  MagiBtrale 
of  Longford  with  having  cut  off  the  tails  of 
cattle  belonging  to  Mr.  Dinegao,  Killashee 
(Feb.  12).  At  Berrymore,  County  Ix)ngford,  a 
sheriff's  bailiff  set  upon  in  exercise  of  his  duty, 
beaten  with  sticks  and  billhooks,  and  cattle 
rescued  (Feb.  10),  A  party  of  disguised  Moon- 
lighters visit  the  house  of  Thomas  I>ehy  ;  Fa- 
trick  Fiolay  murdered  ^March  4),  At  Castle- 
ooanel,  a  numer  sentenced  to  one  monUi  for 
stabbing  another  farmer  in  the  cheek  whose 
father  was  suspected  of  having  paid  hia  loit ; 
Denis  Breaoan^  a  bailiff,  fired  at  while  return- 
lag  from  an  evicted  furm." 

These  were,irrcspectiveof  "Boycotting," 
almost  the  worst  form  of  social  disorder. 
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"Sheriff  and  20  conatablea  unable  to  carry 
out  evictions  at  Scotatown,  Mooaghaa,  being 
attacked  by  mobs  throwing  stones  (Feb.  25). 
Murderous  attack  upon  a  farmer  named 
U'Sweene^,  near  Eillamey,  for  refusing  to 

a've  up  his  gon  (Feb.  27).  Attack  on  Captain 
inte,  of  Leebroob,  County  Kerry  (March  6). 
CoDToy,  a  tenant  of  Sir  Henry  Burke,  obliged 
to  obtain  police  protection  through  having  paid 
his  rent  (March  9).  Threatening  letters  sent 
to  Robert  Tesky,  and  also  to  several  Limerick 
jiirorSt  in  connection  with  the  trial  of  three 

Sriaoners  for  a  Moonlight  outrage  upon  Mr. 
'esky  (March  8j.  Moonlight  raid  upon  the 
hoDse  of  a  fanner  named  I)unne,  near  Ros- 
trevor  (March  7).  Burning  of  house  near  Lis- 
towel,  and  10  cows,  10  goats,  and  16  tons  of  hay, 
the  property  of  a  farmer  holding  lands  from 
whien  the  tenants  had  been  evicted  (March  7). 
Mutilation  of  15  head  of  cattle  belon^ng  to 
Michael  O'Comuu-,  of  Ballycnihane,  Ghn ;  also 
two  other  farmers  had  on  out-house  set  on 
fire,  and  eight  cows  roasted  to  death,  in  the 
same  locality,  for  having  taken  evicted  farms 
(3Iarch  1).  Attack  on  a  procese-ser^'or  in  the 
Kilmurry  district,  Kilrush,  by  a  party  of  men 
with  pitchforks,  Ac.  (March  11).  Burning  of 
Lord  Olanricarde'a  wood  at  Woodford  (March  9). 
Stripping  and  tarring  of  a  proceas-server  near 
Yilhers  Town,  County  Waterford  (Murch  12). 
The  Rev.  John  Callaghy,  P  P.,  Ballinakill,  for 
having  paid  his  rent,  was  compelled  to  resign 
the  presidency  of  the  local  branch  of  the  Na- 
tional League,  was  '  Boycotted,'  and  unable  to 
get  his  horse  shod,  and  did  not  receive  his 
accustomed  dues ;  it  was  this  priest  who,  a  few 
days  ago,  read  prayers  at  the  grave  of  the  mur- 
dered man,  Patrick  Finlay.  James  Cannon, 
shopkeeper  of  Woodford,  was  completely  '  Boy- 
cotted '  for  supplying  the  poUce.  Michael 
Dwyer,  a  car  driver,  Woodford,  'Boycotted,' 
attacked  and  beaten  for  having  driven  the 

Slice;  he  is  now. under  police  protection, 
any  tenants  in  the  parish  of  Woodford  are 
prevented  from  paying  their  rents  by  the 
grosaert  intimidation,  and  speakers  at  National 
Leagne  meetings  in  Woodford  have  advised 
open  resistance  to  the  law.  One  speaker  at  a 
National  League  meeting,  recently  held  at 
Woodford,  declared  that  the  Government  would 
not  give  the  military  for  eviction!,  and  that  the 
peo^  were  well  able  for  the  police." 

His  object  in  drawing  attention  to  these 
outr^es  was  because  he  could  not  pre- 
vent his  mind  from  reyerting  to  the  ter- 
rible events  of  the  years  1881-2,  when 
crime  and  outrage  stalked  over  Ireland 
unchecked ;  and  when,  to  the  appeals 
of  the  suffering  and  law-abiding  people 
of  the  country,  the  Gh)Ternment  of  the 
day  turned  a  deaf  ear.  Those  outrages 
were  over  10,000,  and  how  long  they 
would  have  lasted  he  was  unable  to  say. 
Bat  surely  the  olimax  was  not  reached 
till  May  6,  when  the  fearful  assassina- 
tion in  Phoenix  Bark  occurred,  which 
sent  a  thrill  of  horror  throughout 
Europe.  Then,  and  not  till  then,  did 
the  iliniaters  take  decided  measures; 


and,  thanks  to  the  energy,  ability,  and 
courage  of  the  noble  EarL  opposite  (Earl 
Spencer),  peace  and  orderwere  restored. 
He  wished  that  the  noble  Earl  would 
take  the  same  steps  now.  It  might 
sound  like  audacity  on  his  part  to  offer 
suggestions  to  the  ti-overnment  when  sug- 
gestions from  men  of  so  much  greater  ex- 
perience and  weight  had  been  before 
now  ignored  by  the  Liberal  Govern- 
ment. But  he  could  not  forget  that  he 
was  one  of  the  Loyalists  of  Ireland  ; 
and,  therefore,  he  called  on  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  immediato  st^s  for  the 
prevention  of  such  crimes  as  he  had 
quoted  to  their  Lordships— steps  which, 
though  they  might  alienate  from  them 
the  support  oT  men  who  had  been  de- 
scribed aa  "steeped  to  the  lips  in  trea- 
sou,"  would,  nevertheless,  secure  to 
them  the  aincerest  gratitude  and  respect 
of  every-  loyal  and  patriotic  Irishman. 
In  conclusion,  he  earnestly  hoped  that 
it  might  never  again  fall  to  the  lot  of 
anyone  in  similar  circumstances  to  call 
upon  the  Government  to  extend  their 
protection  to  the  humble  subjects  of  the 
Queen,  who  were  now  paying  the  heaviest 
penalties  of  torture  and  suH'ering  in  con* 
sequence  of  their  loyalty  to  their  Sove- 
reign and  their  country. 

Lord  ASH60UKNE  said,  that  the 
speeches  of  noble  Lords  opposite  sug- 
gested painful  reflections  in  regard  to 
the  present  coudition  of  Ireland.  They 
should  look  plainly  and  distinctly  at 
the  actual  atato  of  that  country,  and 
not  allow  themselves  to  be  blinded  either 
by  exaggeration  on  the  one  side,  or  by 
an  attempt  on  the  other  to  ignore  plain 
facts,  and  not  see  what  all  the  world 
outside  of  that  House  saw  without  di£El- 
culty.  The  task  of  the  noble  Earl 
who  represented  in  that  House  the 
views  of  the  Government  in  reference 
to  Ireland  was,  no  doubt,  a  difficult 
one.  It  might  be  doubly  difficult 
for  him,  because  no  one  had  on  that 
question  a  greater  wealth  of  knowledge, 
or  a  greater  record  of  experience,  to 
fall  back  upon.  Whatever  might  be  the 
political  exigency  of  the  noble  Earl  at 
present,  his  sympathy  was  not  with 
crime— was  not  with  Irish  crime ;  and  if 
he  were  at  liberty  to  speak  with  that 
absolute  freedom  which  was  sometimes 
denied  even  to  politicians,  he  ventured 
to  think  the  noble  Earl  could  speak  on 
that  question  in  a  way  that  would  amply 
satisfy  those  noble  Lords  who  took  part 
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in  tihatdiscuauon,  on  whatever  side  tbey 
might  sit.    The  condition  of  Ireland 
was  far  too  serious  a  matter  to  be  a 
Party  question.     No  Government— he 
cared  not  on  which  side  of  the  House  it 
sat— could  enter  upon  the  consideration 
of  Irish  policy  or  administration  with  a 
light  heart;  and  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Opposition  to  recognize  that  any  Go- 
vernment applying  itself  to  the  Irish 
problem  must  be  treated  with  a  certain 
amount  of  reasonable— aye,  of  ample- 
consideration.  The  question  before  their 
LordEhtps  that  evening  was  not  one  of 
policy ;  it  involved  simply  the  considera- 
tion  of   what  was   the   position  of 
Ireland  with  reference  to  the  preser- 
vation of   social   order.*  The  noble 
Earl  had  interpolated  in  his  observa- 
tions a  synopsis  of  the  statistics  of  Irish 
crime  and  outrage.    It  was  well  known 
that  there  was  nothing  so  misleading  as 
statistics ;  but  two  of  the  most  recent 
and  appalling  outrages  which  had  hap- 
pened last  week  had  been  selected  for 
notice  and  attention  that  day  by  the 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  St.  Albans)  and 
his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Limerick) 
as  illustrative  of  the  state  of  many  parts 
of  Ireland.  Attention  had  been  directed 
to  them,  and  concentrated  upon  them, 
in  order  to  elicit  from  the  Government 
what  were  their  views  in  reference 
to  them,  how  they  regarded  tbem,  and 
whether  they  thought  that,   at  the 
present  time,  they  had  power  sufficient 
to  cope  with  the  disturbed  state  of 
social  order,  of  which  the  crimes  were 
symptomatic.    Those  crimes  were  not 
exhaustive  of  the  statement  regarding 
the  condition  of  Irish  crime;  but  they 
were  symptomatic  of  the  diseased  state 
of  feeling  which  now  existed  in  Ireland. 
The  noble  Earl  (Earl  Spencer)  had  used 
words  of  rebuke  to  the  perpetrators  of 
those  outrages,  and  had  fittingly  de- 
nounced them ;  but  he  did  not  quite 
follow  the  noble  Earl  in  his  attempt  to 
suggest  that  the  state  of  Ireland  was  at 
present  to  be  judged  by  the  lists  of  a 
few  figures  that  might  be  submitted  by 
statistioians  who  furnished  information 
to  the  Government.    No  one  knew 
better  than  the  noble  Earl  that  nothing 
was  so  misleading  regarding  the  present 
condition  of  Ireland  as  to  look  at  the 
statistics  of  crime.    What  was  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  Ireland  ?   That  was  a 
matter  which,  from  beginning  to  end  of 
his  speech,  the  noble  Earl  hod  not  dealt 
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with.   Did  he  not  know  that  he  had 
himself  stated,  in  the  debate  on  the 
Address,  that  never  in  his  recollection, 
nor  even  in  the  history  of  the  country, 
was  the  state  of  Ireland  so  bad  as 
regarded  intimidation  ?    Did   he  not 
know  that  in  many  parts  of  the  coimtry 
at  present  there  was  an  authority  in  force 
which  was  not  the  Qaeen's  authority, 
which   was  all-powerfnl  ?    This  was 
a  circumstance  of  profound  and  su- 
preme significance.    The  crimes  which 
had  been  referred  to  must  be  r^arded 
in  their  real  significance,  which  was  that 
they  were  symptomatic,  not  of  isolated 
feeling,  but  of  the  slate  of  feeling  which 
prevailed  not  universally  in  Ireland,  but 
in  too  many  of  the  lai^e  difctricte  of  that 
unhappy  country.   The  noble  Earl  had 
referred  to  "Boycotting  "  outrages.  He 
asked  their  Lordships  to  look  at  the 
figures  in  their  naked  significance  as  re- 
vealing the  present  state  of  Ireland  ? 
There  were  at  this  moment  900  persons 
who  were  being  subjected  to  this  fright- 
ful system,  wholly  or  partially,  of  having 
their  lives  made  a  burden  to  them  hy 
"Boycotting."    But  how  many  persons 
must  be  taking  action  in  such  a  pro- 
ceeding?   One  person  could  not  "Boy- 
cott" another  to  this  unbearable  de- 
gree ;  it  must  be  a  whole  community 
leagued  together  which  took  part  in 
this  conspiracy  against  the  peace  of  their 
fellow-men.    In  these  circumstances, 
ho  wished  to  know  what  return  of 
statistics  would  indicate  how  many  thou- 
sand persons  in  Ireland  were  involved 
in  this  terrible  system  of  **  Boycotting  ?  " 
The  noble  Duke  had  certainly  not  over- 
stated the  circumstances  attending  this 
frightful  murder  of  Finlay.     He  had 
also  drawn  attention  to  what  was  the 
gravest  thing  connected  with  it — namely, 
the  appalling  state  of  sympathy  on  the 
part  of  the  population  with  those  who 
committed  the  crime.    But  this  feeling 
of  sympathy  was  not  confined  to  this 
particular  district  or  to  this  particular 
case.   It  might  be  said  of  this  poor  vic- 
tim, who  was  partially  crippled,  that  he 
was  the  instrument  used  by  a  landlord 
for  the  collection  of  rent ;  but  that  fact 
would  be  no  excuse  for  the  brutality  of 
the  outrage.    The  case  of  the  Curtin 
family  still  lived  in  their  recollection, 
however;  and  it  could  not  be  ignored 
by  those  who  wished  to  understand  what 
was  the  real  condition  of  Ireland.  There 
were  none  so  blind  as  those  who  would 
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not  see.  People  could  not  forget,  nor 
would  they  be  allowed  to  forget,  the 
incidenta  of  the  Ourtin  case,  without 
being  asked,  at  the  eame  time,  to  con- 
Bider  the  present  state  of  Ireland, 
because  in  it  wero  found  all  the  in- 
cidents of  this  horrible  and  degrading 
sympathy.  It  was  a  case  utterly  free 
from  all  the  elements  of  landlord  and 
t^ant.  Mr.  Curtin  was  himself  an  in- 
fluential tenant  farmer,  closely  connected 
with  the  people,  living  among  them, 
worshipping  at  the  same  chapel,  belong- 
ing to  the  same  community,  and,  he 
eved)  a  member  of  the  National 
League ;  and  their  Lordships  were 
familiar  with  the  (drcumstancoa  which 
culminated  in  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese 
having  to  close  the  chapel  for  six  weeks 
owing  to  the  hostile  manifestations  of 
the  populace  against  the  members  of  the 
Ourtin  family.  An  effort  had  been  made 
to  confuse  this  question,  by  poinlingout 
that  this  incident  was  closed,  and  must, 
therefore,  be  now  ignored  and  put  aside. 
This  could  not  be  done.  Unless  people 
wished  to  be  deceived,  they  could  not  be 
deceived  in  reference  to  the  circum- 
stances of  this  outrage.  It  was  true 
that  the  chapel  had  been  re  opened 
vithin  the  last  fortnight ;  it  was  equally 
true  that  the  Curtin  family  bad  resumed 
worship  there.  Heplaced  no  undue  signi- 
ficance on  the  fact  that  a  substantial  force 
of  police  was  present  at  (ho  chapel  in 
order  to  see  that  the  Curtins  wero  not 
molested.  Take  it  that  thoy  were  allowed 
to  live  there  without  being  subjected  to 
outrage,  and  to  worship  in  that  chapel, 
was  it  not  an  appalling  thiag  that  mani- 
festations of  this  feeling  of  sympathy 
could  have  occurred  recently  in  Ireland 
in  regard  to  people  whose  only  offence 
was  that  they  would  not  stand  by  and 
see  their  £ather  murdered  in  cold  blood  ? 
Was  it  not  horrible  that  such  a  thing 
even  could  have  occurred  ?  He  was 
aware  that  the  Prime  Minister  laid  strees 
on  the  fact  that  this  outrage  occurred  in 
NoTember  last.  A  few  months  made 
ancient  history  with  the  PrimeMinieter; 
but  he  did  not  think  that  a  period  so 
recent  as  November  could  be  ignored  by 
responsible  statesmen  when  they  were 
about  to  legislate  in  reference  to  the 
condition  of  Ireland.  When  t!ie  Curtin 
murder  first  took  place,  it  was  denounced 
in  Dublin  and  throughout  the  country 
by  the  Nationalist  Press  and  the  Press 
generally ;  and,  therefore,  at  first,  public 


opinion  did  not  know  the  existence  of 
this  marked  sympathy  with  criminals  in 
the  locality ;  hut,  notwithstanding,  it 
was  found  that  a  month  afterwards  this 
element  had  been  painfully  developed. 
With  reference  to  the  outrages  referred 
to  by  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Limerick),  they  had  been  sufficiently 
discussed  in  detail;  but  he  had  drawn 
attention  to  a  fact  which  should  not  be 
ignored,  and  that  was  that  a  National 
League  meeting  was  held  in  the  vioinity 
four  hours  before  the  outrages  were 
committed.  It  was  true  that  the  League 
afterwards  offered  a  reward  for  the  dis- 
covery of  the  perpetrators ;  and  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Sp6noer)  appeared  to  derive 
much  comfort  from  the  fact,  although 
he  admitted  that  ho  had  very  little  faith 
himself  in  the  potency  of  such  an  agency 
in  the  detection  of  Irish  crime.  For  his 
own  part,  he  was  qxiite  willing  to  believe 
that  the  National  League  offered  a  re- 
ward ;  but  this  case  could  be  looked 
at  from  many  points  of  viow.  It 
might  bo  that  the  National  League 
was  not  able  to  control,  in  many  parts  of 
the  country,  this  feeling  of  criminal  sym- 
pathy which  had  been  called  info  exist- 
ence. It  was  a  much  easier  matter  -to 
raise  a  state  of  feeling  of  this  kind  than 
to  control  or  allay  it.  It  migKt  be  that 
the  National  League  was  not  able  to 
control,  as  it  might  think  prudence  re- 
quired, a  movement  which  was  at  pre- 
sent advancing  at  a  rate  they  did  not  at 
all  desire.  But  the  state  of  the  country 
could  be  judged  of  by  other  things  than 
the  outrages  which  had  been  referred  to. 
During  the  past  few  days  he  had  been 
struck  with  statements  in  the  Frees  as  to 
the  way  in  which  contracts  were  enforced 
and  the  payments  of  rent  were  carried 
out.  It  was  impossible  to  ignore  in  an 
agricultural  country  like  Ireland — whe- 
ther the  case  was  being  considered  for 
better  or  worse— "Uie  way  in  which  con- 
tracts between  landlord  and  tenant  were 
carried  out,  and  the  manner  in  which 
payment  of  rent  was  enforced.  A  para- 
graph appeared  in  J^e  lytmenU  Jour- 
nal of  the  10th  instant,  describing  an 
unsuccessful  attempt  to  carry  out  an  evic- 
tion with  an  attendance  of  100  police- 
men ;  and  in  The  Times  of  the  9th  in- 
stant in  reference  to  another  case,  it  was 
stated  that  the  tenants  could  have  paid 
2U  times  the  rent,  but  they  wished  for 
process  of  eviction.  Incidents  of  this 
kind  could  be  found  in  any  paper 
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anj  day.  They  disclosed,  not  a  uni- 
versal condition  of  things  in  Ireland, 
but  a  nomal  condition  in  many  dis- 
tricts. It  was  idle  for  the  Govern- 
ment  to  abut  their  eyes  to  the  sig- 
nificance of  these  facts ;  they  could  not 
be  ignored  by  a  Government  seeking  to 
dealTith  the  country.  The  fif^ures  given 
by  Mr,  Baron  Dowse  in  his  Charge,  and 
already  quoted  by  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site, were  of  greater  sigoiGcanoe  than 
would  be  seen  at  first  sight.  In  each 
case  the  offences  were  not  ordinary 
ones,  but  those  that  were  specially 
reported  by  the  Constabulary  be- 
tween the  Summer  and  Spring  Assizes; 
and  when  the  number  had  risen  from 
150  to  300  the  matter  had  become 
serious  indeed.  There  were  several 
Buggestire  paragraphs  in  The  Times  of 
that  morning,  one  relating  to  the  diffi- 
culty the  Executive  had  in  dealing  as 
they  would  wish  with  the  quuters  of 
one  of  the  most  distinguished  of  Her 
l(a.)esty's  regiments.  It  had  been 
said  that  the  true  view  of  Ireland 
and  Irish  affairs  might  be  obtained 
by  contrasting  crime  and  outrage 
now  with  previous  periods,  and  by 
showing  under  the  different  heads 
what  was  going  on.  He  did  not  think 
this  was  the  way  to  meet  the  ques- 
tion. There  wasgreatignorancedisplayed 
as  to  the  number  of  persons  who  were 
"Boycotted;"  and  he  had  thought  it 
right  to  draw  attention  to  a  few  other 
circumstances,  in  order  to  show  that 
they  must  look  even  deeper  than  statistics 
to  find  what  was  the  present  nature  of 
the  facts.  He  could  assure  their  liord- 
ahips  that  it  did  not  require  much  atudy 
to  look  deeper,  because  those  who  read 
the  ordinary  channels  of  information 
could  discover  for  themselves,  unless  they 
wished  to  close  their  eyes  to  the  infor- 
mation which  was  afforded.  They  could 
not,  of  course,  make  people  see  if  they 
would  not  do  so  and  intended  to  remain 
blind,  nor  could  they  make  people  un- 
derstand if  they  would  not  accept  the 
best  information.  The  closing  part  of 
the  Question  of  the  noble  Duke  who 
introduced  the  subject  was  full  of  preg- 
nant suggestion  and  meaning,  and  that 
was  as  to  the  present  and  future  inten- 
tions of  the  Government — whether  the 
Government  thought  that  in  the  state  of 
facts  indicated  in  the  speeches  which 
had  been  made  and  in  the  statisUcs  of 
crime  issued  they  were  adequately  armed 
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with  the  powers  they  at  present  pos- 
sessed. He  thought  the  noble  Earl 
would  acknowledge  himself  thatthroiu;h- 
out  his  speech  he  nowhere  indicated  utat 
he  did  think  the  Government  had  at 
their  disposal  all  the  powers  which  irere 
necessary ;  and  the  manner  in  which  be 
asked  for  time  further  indicated  that  he 
considered  that  the  present  state  of  facts 
was  not  unfairly  described  by  those  who 
had  preceded  him.  The  noble  Earl  made 
no  complaint  whatever  as  to  the  way  the 
matter  had  been  brought  before  the 
House  and  the  Government ;  but  he 
seemed  to  think  it  would  be  unreason- 
able to  argue  that  the  Government 
should  not  be  given  a  longer  time 
before  they  were  asked  to  t^e  more 
violent  remedies.  But  he  would  ask 
how  long  a  time?  He  did  not  intend 
to  press  the  matter  at  this  moment ;  but 
he  could  not  help  remarking  that,  even 
in  this  grave  state  of  affairs,  the  noble 
Earl  the  Leader  of  the  (Government  in 
the  House  had.  only  been  able  to  tell 
them  that  by  the  1st  of  April  the  Go- 
vernment wonld  be  in  a  position  to  indi- 
cate what  their  Irish  policy  was,  and  the 
broad  aspect  with  which  they  would 
deal  with  it.  But  he  would  ask  if  the 
most  sanguine  of  their  Lordships  thought 
when  the  proposals  were  put  forward — 
proposals  about  which  he  would  now 
make  no  observations  —  did  they  be- 
lieve, if  they  had  the  consent  of  the 
Cabinet — about  which,  agun,  he  would 
say  nothing — did  they  believe  that  those 
proposals,  whatever  their  character 
might  be,  would  be  instantaneously 
accepted  by  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment ?  Whatever  proposals  were  brought 
forward  must  take  lengthened  time  in 
examination,  discussion,  amendment, 
and  possibly  rejection ;  and  during  alt 
that  time  what  would  be  the  social  state 
of  Ireland  ?  Were  those  murders  to  be 
allowed  to  repeat  themselves,  or  was 
each  murder  to  be  brought  under  the 
attention  of  their  Lordships,  and  to  be 
accounted  for  or  extenuated  by  thread- 
bare statistics,  which  proved  nothing? 
The  government  of  Ireland  was  a  diffi- 
cult problem,  and  ought  to  be  approached 
with  a  sincere,  anxious,  and  conscien- 
tious desire  to  do  what  is  right ;  and  all 
criticism  ought  to  be  governed  by  a  due 
consideration  of  the  extreme  difficulty  of 
the  task.  He  has  said  no  word  about 
the  Irish  policy  of  the  Government— 
the  time  had  not  yet  come.   But  their 
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LordBhips'  attention  had  been  brought 
to  outrages  which  shocked  humanity, 
and  wert)  symptomatic  of  a  diseased 
state  of  feeling  in  substantial  parte  of 
the  country.  They  must  earnestly  hope 
that,  whatever  might  be  the  future 
policy  of  the  GoTemment,  it  would  not 
be  forgotten  that  human  life  and  the 
deoencies  of  civilization,  at  all  events, 
demanded  earnest  and  ixmstant  care 
from  Her  Uajesty's  GoTemmeDt. 

LoBD  FITZaERAU),  who  was  in- 
distinctly  heard,  said,  he  regretted  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  was  so  late  with 
his  speech.  It  was  a  speech  he  should 
like  to  have  heard  some  months  ago, 
when  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  was 
In  Office,  because  the  crimes  which  he 
denounced  so  eloquently  existed  then  in 
quite  as  great  force  as  they  did  now.  It 
was  true  that  the  state  of  parts  of  Ire- 
land was  exceedingly  unsatisfactory. 
But,  he  was  happy  to  say,  there  were 
other  parts  of  which  a  wholly  different 
aocount  could  be  given.  The  whole  of 
Ulster  was  comparatively  free  from 
crime,  and  would  compare  most  favour- 
ably with  any  part  of  England  or  Scot- 
land ;  the  Eastern  oountiea  also,  for  the 
moat  part,  were  orderly  and  quiet. 
Westmeath  was  in  a  condition  of  pro- 
found peace.  But  in  parts  of  Kerry 
and  of  Cork,  and  the  South-Westem 
counties  generally,  there  was  a  preva- 
lence of  crime  such  as  ought  to  be  re- 
pressed with  the  strongest  possible  hand. 
The  late  Viceroy  had  rightly  pointed  out 
that  the  serious  character  of  the  evil 
consisted  not  so  much  in  the  crime  itself 
as  in  the  sympathy  which  was  manifested 
for  crime  by  the  people.  He  hoped  to 
have  heard  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  protect  people  in 
those  parts,  and  he  denied  that  the 
legidation  which  was  necessary  should 
be  called  coercive.  It  was  not  coercion 
to  protect  the  weak,  and  much  of  the 
legislation  needed  already  existed  in 
this  country.  They  had  heard  by  the 
KetuTus  what  had  taken  place  accord- 
ing to  the  oflScial  Eeports ;  but  the 
actual  state  of  things  was  much  worse. 
He  well  recollected  the  statement  made 
by  the  late  Viceroy  at  the  suggestion  of 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  as  to  the  policy  of  the  late 
Govemmeot.  The  noble  Earl  on  that 
occasion  pointed  to  the  diminution  of 
crimo  under  the  vigorous  administration 
of  Lord  Spencer,  and  urged  tJiat  as  a 


reason  for  the  Government's  not  renew- 
ing any  portion  of  the  Grimes  Act.  But 
in  oonsequence  of  that  policy  intimida- 
tion had  increased  fourfold.  Some  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Grimes  Act  were 
most  valuable,  especially  those  which 
gave  a  summary  jurisdiction  in  cases 
where  previouely  a  jury  was  required, 
and  those  which  enabled  the  magistrate 
to  hold  inquiries  by  means  of  which  the 
perpetrators  of  crimes  had  in  some  in- 
stuices  been  discovered.  It  was  to  be 
regretted  that  none  of  those  provisions 
were  renewed,  and  that  the  late  Govern- 
ment had  not,  till  the  moment  when 
they  sent  Mr.  Smith  to  enable  them  in 
48  hours  to  form  a  policy,  really  con- 
sidered what  course  they  were  going  to 
adopt  in  this  most  difficult  problem.  It 
was  true  that  the  present  Government 
had  as  yet  done  nothing  ;  but  they  were 
given  to  understand  —  he  hoped  they 
understood  correctly — that  in  a  short 
time  they  were  to  be  informed  what  the 
Government  intended  to  do  for  the  pur- 
pose of  restoring  social  order  in  Ire- 
land. 

ViscoTTNT  OBAKBBOOE  said,  he 
wished  to  dwell  upon  the  foots  as  they 
were,  and  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  had  just  spoken  had  told  thran  what 
the  state  of  Ireland  really  was.  When 
the  late  Government  met  Parliament 
they  had  their  Bill  prepared ;  but  he 
would  not  take  his  stand  on  a  circum- 
stance of  that  sort.  The  question  was, 
what  was  the  duty  of  the  Government  in 
the  face  of  such  a  great  emergency  as  now 
existed  ?  Kerry,  Limerick,  Galway,  and 
other  parts  of  Ireland  were  not  under 
the  Government  of  the  Queen  at  all. 
Crimes  were  there  committed  of  such  a 
character  as  to  bring  discredit  on  civili- 
zation, and  these  were  not  merely  the  iso- 
lated acts  of  individuals,  but  they  were 
sympathized  with  by  the  whole  of  the 
neighbourhood.  In  addition  to  these 
crimes  a  large  nomber  of  people  had 
been  "Boycotted."  The  noble  Earl 
opposite  had  not  ventured  to  say  that 
the  law  was  dealing  with  this  state  of 
things  in  a  manner  which  was  satisfac- 
tory to  himself  or  to  the  Government, 
or  in  a  manner  which  was  likely  to  bring 
about  a  change  in  Ireland ;  but  he  only 
referred  them  to  some  future  legislation. 
The  arguments  of  the  noble  Earl,  as  far 
as  they  went,  seemed  to  be  to  the  effect 
that  no  repressive  measures  were  re- 
quired. Attheendof  last  Session,  when 
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the  new  Government  came  in,  it  was  said 
by  the  Prime  Minister  that  he  and  the 
Government  who  went  out  had  a  measure 
prepared  for  continuing  certain  provi- 
sions of  the  Crimes  Act.    Why  was  not 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  nowprepared 
to  introduce  such  a  measure  ?  He  agreed 
with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  that 
measares  of  such  a  kind  ought  not  to 
be  called  coercive  measures.  They  were 
measures  for  the  repression  of  crime, 
and,  given  the  same  circumstances  in 
England,  they  would  be  welcomed  as  a 
necessity,  and  as  justice  to  those  who 
w  we  affected  by  such  orimes.   A  solemn 
responsibility  rested  upon  the  Govern- 
ment.  They  might  put  it  ofiF  to  bring 
in  a  general  policy  ;  but  they  were  re- 
sponsible for  every  day  which  bad 
elapsed  since  the  Thursday  when  the 
late  Government  were  prepared  to  bring 
in  such  measures  as  they  thought  neces- 
sary and  adequate  to  cope  with  these 
great  difficulties  in  Ireland.    Since  that 
time  the  present  Government  had  been 
responsible  when  the  existing  law  was 
not  sufilcient.    The  noble  Earl  opposite, 
he  was  glad  to  admit,  did  bisdutyon  many 
occasions  in  Ireland  manfully,  courage- 
ously, and  with  fairness  to  those  whom  he 
was  necessarily  treating  as  enemies  to 
his  Government.   He  admitted  also  the 
difficulty  in  which  the  noble  Earl  now 
found  himself.   The  noble  Earl  was  a 
Uember  of  a  Government  which  was 
engaged  in  studying  a  certain  great 
policy  for  Ireland;  but  the  crime  of 
Ireland  had  been  irrespective  of  all 
those  policies.   Conciliation  was  tried 
at  various  times,  and  the  crime  had 
always  increased  unless  the  law  was 
able  to  deal  with  it.    It  had  been  said 
by  Mr.  Sbeil  that  his  countrymen  were 
very  bad  people  to  run  away  from.  It 
was  necessary  to  have  strong  laws 
strongly  administered,  as  they  were  by 
the  noble  Eari,  to  meet  the  exoepttonal 
circumstances  in  which  Ireland  was 
placed.   Let  any  attack  be  made  on  his 
(Viscount  Oranbrook's)  conduct  as  a 
Member  of  the  late  Government;  but 
let  them  not  delay  action  further.  The 
course  taken  by  the  late  Government 
was  not  in  question  in  this  discussion. 
During  the  period  of  that  experiment  of 
seven  months,  he  frankly  owned  that, 
personally,  be  longed  for  it  to  come  to 
a  conclusion,  and  for  Parliament  to  be 
sitting,  so  that  they  could  address  them- 
selves to  it  for  powers  to  deal  with  the 

Ftteount  Cranhroek 


growing  evils  in  Ireland.  And  now  he 
said  the  same.  He  did  not  say  it  in 
a  spirit  of  opposition  ;  he  did  not  mean 
now  to  comment  on  the  future  policy  of 
l{er  Majesty's  Government ;  but  he  said 
that  they  had  a  solemn  duty  to  perform, 
and  at  that  hour  they  ought  to  be  In  a 
position  to  say  that  they  had  in  their 
hands  such  weapons  as  were  adequate 
to  cope  with  the  circumstances  which 
prevailed  in  Ireland,  and  that  if  they 
failed  to  use  them  tbey  were  not  doing 
their  duty  to  their  country  and  to  their 
Queen. 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (The  Earl  of  Kimbebley)  said, 
he  sincerely  agreed  with  the  noble 
Viscount  that  the  grave  matter  they  had 
been  discussing  that  evening  could  not 
be  in  any  way  advanced  by  Party  re- 
crimination. But  he  must  point  out  that 
it  was  not  merely  recrimination,  but  re- 
ference to  the  situation  created  by  the 
late  Government,  that  bore  upon  the 
question  which  they  had  to  consider. 
Whether  the  course  pursued  by  the  late 
Government  was  right  or  wrong,  it  was 
clear  that  the  present  Government  had 
to  deal  with  the  situation  so  created.  It 
was  useless  now  to  say  that  just  before 
they  went  out  of  Office  the  Govranment 
of  Mr,  Gladstone  had  a  measure  pre- 
pared, and  that  they  were  ready  to  apply 
to  Parliament  for  a  prolongation  of  the 
Crimes  Act.  That  was,  no  doubt,  true ; 
but,  for  whatever  reason,  the  Govern- 
ment which  succeeded  them  did  not 
think  it  right  to  propose  a  renewal  of 
the  Crimes  Act.  This  created  a  wholly 
new  situation.  To  propose  to  prolong 
the  operation  of  an  Act  which  might 
have  been  working  well  was  a  perfectly 
different  thing  from  proposing  its  re- 
enactment  after  it  had  been  dropped  by 
the  action  of  one  of  the  great  Parties  in 
the  State.  They  had  to  consider  what 
was  the  position  in  which  they  were  now 

Jtlaced.  First  of  all,  by  the  action  of  the 
ate  Government — and  hero  be  could 
not  avoid  some  recrimination — the  hands 
of  the  Executive  of  this  country  had  been 
weakened,  and  the  difficulty  of  going  to 
Parliament  for  any  repressive  measure 
had  been  enormously  increased.  That 
being  the  situation,  the  Government  had 
to  consider  whether  the  state  of  things 
as  regarded  serious  crime — and  he  was 
not  now  speaking  of  "Boycotting" — 
was  so  alarming  that  they  were  bound 
to  put  aside  everything  eUe,  and,  with- 
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out  anticipating  any  other  measuree,  to 
oome  to  Parliament  for  repreBsive  legis- 
lation. His  noble  Friend  behind  him 
had  given  a  sufficient  answer  to  this 
contention,  and  had  shown  that  although 
undoubtedly  in  the  last  six  months 
there  had  been  some  increase  in  agra- 
rian crime,  apart  from  threatening 
letters,  yet  the  state  of  things  was  far 
less  serious  at  present  than  it  was  when 
they  thoagKt  it  necessary  formerly  to 
bring  in  the  Crimes  Act.  Looking  to 
that  fact,  he  maintained  that  they 
were  justified  in  not  now  going  to  Par- 
liament for  a  renewal  of  that  measure. 
Then,  there  was  aoother  thing  which 
they  could  not  help  considering.  His 
own  experience  of  Ireland  was  getting 
rather  ancient ;  but  with  regard  to 
agrarian  crime  the  experience  of  all 
connected  with  the  Gorernment  of  Ire- 
land had  been  the  same.  It  had  always 
existed  more  or  less,  and  the  really 
grave  patt  of  the  matter  was  that  the 
perpetrators  of  these  crimes  had  the 
sympathy  of  a  large  part  of  the  popu- 
lation. And  he  feared  they  would  con- 
tinue until  we  could  bring  the  Irish 
people  to  look  upon  die  law  as  a  friend, 
and  not  as  an  enemy.  After  an  experi- 
ence of  six  months  the  late  Government, 
when  Parliament  assembled,  did  not 
think  matters  in  Ireland  were  in  such  a 
serious  condition  that  they  should  an< 
nounce  to  Parliament  the  introduction 
of  repressive  measures.  If  the  Govern- 
ment had  made  up  their  minds  they 
would  have  stated  it  in  the  Queen's 
Speech.  The  present  Government  were 
in  some  respects  in  the  same  position, 
and  they  did  not  think  the  time  had  ar- 
rived when  they  were  called  upon  to 
bring  in  repressive  measures.  He  agreed 
with  the  noble  Viscount  that  nothing 
could  be  more  grave  than  the  circum- 
stances in  which  they  now  found  them- 
selves,  and  that  no  subject  could  be 
moro  grave  than  the  treatment  of  the 
questions  in  regard  to  Ireland ;  but  if 
they  had  no  greater  difficulty  in  dealing 
with  those  questions  than  they  had  in 
repelling  the  attacks  made  upon  the 
Government  by  noble  Lords  opposite  for 
not  bringing  forward  repressive  legis- 
lation be  should  be  very  sanguine  in- 
deed of  the  result. 

The  Eael  of  IDDE8LEIGH  said, 
he  rose  with  great  reluctance  to  say  a 
few  words  in  reply  to  the  noble  Earl 
who  had  just  addressed  the  House.  He 
was  most  reluctant  to  leave  the  oon- 
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sideration  of  the  subject  to  the  question 
of  a  Patty  character  raised  by  noble 
Lords  on  different  sides  of  the  House. 
But  it  was  only  right  to  point  out  that 
they  ought  not  to  allow  one  statement 
of  tiie  noble  Earl  to  go  unchallenged — 
namely,  that  the  late  Government  at  the 
time  they  met  Parliament  had  not 
made  their  minds  as  to  the  serious  con- 
dition of  things  existing  in  Ireland. 
Within  two  days  of  that  time  Notice 
was  given  of  a  measure  which  tiiey  were 
prepared  at  once  to  introduce  and  to 
prosecute  in  the  other  House.  If  that 
measure  had  been  thought  wrong  it 
could  have  been  resisted.  But  the 
Party  opposite  did  not  meet  the  Bill  in 
that  way ;  by  a  side  wind  they  displaced 
the  Government  before  they  had  had 
time  to  bring  forward  the  measure  of 
which  they  had  given  Notice.  Noblo 
Lords  opposite  had  no  right  to  say  there- 
fore— "  You  created  a  situation  by  what 
you  did  in  the  winter,  and  that  situa- 
tion we  have  to  get  out  of  now."  They 
could  not  use  that  ai^ument,  as  they  had 
not  allowed  the  late  Government  to 
bring  forward  measures  which  they  re- 
commended. Gould  they  have  refrained 
from  making  that  dash  at  OfBoe  within 
the  first  few  days  of  the  Session,  Par- 
liament would  have  had  before  it  the 
measure  which  they  were  prepared  to 
propose,  and  then  it  would  have  been 
seen  what  it  was  that  they  thought  it 
their  duty  to  recommend,  and  what  they 
should  have  asked  Parliament  to  accept. 
Noble  Lords  opposite  had  not  done  that, 
and  they  had  no  right  to  come  forward 
and  twit  them  with  what  was  really  the 
consequence  of  their  own  action  in  dis- 
placing the  late  Government  from  power. 
The  most  serious  point  of  this  contro- 
versy was  its  effect  on  the  situation  at 
the  present  moment.  Everyone  felt 
that  the  situation  was  most  serious,  and 
that  no  more  time  than  was  absolutely 
inevitable  should  be  taken  up  in  en- 
deavouring to  re-establish  the  authority 
of  the  Queen's  Government  in  Ireland. 
Yet  the  answer  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment was  that  they  must  wait, 
partly  because  some  controversy  with 
respect  to  the  action  of  the  previous  Go- 
vernment was  proceeding,  and  partly 
because  the  whole  question  of  Ireland — 
complicated  as  it  was — was  to  be  raised 
and  discussed.  Although  told  to  wait, 
they  had  no  assurance  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gtovemment  of  their  anxiety  to 
support  llie  authority  of  tilie^^eeB  in 
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Ireland;  and  he  feared  that  the  moBt 
lamentable  results  would  follow  from 
the  delay  in  enforcing  the  supremacy  of 
the  law  in  that  country. 

The  Eabl  of  EEDESDALE  (Ohaih- 
UAN  of  CoHuiTTEEs)  Said,  be  wished  to 
point  out  that  a  difficulty  with  regard 
to  legislation  for  Ireland  could  be  met 
by  applying  it  to  the  United  Kingdom. 
(Mmes  in  Ireland  which  the  present  law 
oould  not  reach  might  be  put  down  by 
legislation  for  the  three  countries.  He 
did  not  believe  anyone  in  this  country 
would  object  to  "Boycotting"  being 
made  illeeal  here  as  well  as  in  Ireland. 
The  legiwation  should,  be  permanent, 
and  not  merely  temporary  in  its  cha- 
racter. If  the  measures  necessary  for 
the  security  of  life  and  property  in  Ire- 
land were  applied  to  England  and  Soot- 
land  as  welt,  the  idea  would  at  once  be 
got  rid  of  that  there  was  any  prejudice 
against  Ireland  in  applying  to  it  ex- 
ceptional legislation. 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  tob 
THE  COLONIES  (Earl  Granville)  said, 
with  regard  to  what  had  fallen  from  the 
nohle  Earl  who  had  last  spoken,  it  was 
very  undesirable,  unless  it  were  abso- 
lutely necessary,  to  have  exceptional 
legiuation  for  Ireland.  But  when  it  was 
proposed  to  introduce  a  law  against 
"  Boycotting "  in  the  whole  United 
Kingdom,  he  felt  bound  to  point  out 
that  tibere  was  no  ''Boycotting"  else- 
where than  in  Ireland. 

The  Eabl  op  BEDESDALE:  But 
there  might  be. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  if 
"  Boycotting "  did  not  exist  in  the 
United  Kingdom  it  would  be  impossible 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  its  suppression. 
"When  complaint  was  made  with  refer- 
ence to  Ireland  while  the  late  Government 
was  in  Office,  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury),  as  a  justifica- 
tion for  the  do-nothing  policy  of  his  Go- 
vernment, said  that  the  present  law  could 
not  deal  with  "Boycotting,"  and  that 
they  could  not  construct  the  law  that 
would.  It  seemed  to  him  at  the  time  that 
the  noble  Marquesa  was  giving  a  good 
deal  of  enoouragement  to  the  system  by 
that  remarh ;  out  still  it  was  a  de- 
claration which  could  not  be  overlooked. 
Now,  80  short  a  time  after,  when  Her 
Majesty's  Government  wished  to  bring 
forward  the  whole  question,  they 
were  told  that  they  were  unreasonably 
delaying  necessary  measures  for  the  < 

The  Earl  of  IdMiffh 


safety  of  Ireland.  What  chance  would 
they  have  of  obtaining  acceptance  of 
any  measures  they  might  bring  forwud 
dealing  with  all  questions  with  regard 
to  Ireland  if  they  were  now  to  intro- 
duce some  Bill  which  would  take 
long  to  pass,  and  which,  when  passed, 
might  be  abortive  and  useless  against 
"Boycotting?"  It  was  very  plausible 
to  say — "  We  mean  to  introduce  a  Bill 
to  destroy  the  National  League."  He 
objected  as  much  as  anybody  to  the 
policy  of  the  National  League,  to  mucb 
that  they  had  done ;  hut  he  had  very 
great  doubt  indeed  whethra  merely 
putting  an  end  to  the  open  action  of  the 
Nationd  League,  as  exactly  the  same 
machinery  would  be  under  the  surface 
and  working  in  the  dark,  would,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  rdieve  the  great  evils 
which  now  existed. 

ABTIZANS'  AND  LABOUHEBS'  DWZLLINaB 
IMPBOVEUBST  ACTS. 

Statement  of  buildioga  erected  withia  the 
Metropolis  and  the  City  of  London  in  pnrsa- 
anoe  of  the  Arttzans'  and  Labourere'  Swell* 
ings  Improvement  Acta. 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND). 

Minute  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Edu- 
cation in  Scotland,  dated  10th  March  1886, 
postponing  the  opwation  of  the  Scotch  Code 
(1886) : 

Pmmtti  (hy  command),  and  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  Table. 

Houw  adjourned  tAi  half  paat  Eight  o'donk, 
till  To-morrow,  a  aaarter  past 
Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OP  COMMONS. 


Monday,  \bth  March,  1886. 


UmVTES.j—SvvfhY— considered  in  Committee 

— Natt  Ebtiuatbs. 
Public  Bills  —  RtBolutien  in  Committtt  — 
Ordered  —  First    Reading  —  Liquor  Traffic 
(Local  Veto)  (Ulster)  *  [142]. 
Ordei-ed —  Firtt   Reading  —  UlBter  Canal  and 

Tyrone  Navigation  [141]- 
Seeottd  JZearfi'n^— Marriages  YalidiW  [XZIV 
C«mmi»M— Lunacy  (Vacating  of  Seats)  [8S]— 
1I.P.  ;  Coal  Mines  [02}  —  b.p.  ;  Latwoxsn* 
(Ireland)  Acta  Amendment  [101— B.r. 
Committee  —  Report  —  Spoiting  Lands  fiatioff 

(Scotland)'  (86], 
7KtM(/f-iiu>it— Contanoui  Diseases  Acts  Repeal* 
I  [33]. 
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QUE8TI0N8. 

PARL1A5IENTARY  ELECTIONS  (IRE- 
LAND)  —  DISTURBANCE  AT  THE 
SOUTH  FERMANAGH  ELECTION- 
ASSAULT  ON  JOHN  M'MANUS. 

Mb.  n.  OAUPBELL(Fermanagh.S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
lientenant  of  Ireland,  Is  it  the  fact  that, 
on  the  eTening  of  the  declaration  of  the 
poll  in  South  Fermanagh,  a  man  of  the 
name  of  John  M'Manus  was  savagely 
assaulted  opposite  his  own  door ;  whe- 
ther this  attack  was  made  bj  three 
Orangemen  ;  if  M'Manus  was,  in  conse- 
quence of  his  injuries,  confined  to  bed 
for  three  weeks,  and  attended  hj  a 
doctor;  wore  the  men  brought  beifore 
the  Petty  Sessions  Court,  Idsnaskea,  on 
9th  January;  was  the  case  against  two 
of  them  diamissed  ;  is  it  true  that  in  the 
case  of  the  third  the  resident  and  two 
magistrates  were  in  favour  of  returning 
the  accused  for  trial,  while  three  other 
magisttates  were  for  dismisaal ;  are  these 
three  magistrates  members  of  the  Orange 
Society;  did  the  district  inspector  of 
olice  state  in  Court  that  this  case  would 
e  brought  forward  again ;  if  so,  why 
has  nothing  been  heard  of  it  at  either  of 
the  two  last  sittings  of  the  Court ;  and, 
if  he  can  state  what  action  it  is  proposed 
to  take  in  this  case  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETAET  (Mr.  Jomr 
Moelby)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne),  in  reply, 
said,  this  affair  was  on  December  5 
last.  Only  one  of  three  alleged  assail- 
ants was  known  to  have  been  an  Orange- 
man. The  other  facts  were  as  stated  in 
the  Question,  the  Bench  being  equally 
divided  in  respect  to  the  oaae  against 
the  man.  Owing  to  what  appeared  to : 
be  a  misconception  on  the  part  of  the 
District  Inspector,  the  case  against  the 
other  two  men  was  not  brought  forward 
at  the  next  Petty  Sessions ;  out  he  was 
informed  it  was  now  under  consideration 
by  the  Divisional  Magistrates. 

SCOTLAND-PORTREE  PIER,  ISLE  OF 
8KYE— DEATH  OF  REV.  DR.  MACKAY. 
Me.  FEA8ER-MACKINT08H  (In- 
veruees-shire)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate, 
Whether  any  official  inquiry  has  taken 
place  into  the  circumstunces  under  which 
the  late  Bev.  Dr.  Mackay,  of  Hull,  met 
his  death  last  September  by  stumbling 
over  the  pier  at  Portree,  Isle  of  Skye ; 
and,  if  80,  will  there  be  any  objection  to 


lay  the  Papers  upon  the  Table  of  tho 
House  ? 

Thb  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoue)  (Clackmannao,  &e.):  Yes,  Sir  ; 
a  careful  official  inquiry  was  made  by 
the  Procurator  Fiscal  at  the  time,  seven 
witnesses  having  been  examined,  whose 
evidence  extended  to  nearly  40  pages; 
and  the  evidence  thus  obtained,  along 
with  a  Medical  Beport  by  Dr.  Boss,  was 
forwarded  to  the  Crown  Office,  and  con- 
sidered by  Crown  Counsel  in  the  usual 
way.  It  appeared  that  Dr.  Mackay  had 
been  a  passenger  by  the  steamer  Clydes- 
dale, which  arrived  at  Portree  about  10 
o'clock  on  the  evening  of  August  19, 
and  that  he  had  gone  ashore  to  take  a 
walk.  On  returning  to  the  steamer  he 
fell  into  the  water  between  the  quay  and 
the  steamer,  but  was  immediately  res- 
cued and  conveyed  to  an  hotel,  and  care- 
fully attended  to  there  by  Dr.  Boss.  He 
had  suffered  two  severe  scalp  wounds  in 
falling  from  the  quay ;  but  his  death, 
which  happened  on  the  followed  Satur- 
day, restated  from  acute  oongestion  of 
the  lung9,  due  to  his  immenion  in  the 
water.  There  were  two  gangways  be- 
tween the  steamer  and  the  quay ;  end 
from  Dr.  Maokay's  statement  it  ap- 
peared that  he  had  been  going  onboard 
by  the  forward  gangway,  whinh  was 
being  used  for  shipping  lambs,  and  was 
requested  to  go  by  the  after  gangway, 
and  that  in  proceeding  from  the  one 
gangway  to  the  other  he  had  tripped  and 
fallen  into  the  water.  I  fear  I  cannot  lay 
the  Papers  npon  the  Table,  as,  according 
to  Scottish  practice,  such  inquiries  are 
not  published. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT-PUPIL 
TEACHERS*  SCHOLARSHIP  EXAHINA. 
TI0N8— PUBUOATION  OF  RESULTS. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY(Tyrone,Mid )  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council,  If  arrangements  cannot  be  made 
to  publish  the  result  of  pupil  teachers 
scholarship  examinations  held  in  July 
before  the  end  of  September,  instead  of 
November  5th,  as  at  present  fixed ;  and, 
if  he  is  aware  that  much  inconvenience 
is  caused  to  pupil  teachers  by  the  pre- 
sent arrangement  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Lyow 
PiATFAiB)  (Leeds,  S.) :  Without  adding 
considerably  to  the  staff,  the  results 
could  not  be  published  in  September ; 
but  in  future  endeavours  will  be  made 
to  do  so  early  in  October. 
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SUPPLY  —  CLASS  I.,   VOTE  3,  ROYAL 
PARES  AND  PLEASURE  GROUNDS. 

Mr.  BBODKICK  (Surrey,  Guildford) 
asked  Mr.  ChancpUor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  arraogements  can  be  made  for 
the  office  of  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
to  be  held  by  a  Member  of  this  House ; 
or,  ia  the  absence  of  such  an  arrange- 
ment, whether  he  can  insure  that  a  Mi- 
nister will  be  in  attendance  for  the  pur- 
pose of  defending,  instead  of  attacking, 
the  Estimates? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  (Strand,  West- 
minster) had  the  following  Question  on 
the  Paper  on  the  same  su&jeot :  —To  ask 
Hr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  What 
course  the  Goremment  propose  to  take 
-with  reference  to  the  Vote  in  Committee 
of  Supply  on  Thursday,  which  reduced 
Tote  3,  Class  I.,  for  the  Eoyal  Parks,  by 
the  sum  of  £50,403  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  tde  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  William  Haecoubt) 
(Derby) :  The  hon.  Member  will  allow 
me  to  answer  his  Question  in  conjunc- 
tion with  what  I  may,  perhaps,  be 
allowed  to  call  the  more  practical  Ques- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith).  The  Government  cannot 
assent  to  any  alteration  in  the  present 
arrangements  relating  to  the  Eoyal 
Parks.  With  reference  to  the  other 
Parks,  they  are  prepared  to  propose 
legislation  for  the  purpose  of  transfer- 
ring them  to  the  charge  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board;  and  the  Government 
trust  that,  under  these  cironmstances, 
the  House  will,  pending  such  legisla- 
tion, grant  the  necessary  Supplies  for 
the  maintenance  of  those  places  of  public 
enjoyment  for  the  people. 

Mb.  BRODRICK:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  my  Qnestioo . 
Will  he  answer  it,  or,  as  an  alternative, 
will  he  give  the  House  some  assurance 
(hat  he  will  himself  endeavour  to  he  pre- 
sent on  such  occasions  as  that  of  Friday 
last? 

The  CHANCELLOR  OF  THE  EXOHE- 
QtTEE :  I  did  not  think  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  seriously  put  his  Ques- 
tion. The  reason  why  I  was  not  present 
on  Friday  night  was  because  I  was 
obeying  the  commands  of  the  Queen, 
and  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will  accept 
that  as  a  sufficient  answer.  Though  he 
seems  to  think  it  ridiculous,  I  do  not; 
and  that  was  the  reason  I  was  not  pre- 


sent. If  the  hon.  Member  really  wishe^ 
an  answer  to  the  Question,  which  I 
thought  he  really  had  put  rather  in  jest 
than  in  earnest,  I  have  only  to  answer 
that  I  and  all  other  Ministers  are  pre- 
pared to  and  do  support  the  Estimates 
that  are  laid  on  the  Table.  As  regards 
the  other  part  of  the  Questioo,  I  have  to 
say  that  the  Government  are  not  pre- 
pared at  present  to  make  any  change  in 
the  arrangements  on  the  subject  of  the 
Office  of  Works. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Heney  H.  Fowleb)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  Perhaps  the  House 
will  allow  me,  as  a  matter  of  personal 
explanation,  to  say  a  word  or  two,  as 
the  Question  really  points  to  myself,  and 
is  intended  to  convey  a  censure  upon  mo. 
In  the  last  Parliament  it  is  well  known 
to  a  great  many  Members  that  I  took  a 
very  active  part  in  opposing  the  Vote 
for  the  Parks,  but  not  for  the  Royal 
Parks.  In  both  the  proposals  I  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  I  carefully  excepted 
the  proposal  regarding  the  Royal  Parks, 
and  simply  asked  the  House  to  support 
the  view  expressed  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer— namely,  that  the  local 
Parks  should  be  transferred  to  a  Local 
Body  when  such  a  Body  was  formed. 
In  the  course  of  the  debate  on  the  Vote 
on  Thursday  night— at  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Brodrick)  was 
not  present — repeated  challenges  were 
made  to  me  as  to  whether  I  still  adhered 
to  the  views  I  expressed  when  oat  of 
Office,  and  a  quotation  was  made  to  the 
Committee  from  one .  of  my  speeches. 
Under  those  circumstances,  I  feft  bound 
in  honour  to  get  up  and  state  that  I  had 
in  no  way  receded  from  the  opinions  for- 
merly expressed.  Beyond  that  I  did  not 
say  one  word  which  could  be  regarded 
as  an  attack  on  the  Estimates.  On  the 
contrary,  I  distinctly  informed  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  views  of  tbeGoveromeDt 
and  of  the  Treasury  had  been  placed 
before  the  House  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Depuiment  (Mr.  Childers),  who 
had  been  previously  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  whether  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  bring  up  the  Vote 
again  on  Beport  or  on  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  ? — because,  after  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  did  not  intend  to  oppose  the  Vote. 
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The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QU£B  said,  perhaps  the  hoa.  Member 
vould  allow  him  time  to  consider  the 
course  to  pursue. 

EGYPT-THE  PAPERS. 
Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  £.)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  can  state  when  the 
Government  will  publish  further  Papers 
in  continuation  of  Egypt  (No.  2), 
1886? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Bryce)  (Aberdeen,  S.) : 
Further  Papers  will  be  presented  as  soon 
as  they  form  a  collection  of  snfflcient 
interest  and  completeness. 

EQTPT-THE  SOUDAN -SUAKIN. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  "Whether  the  GoTernment  pro- 
pose to  carry  on  any  further  warlike  ope- 
rations against  the  tribes  round  Suakin  ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  they  will  put  an  end 
to  the  grain  blockade  in  the  Bed  Sea, 
which  was  undertaken  with  tho  view  of 
storming  tbose  tribes  into  submission  ? 

SiE  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  asked  wbether  it  was  owing 
to  instructions  from  home  that  Sir 
Charles  Warren  was,  according  to  the 
morning  papers,  indulging  in  fresh  ex- 
peditions to  kill  more  Arabs  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Bryce)  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  I 
have  not  seen  the  statement  to  which 
my  hon.  Friend  refers,  and  he  had 
better  put  the  Question  on  the  Paper. 
As  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member, 
it  rests  rather  with  the  Military  Autho- 
rities than  the  Foreign  Office ;  but  I 
may  say  that  as  the  tribes  round  Suakin 
maintain  an  attitude  of  open  hostility, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  must  reserve 
entire  freedom  of  action  as  to  the  mili- 
tary and  naval  measures  which  should 
be  taken  for  the  safety  of  that  port  and 
of  its  garrison  and  inhabitants ;  but  it 
is  neiuier  expected  nor  intended  that 
uiy  military  measures  should  be  other- 
wise than  defensive  in  their  object. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)  — 
MALICIOUS  BURNINO  OF  HAY  AT 
NEWCASTLE  WEST.  CO.  1,IMERICK— 
COMPENSATION. 

Mr.  W.  ABRAHAM  (Limerick,  W.) 
ftsked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  "X«rd 


Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  at  the 
hearing  of  a  presentment  for  alleged 
malicious  burning  of  hay,  before  the 
grand  jury  of  county  Limerick  on  the 
6th  instant,  evidence  was  given  by  Jere- 
miah M'Carthy  to  the  effect  that  on  the 
night  of  the  burning  he  saw  Rose  Daroy, 
daughter  of  the  owner,  in  conversation 
with  a  man  named  John  Connors,  in  the 
employment  of  Daroy,  near  the  hay,  that 
she  had  an  oil  can,  box  of  matches,  and 
paper  in  her  hands,  and  that  about  an 
hour  afterwards  he  saw  Connors  throw- 
ing oil  on  the  hay  and  setting  it  on  fire ; 
and,  whether  a  prima  facie  case  having 
been  thus  established  against  Connors 
and  Rose  Daroy,  the  autborities  will 
take  steps  to  have  them  brought  to  trial 
for  the  crime  of  arson  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  (Newcastle  on-Tyne),  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  evidence  given  by  Con- 
nors against  Rose  Darcy  was  not  con- 
sidered trustworthy.  As  he  had  men- 
tioned before,  it  was  in  direct  opposition 
to  his  former  statement  made  on  the 
same  subject;  and  his  evidence  and  that 
of  M'Carthy  was  disbelieved  by  tiie 
Grand  Jury,  who  heard  all  the  parties. 
He  was  advised  that,  under  all  the  cir- 
cumstances, the  evidence  of  Connors 
and  of  M'Carthy  was  not  sufficient  to 
justify  any  prosecution  founded  on  it. 

Mr.  W.  ABRAHAM :  Will  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  have  these  persons  in- 
dicted for  perjury? 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY:  I  must  con- 
suit  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  on 
that  subject. 

REUISTRATION  OP  VOTERS  (IRELAND) 
ACT— RETURN  OF  FORMS  TO  THE 
CLERK  OF  THE  UNION  THROUGH 
THE  POST  OPPIOE. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  tiie  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he 
will  suggest  to  the  Postmaster  General 
the  importance  to  the  Unions  of  Ireland 
that  the  forms  served  by  the  Union 
officials  under  *'  The  Parliameotary  Re- 
gistration Act,  1885,"  should  be  returned 
to  the  clerks  of  the  Union  post  free  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne),  in  reply, 
said,  this  was  a  matter  for  the  Post 
Office  Authorities,  and  he  believed  they 
were  considering  some  representations 
made  to  tiiem  on  the  subject.  The  sub- 
ject was  one  that  concwned  England  aa 
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well  as  Ireland,  and  Bhoald  be  oonaidered 
aa  a  wbole. 

ORIUE  AND  OUTRAQE  (IKELANB)— 
WOODFORD,  CO.  GALWAY. 

Captain  M'OALUONT  (Antrim,  E.) 
asked  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  the  following 
incidenta,  in  connection  with  the  state  of 
things  existing  in  Woodford,  county 
Galway,  are  correct ;  whether  James 
Connor,  shopkeeper,  of  "Woodford,  is 
completely  boycotted  for  supplying  goods 
to  the  police  ;  whetber  Michael  Dwyer, 
car  driver,  of  Woodford,  was  boycotted, 
attacked,  and  beaten  for  having  driven 
Uie  police,  and  if  he  is  now  under  police 
protection ;  whether  several  gamekeepers, 
wood  rangers,  rent  warners,  and  bailiffs 
on  properties  in  the  locality  were  brought 
up  before  the  Woodford  Branch  of  the 
l^ational  I^eagne,  and  were  compelled 
to  leave  their  sitna1»ona ;  wbetiier  only 
one  eviction  has  up  to  the  present  been 
carried  out  on  the  estate  of  Sir  Henry 
Burke,  that  of  a  man  named  "  Francis 
O'Farrell,"  and  whetber  the  local  Na- 
tional League  organ,  77u  Western  News 
and  Weekly  Examiner  of  13th  February, 
stated  that  "  O'Farrell  was  in  a  position 
to  pay  twenty  times  the  amount  of  the 
claim  made  on  him ; "  whether  many 
tenants  in  the  parish  of  Woodford  are 
prevented  paying  their  rents  by  the 
grossest  intimidation ;  and,  whether 
speakers  at  National  League  meetings 
there  have  advised  open  resistance  to 
the  Law  ? 

Mb.  HARRIS  (Ghdway,  E.)  said,  he 
would  like  to  ask,  at  the  same  time, 
whether  it  was  true  that  Sir  Henry 
Burke  took  out  60  (g'ectment  decrees  at 
the  January  Sessions  against  tenants  on 
these  estates,  and  that  Mrs.  Hewett  took 
out  26  decrees  against  tenants  who  had 
paid  the  hanging  gale,  and,  therefore, 
could  not  be  legaOy  ejected  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member's 
Notice  contravenes  the  Eegulations  of 
the  House  passed  last  week. 

Mb.  HARRIS  :  Sir,  the  eject- 
ments— ~ 

Ma.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order  ! 

The  ohief  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
John  Mobley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  I 
am  sorry  to  say,  in  answer  to  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member,  that  my  informa- 
tion does  not  enable  me  to  contradict,  in 
any  material  point,  the  statements  made 
in  this  Question.   The  state  of  affairs  in 
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and  about  Woodford  is  undoubtedly,  as 
I  informed  the  House  last  week,  ex- 
tremely bad,  and  has  been  for  some  days 
engaging  the  dose  and  active  attention 
of  the  Irish  Qovemment.  The  police 
give  all  possible  protection,  and  are  using 
every  effort  to  procure  evidence  of 
offences.  The  meetiDgs  referred  to  in 
the  last  paragraph  of  the  Question  were 
held  in  private,  and,  as  the  police  were 
therefore  not  present,  it  is  impossible  to 
know  with  any  accuracy  what  passed  or 
did  not  pass. 

Mb.  sexton  (Sligo,  S.)  asked  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Qenlleman  had  any 
information  that  three  tenants  in  that 
district,  whose  farms  had  been  sold  by 
auction  for  arrears,  on  coming  into  the 
agent's  office  and  offering  to  settle  the 
rent  were  told  by  Iiim  that  they  could 
not  settle  unless  all  the  other  tenante 
paid  their  rent  P 

Mb.  JOHN  MOBLEY  said,  he  had 
not  heard  of  it. 

Captaik  M'CALMONT  asked  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Qentleman  was  aware 
that  the  bad  state  of  things  at  Woodford 
was  due  to  the  presence  of  a  prominent 
member  of  the  National  League  named 
Higgins  ? 

[No  reply.] 

CRIME  AND  OUTBAGE  (IBELAND)— 

CO.  LIMERICK. 

Captain  M'CALMONT  (Antrim,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If,  on  Sunday 
night  (7th),  fifteen  head  of  cattle,  the 
property  of  a  farmer  nuned  Michael 
O'Connor,  were  mutilated  on  his  holding 
at  Ballyculhane,  Glen,  county  Limerick ; 
if  two  other  men,  who  lived  near 
O'Connor,  and  who  have  recently  taken 
a  farm  from  which  the  previous  tenant 
was  evicted  for  non-payment  of  rent, 
had  a  number  of  cows  in  an  outhouse, 
which  was  set  on  fire ;  if  eight  of  the 
cows  were  roasted  to  death ;  if  a  quantity 
of  hay  was  also  burnt ;  and,  if  there 
had  been  a  National  League  meeting  in 
the  immediate  neighbourhood  the  same 
afternoon  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Johit 
Moblbt)  (Newcastle  -  on  -  Tyue) :  The 
facts  of  these  hateful  cruelties  are,  I  be- 
lieve,  correctly  described  in  the  Ques- 
tion,  anH  it  is  also  true  that  a  quantity 
of  hay  was  burnt.  A  National  League 
meeting  was  held  in  the  locality  on  the 
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Same  day,  for  tiie  purpoae,  I  believe,  of 
selecting  a  Guardian  to  replace  Lord 
Monteagle  in  the  Ofaatrmaouiip  of  the 
Union.  I  have  carefully  read  the  short- 
hand vriter's  notes  of  the  proceedings 
at  that  meeting,  and  hare  laid  them  be- 
fore the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
who  considers — and  I  fully  concur  in 
the  opinion— that  no  language  was  used 
at  that  meeting  that  would  warrant  a 
prosecution.  I  should  add  that  I  am 
informed  on  good  authority  that  the  local 
branch  of  the  National  League  have 
offered  a  reward  of  £100  for  the  dis- 
covery of  the  perpetrators  of  these 
atrocities. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— THE  POST- 
MASTER AT  OUAQU. 

Mr.M.  J.  £ENNY(Tyione,  Mid)  asked 
the  Senetaiy  to  the  Troasury,  as  repre- 
■entiug  the  Postmastw  Gktneral,  If  the 
pofitmaater  at  Omagh  has  leave  to  absent 
himself  from  his  office  for  two  hours 
per  day,  in  order  to  discharge  duties 
wholly  apart  from  that  of  the  post 
office;  and,  if  not,  whether  the  person 
in  question  will  be  instructed  to  devote 
himself  exclusively  to  the  discharge  of 
his  post  official  functions? 

The  chief  8E0BETART  (Mr. 
JoHir  Morlbt)  (Newcastle  on-Tyne),  in 
reply,  said,  that  the  postmaster  had  not 
infringed  upon  any  of  the  Bales  of  the 
Department. 

COMMISSIONERS  OF  EDUCATION  (IRE- 
LAND)— EXAMINATION  PAPERS  OF 
NATIONAL  SCHOOL  TEACHERS. 

Mb.  F.  J.  O'BBIEN  (Tipperary,  K.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  liora 
Lieatenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  two  National  teachers  may  be 
examined  on  the  same  papers  of  ques- 
tions for  First  Class,  and  that  one  man 
gets  First  Division  of  First  Class  on 
taking  a  minimum  of  sixty-five  per  cent, 
and  that  the  other,  who  has  equally 
proved  his  efficiency  in  teaching,  may 
take  ninety  per  cent,  and  get  ooly  Second 
Division  ;  if  so,  whether  it  ie  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  to  continue  such  inequality ; 
whether,  when  a  National  teacher  is 
allowed  to  present  himself  for  promo- 
tion 8t  the  Annual  Examination,  the 
Commissioners  will  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  giving  him  tiie  benefit  ox  his 
abilities ;  and,  whether  the  OommiS' 
flionen  will  have  Uie  Examiners*  names 


at  the  head  of  the  papers,  as  is  done  in 
all  other  public  Examinations  ? 

The  OHIKF  SECBETASY  (Mr. 
John  MoBLSt)  (Newcastle- on-^ne) : 
The  Commissioners  of  National  Eidnca- 
tion  inform  me  that  for  the  future  there 
will  be  a  separate  set  of  examination 
papers  for  candidates  seeking  promotion 
to  the  two  divisions  of  the  first  class, 
and  the  questions  for  the  next  examina- 
tion have  already  been  prepared  on  this 
priuciple.  The  examination  and  promo- 
tion of  teachers  are  founded  on  the  con- 
joint considerations  of  desert  as  teachers 
and  ability  ae  scholars.  If  the  hon. 
Members  will  have  the  goodness  to  move 
for  it,  I  shall  be  happy  to  lay  on  the 
Table  a  Memorandum  lowing  the  pro- 
cedure adopted  in  the  preparation  of 
questions  for  these  examinataons.  This 
Memorandum  wilt  explain  how  it  is  im- 
possible that  the  name  of  the  author 
should  appear  at  the  head  of  the  papers. 

INLAITD  BBVENDE-STAMFS— 
AFFIXING  OP  NEWSPAPER  STAMPS. 

Ma.  D.  GEAY  (Dublin,  St.  Stephen's 
Ghreen)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  when 
newspaper  stemps  were  impressed  on 
the  papors  themselves  instead  of  u^on 
wrappers,  the  operation  of  stamping 
was,  for  Irish  newspapers,  performed  in 
the  Cnetom  House,  Dublin ;  and,  whe- 
ther there  is  any  reason  why  the  wrapper 
could  not  as  easily  be  stamped  in  Dublin 
as  the  paper  itself  formerly  was,  instead 
of  requiring  the  wrappers  to  be  sent  at 
considerable  delay,  inconvenience,  and 
cost  from  Ireluid  to  London  and  baek 
again  at  the  expense  of  the  news- 
papers ? 

The  SEOEtETABT  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Hbney  H.  Fowler) 
(Wolverhampton,  E.),  in  reply,  said, 
that  formerly  the  papers  were  merely 
hand  stamped.  That  practice  was  discon- 
tinued in  187 1 .  They  were  now  stemped 
by  machinery^  for  reasons  of  economy, 
in  Uie  London  Office. 

INLAND    REVENUE  —  CUSTOMS  DE- 
PARTMENT  (IRELAND)— CONFIS- 
GATED  SNUFF  AND  TOBACCO. 
Mb.  D.  GRAY  (Dublin,  St.  Stephen's 
Qreen)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  it  is  true  that  24  tons  of 
sn^.  upon  which  duty  had  not  been 
paid,  were  recently  thrown  by  the  Cus- 
toms authorities  into  Dublin  Bay;  and, 
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whether  it  would  not  be  possible  either 
to  distribute  con6scated  sDufif  and  to- 
bacco amoDgst  the  poor  of  the  hoapitali 
and  vorkhousea,  or  to  sell  it,  and  devote 
the  proceeds  to  some  public  purpose  ? 

The  SEOBETABY  to  tbs  TBEA- 
StTRY  (Mr.  Hekrt  H.  FowtEB)  (Wol- 
Terhapton,  E.),  in  reply,  said,  it  was 
true  that  authority  was  given  by  the 
Board  of  Customs  for  the  destruction,  in 
the  manner  stated,  of  the  quantity  of 
snuff  mentioned.  But  it  had  not  been 
confiscated.  It  was  snuff  on  which  the 
duty  had  been  paid,  and  on  which  the 
manufacturers  had  claimed  and  received 
drawback.  The  authorities  did  not  think 
it  right  to  distribute  the  snufif  among 
the  hospitals  and  workhouses.  Confis- 
cated tobacco  was  not  sold,  because  the 
expense  of  doing  so,  independent  of  the 
duty,  would  not  warrant  that  course. 

FISHERY  PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRE- 
LAND)—PIER  AT  INNI8HUTTRRT 
ISLAND. 

Me.  p.  MoDONALD  (Sligo,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Fishery 
Piers  and  Harbour  Commissioners,  two 
years  ago,  in  reply  to  a  memorial  from 
the  Innishmurry  Island  fishermen,  pro- 
mised that  their  inspector  would  be  di- 
rected to  visit  the  island  and  report  upon 
the  necessity  of  a  landing  pier ;  whether 
such  visit  and  report  have  yet  been 
made;  and,  if  so,  with  what  result; 
whether  it  was  a  fact  that  a  gunboat, 
carrying  provisions  for  the  relief  of  the 
poor  starving  people,  was  unable  to  lan<3 
anything  owing  to  the  want  of  a  suitable 
pier,  and  had  to  lie  aS  shore  for  several 
days ;  if  any  action  has  yet  been  taken 
towards  the  erection  of  the  much  re- 
quired landing  pier  at  Knoclane  and 
Eaeky  on  the  main  land ;  and,  whether 
he  would  endeavour  to  proceed  with  the 
erection  of  such  necessary  works  so  as 
to  afford  employment  in  relief  of  the 
distress  now  prevailing  on  the  West 
Coast  of  Ireland  and  the  adjacent 
Islands  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  ( Newcastle- on-Tyne),  in  reply, 
said,  the  Fishery  Piers  and  Harbour 
Commissioners  informed  him  that  they 
were  not  aware  of  having  given  the  pro- 
mise mentioned  with  regard  to  Innish- 
murry.  On  the  contrary,  they  stated  in 
August,  1884,  that  it  was  impossible  to 
Bay  when  au  inquiry  conld  be  held,  and  no 
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such  inquiry  had  yet  been  made.  They 
had  no  official  knowledge  of  the  circum- 
stances referred  to  in  the  third  paragraph 
of  the  Question.  The  Commissioners 
were  in  oommunication  with  the  parties 
interested  in  getting  a  pier  atEnoclane, 
and  the  pier  at  Eiuky  was  more  than 
half  finished.  Measures  had  been  taken 
to  push  forward  these  works  on  the 
West  Coast  of  Ireland. 

BORNEO— FURTHER  ACQITISITION  OF 
TERRTTORT  BY  THE  NORTH 
BORNEO  COMPANY. 

Sib  JOHN  QORST  (Chatham)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  in  possession  of  information 
respecting  the  recent  acquisition  of  fresh 
territory  by  the  North  Borneo  Company ; 
whether  complaints  have  reached.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  some  of  the 
Natives  have  been  deprived  of  their  all 
by  unjust  and  secret  transfers  of  ter|i- 
tory ;  whether  many  of  these  people 
have  been  thrown  into  prison  when 
showing  a  natural  repugnance  in  being 
ousted  of  all  theyposseseed ;  what  are  the 
positions  held  by  Mr.  Treacher,  the 
Acting  Consul  General,  towards  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  towards  the 
North  Borneo  Company ;  and,  how  long 
he  has  held  such  positions  respectively  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Betce)  (Aberdeen,  S.) : 
Information  has  recently  reached  Her 
Majesty's  Government  respecting  the 
acquisition  referred  to  in  the  Question, 
and  complaints  have  been  received  that 
cessions  of  territory  have  been  obtained 
from  a  Native  Prince  through  a  Minister 
not  duly  authorized  to  make  them,  and 
under  drcumstancra  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  consider  call  for  further  in- 
quiry. It  is  also  alleged  that  Natives 
have  suffered  by  these  cessions.  The 
information  now  in  the  possession  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  is  not  suffi- 
cient to  enable  them  to  determine  the 
controversies  of  fact  which  have  arisen, 
nor  to  pronounce  on  the  justice  of  the 
complaints.  No  information  to  the  effect 
mentioned  in  the  third  paragraph  of  the 
Question  has  been  received  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  Mr.  Treacher,  who 
was  previously  in  the  Colonial  Service, 
and  had  acted  as  Administrator  of  La- 
bnan  and  Consul  General  for  Borneo  be- 
tween the  years  1876  and  1880,  was 
appointed  in  1881  to  be  the  principal 
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represeatative  of  the  North  Borneo  Com- 
pany in  Borneo.  He  has  recently  acted 
for  Dr.  Leys,  the  present  Administrator 
and  Consul  Qeneral,  during  the  latter's 
absenoe  upon  leave. 

REFORMATORY  AND  INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS  (IRELAND)— APPUR- 
TENANCES OF  LAND. 

Ma.  BIOGAB  (Cavan,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Seorotary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  is  aware  that  in  some 
cases  in  Ireland  industrial  schools  are 
crippled  for  want  of  land  to  extend  their 
usefulness ;  and,  whether  he  can  hold 
out  any  hope  oF  legislation  this  Session 
to  remedy  the  grievance  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jons 
Moelet)  (Newcastle  -  on  -  Tyne) :  The 
Irish  Government  have  had  no  repre- 
sentations on  this  subject.  Of  course, 
the  hon.  Member  is  well  aware  that 
many  of  the  schools  are  already  in  pos- 
session of  land ;  and  I  am  not  aware 
that  there  is  in  any  case  any  necessity 
for  legislation  to  enable  them  to  acquire 
land. 

POST  OFFICE-SAVINGS  BANK 
DEPOSITS. 

Mb.  BEADEL  (Essex,  Chelmsford) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  Postmaster  General  would 
consider  tlie  practicability  of  making 
arrangements  whereby  Savings  Bank 
deposits  may  be  received  at  village  Post 
Offices,  with  a  view  to  encourage  provi- 
dent habits  amongfit  agricultural  la- 
bourers and  others;  or,  if  such  Post 
Offices  be  not  available,  whether  steps 
cannot  be  taken  to  appoint  responsible 
persons  willing  to  undertake  the  duties? 

Thb  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowlee)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  I  am  informed  by  the 
Postmaster  General  tbat  the  experience 
of  his  Department  tends  to  show  that 
Post  Office  Savings  Banks  are  not  gene- 
rally required  in  the  remote  rural  dis- 
tricts ;  but  that  whenever  it  appears  that 
one  is  desired,  and  can  be  established 
without  a  probable  loss  to  the  State, 
steps  are  at  onoe  taken  for  opening  an 
ofBce.  Arrangements  already  exist  under 
which  any  responsible  person  may  open 
an  account  in  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Bank  on  behalf  of  labourers  and  ot}iers 
without  their  personal  attendance  at  a 
savings  bank. 

VOL.  OCOm.      [THIitD  eSBIES.] 


INLAND  REVENUE- COLLECTION  OP 
INCOME  TAX. 

Mn.  DWYER  GRAY  (Dublin,  St. 
Stephen's  Green)  asked  the  Secretaiy  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  number  of  letters  in  The 
Ewex  Weekly  Newt,  complaining  of  ex- 
cessive assessments  uuder  Schedule  D  of 
the  Income  Tax,  and  the  method  in 
which  appeals  have  been  heard ;  whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact  that  in  various  districts 
the  collectors  have  issued  final  and  per- 
emptory notices  for  payment  of  Income 
Tax,  under  threat  of  proceedings,  at 
much  earlier  dates  than  usual ;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  the  great  depression 
in  trade,  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  simplifying  and  making  more  appli- 
cable to  the  circumstances  of  small 
traders,  who  only  keep  simple  accounts, 
appeals  against  excessive  assessments  of 
their  supposed  profits  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  to  tm  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henby  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.):  I  have  not  seen  the 
letters  referred  to  in  the  first  paragraph 
of  the  Question.  As  to  the  second,  I  am 
informed  that  in  no  case  have  the  col- 
lectors issued  peremptory  notices  for 
payment  until  such  payment  was  very 
long  overdue.  As  to  the  third  part  of 
the  Question  with  reference  to  small 
traders,  it  is  a  matter  in  the  discretion 
of  the  Local  District  Commissioners,  and 
it  is  understood  that  tliejare  not  by  any 
means  exacting  in  their  requirements  in 

S  U  ell  Cfl  B63 

Mb.UVVYEE  GRAY:  Isthelncomo 
Tax  not  due  on  the  1st  of  January  ?  The 
Question  I  asked  was,  whether  these 
peremptory  notices  were  issued  this  year 
at  an  earlier  date  than  usual  ? 

Mr.  henry  H.  FOWLER :  It  is 
quite  true  it  is  due  on  the  Ist  of 
January,  and  it  is  desirable  that  it 
should  be  paid  before  the  31st  of 
March.  There  has  been,  I  believe,  no 
undue  pressure. 

NAVY— H.M.S.  "DIAMOND." 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  foi 
the  Colonies,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  statement  in  The  DaUy 
Newe  of  the  10th  instant,  to  the  effect 
that  n.M.S.  Diamond  had  recently  re- 
turned to  Sydney,  after  an  absenoe  of 
three  months  spent  in  punishing  natives 
in  various  parts,  for  murders  committed 

2D  n  \ 
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by  them  on  British  subjects ;  whether  it 
is  true,  as  stated,  that,  at  various  points 
mentioned,  villages  were  shelled  and 
burned,  nets  and  canoes  destroyed,  and 
cocoa-nut  plantations  laid  waste ;  and, 
whether,  in  viewof  the  allegations  that — 

'*  The  feeling  on  the  atation  is  that  the  na- 
tives have  been  punished  with  undue  severity, 
as  they  simply  sought  to  avenge  themselves  on 
nnsompolous  *  labour  traders '  who  have  tried 
to  carry  them  oflF  as  olsves  to  the  Northern 
Queeouand  sugar  plantations," 

he  will  cause  any  Despatches  explana- 
tory of  the  operalions  to  be  laid  before 
Parliament  ? 

The  TJNDEE  8ECBETAEY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Osboeke  Mohqan)  (Den- 
bighshire, E.) :  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  statement  in  2^  Daili/  N»wt 
referred  to  in  the  Question  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  On  the  I8th  of  December  last 
a  despatch,  dated  October  20  last,  was 
received  from  the  late  Sir  Peter  Scratch- 
ley,  High  OommiaaionerforNew  Guinea, 
in  which  he  stated  that  after  consulta- 
tion with  Captain  Olajton,  the  Com- 
mander of  the  Diamond,  it  was  decided 
that  they  should  together  visit  the 
scenes  of  the  several  outrages  which 
had  to  be  investigated.  After  their  in- 
vestigations were  completed.  Sir  Peter 
Soratchley  proposed  to  submit  for  the 
information  of  the  Colonial  Office  a  Ge- 
neral Beport  upon  the  whole  subject. 
This  Beport  has  not  jet  been  received. 
The  delay  in  receiving  it  has  probably 
been  caused  by  the  death  of  Sir  Peter 
Scratohley. 

Mb.  J.  A.  BLAEE  (Oarlow)  asked 
the  Secretory  to  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 
ther he  has  received  any  Beport  with 
regard  to  certain  alleged  operations  of 
H.M.S.  Diamond  against  the  natives  of 
some  of  the  Islands  in  the  Paci6c,  as 
stated  in  Th«  Daily  Newt  and  Te  egraph 
of  10th  and  11th  instants;  aud,  if  not, 
if  he  will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made  as 
to  their  truth,  and  as  to  the  instructions 
given  to  the  Captain  of  the  Diamond, 
and  the  Beport  of  that  officer  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  he  carried  them  out ; 
andf  if  he  will  lay  the  information, 
when  received,  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  f 

Thb  civil  LOBD  op  the  ADMI- 
EALTY  (Mr.  H.  W.  Doff)  (Banfif- 
shire):  The  only  official  information 
that  has  been  received  on  this  subject 
is  the  following  extract  from  a  letter 
dated  January  14  : — 

Dr.  Cammm 


"  The  Diamond  has  arrived  at  Sydney  from 
New  G-ninea  on  the  12th,  and  partioulais  of  the 
casefl  of  outrages  hy  natives  which  Captain 
Clayton  has  recently  iavestigated  will  shortly 
he  forwuded  to  their  Lordships." 

As  soon  as  this  Beport  has  been  re- 
ceived I  will  communicate  with  the  hon. 
Member,  in  order  that  he  may  renew 
his  Question. 

C0UPEN6ATI0K  FOH  DAMAGES  BILL- 
RESIDENTS  IN  NORTH  LAMBETH. 
General  FBASEE  (Lambeth,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  will  be 
prepared  to  include  in  the  Schedule  of 
those  householders  in  London  whom  he 
proposes  to  compensate  in  the  "  Com- 

Emsation  Bill "  the  residents  in  North 
ambeth,  who  suffered,  on  the  21st 
ultimo,  equally  with  those  at  the  West 
End  from  the  riotous  proceediogs  of  the 
mob? 

The  SEGBETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childxbs)  (Edinbugh.S.)  The  residents 
iu  North  Lambeth  will  not  be  included 

among  those  entitled  to  compensation 
under  the  proposed  Bill.  The  Govern- 
ment are  of  opinion  that  the  disturbances 
of  the  8th  ultimo  were  of  such  an  excep- 
tional nattire  as  to  render  special  legisla- 
tion desirable  ;  but  I  cannot  undertake 
to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  to 
other  occurrences  of  a  lees  special  cha- 
racter. 

THE   MAGISTRACY    (IRELAND)  —  ME. 
VESEY  FITZaERALD,  B.M. 

Mb.  LALOB  (Queen's  do.,  Leiz) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  it  is  a  fact 

that  Mr.  Vesey  Fitzgerald,  Divisional 
Besident  Magistrate,  at  present  residing 
at  Portarlington,  Queen's  County,  re- 
fused, on  the  1 7th  February  last,  to 
attest  the  signatures  to  four  claims  to 
vote  at  an  election  of  Poor  Law  Guar- 
dians when  presented  to  him  in  the 
Petty  Sessions  Courthouse,  Portarling- 
ton, by  Mr.  John  Kavanagh,  Poor  Law 
Guardian  for  Ballyhittas  Electoral  Di- 
vision, Mountmellick  Union? 

The  CHIEF  SEOBETAEY  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  (Newcastle-upon-Tyne), 
in  reply,  said,  Mr.  Fitzgerald  informed 
him,  in  respect  to  the  case  referred 
to,  that  he  expressed  himself  as  quite 
ready  to  attend  to  any  application  ad- 
dressed to  the  Bench  in  a  proper  and 
respectful  manner ;  but  he  did  not  re- 
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ard  Mr.  Kavanafi^h's  application  or 
emeanour  as  coming  within  that  cate- 
gory. It  was  Mr.  Fitzgerald's  practice 
to  afford  every  facility  to  persons  desir- 
ing to  address  the  Bench  who  claimed 
to  vote. 

Mb.  LALOB  :  Did  he  fling  back  these 
papers  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  MOELEY:  Mr.  Fitz- 
gerald's account  of  the  demeanour  of 
this  gentleman  is  not  prepossessing.  As 
to  Mr.  Fitzgerald's  particular  action  in 
that  matter,  I  cannot  say. 

Mb.  O'KELLT  (Koscommon,  K.) : 
Had  not  Mr.  E^avanagh  a  legal  right  to 
what  he  asked  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  MOELEY:  A  respectful 
demeanour  should  characterize  the  ap- 
plicant. 

SCOTLAUD  — EVICTION  OF  GROFTBRS 

—RETURN  OP  CASES. 

Mr.  MAEK  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) asked  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
If  he  will  procure  without  delay,  and 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  a  Be- 
tum  for  the  last  thirty  years,  or  a  less 
time,  of  all  evictions  in  cases  of  agri- 
cultural oocapiers  under  £30  of  annual 
rent,  not  being  leaseholders,  in  those 
counties  named  in  the  Crofters  Bill 
(No.  2)  now  before  the  House,  distin- 
guishing between  evictions  for  arrears  of 
rent,  and  other  causes,  and  giving  the 
numbers  in  each  parish,  and  names  of 
lands  on  which  such  evictions  havo  taken 
place  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Treveltan)  (Hawick,  &c.) :  To 
obtain  the  ioformation  for  this  Return 
would  be  a  work  of  very  great  labour  and 
cost  indeed,  and  would,  I  should  suppose, 
occupy  months.  Further,  I  may  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  in  the  case 
of  yearly  teuaocies,  to  which  alone  this 
Itetum  he  asks  for  applies,  it  would  not 
be  necessary  to  specify  whether  the  rent 
was  or  was  not  in  arrear — it  would  be 
enough  to  allege  that  the  tenancy  was 
yearly,  and  that  the  landlord  desired  to 
terminate  it.  It  would,  therefore,  pro- 
bably be  impossible  to  obtain  with  any 
accuracy  a  statement  of  the  cases  in 
which  the  eviction  was  in  respect  of 
arrears,  as  distinguished  from  the  cases 
in  which  it  was  not.  Besides,  many 
yearly  tenants  would  r^ove  upon  warn- 
ings, oi  which  there  would  bono  official 
record. 


IRISH  LAKD  COHinSSION-fiUB-COU* 
inSSIOKERS-SITTING  IN  TYRONE. 

Mr.  "W.  O'BRIEN  (Tyrone,  8.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Is  it  true  that  a  large 
number  of  tenants  in  the  Clogher 
(county  Tyrone)  Union,  whose  applica- 
tions to  have  fair  rents  fixed  were  listed 
for  hearing  on  the  9th  February  last, 
were  required  to  attend  at  Aughnaoloy, 
involving,  in  some  cases,  journeys  of 
fifteen  miles  on  foot  for  the  tenants  and 
their  witnesses,  instead  oi  having  their 
business  disposed  of  at  Ologher,  where 
sittings  had  usually  been  held  to  deal 
with  cases  arising  in  the  vicinity ;  whe- 
ther, after  complaining  of  this  incon- 
venience, the  tenants  were  informed  that 
the  sittings  at  Aughnacloy  had  also  been 
abandoned,  and  the  bearing  of  their 
cases  postponed  until  the  next  sittings  ; 
whether  the  tenants  have  memorialised 
the  Sub -Commissioners  for  a  prompt 
hearing  of  their  applications,  pointing 
out  that,  unless  the  adjudication  should 
be  made  before  the  1  st  of  May,  they  will 
be  saddled  with  their  present  rack-rents 
for  another  half-year,  and  complaining 
that  in  some  oaees  a  delay  of  two  years 
has  already  taken  place  in  obtaining  a 
decision  upon  their  applications ;  and, 
whether  the  Commissioners  will  make 
arrangements  to  prevent  any  further 
hardship,  expense,  and  miscarriage  in 
the  case  of  these  poor  tenants  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jomr 
Mohlry)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  It  ap- 
pears  that  the  Sub- Commissioners  were 
detained  at  Bungannon  longer  than  was 
expected,  the  severe  weather  having  re- 
tailed the  inspection  of  farms  there, 
and  it  consequently  became  necessary  to 
adjourn  the  proposed  sittings  at  Augh- 
nacloy, which  was  considered  the  most 
fitting  and  convenient  place  for  hearing 
the  cases  for  that  district.  This  was 
accordingly  done,  with  the  approval  of 
the  Chief  Commissionere,  and  the  earliest 
possible  notice  of  Uie  adjournment  was 
given  to  Uie  tenants.  The  Land  Com- 
missioners are  not  airare  that  any  Me- 
morial on  the  subject  has  been  eent  in 
by  these  tenants;  but  they  state  that 
there  are  no  cases  in  the  locality  pend- 
ing for  two  years.  The  oldest  fair  rent 
case  appears  to  have  been  lodged  on  the 
2nd  of  April  last,  and  the  remainder 
in  August  and  September.  The  Com- 
missioners observe  that  they  fear  it  is 
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not  possible  to  make  ariangements 
which  are  not  liable  to  be  disturbed  by 
the  weather,  and  that  if  these  cases  had 
been  proceeded  with  other  tenants  later 
on  the  circuit  would  have  had  the  same 
canse  of  complaint.  The  earliest  pos- 
sible notice  of  the  adjournment  was 
given. 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN :  The  reply  ap- 
pears to  have  rather  missed  the  principal 
point  of  the  Question,  whether,  after  com- 
plaioing  of  the  incouTenience,  the  tenants 
were.ohliged  to  traTel  15  miles,  and 
were  then  informed  that  the  sittioga  at 
Anghnadoy  had  also  been  abandoned, 
and  the  hearings  postponed  to  next 
sittings,  involving  the  payment  of  an- 
other half-year's  rent  ?  Is  the  reply  of 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  that  because 
the  people  complained  of  trayelling  15 
miles  their  cases  were  put  off  altogether  ? 
Were  not  the  tenants  misinformed  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  MOBLEY  said,  he  did 
not  think  that  was  a  fair  inference  from 
the  reply  of  the  Commissioners. 

Me.  W.  O'BRIEN:  The  reply  does 
not  appear  to  explain  why  the  cases 
were  not  tried  at  Aughnacloy,  which  is 
described  as  a  convenient  place  by  the 
CommissioneTa. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOBLEY:  No.  The 
Question  was  why  they  were  not  heard 
there  at  a  particular  time,  and  the  Com- 
missioners had  explained  why  the  sit- 
tings were  postponed. 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN  said,  he  was  sorry 
to  intervene  again  ;  but  he  would  ask 
would  the  Commissioners  make  arrange- 
ments to  enable  the  fair  rents  to  be  fixed 
without  their  being  prejudiced  by  what 
had  occurred  P 

Mh.  JOHN  MORLEY  eaid,  he  had 
no  undertaking  to  give  as  to  the  future ; 
but  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  make 
dearer  the  point  on  which  he  wanted 
information,  he  (Mr.  Morley)  would 
communicate  with  the  Commissioners 
upon  it. 

P08T0FFI0E  (IRELAND)— DUBLIN  AND 
BELFAST  POST  OFFICES— ANNUAL 
LEAVE  OF  TELEOBAPH  CLERKS. 

Me.  "W.  O'BRIEN  (Tyrone,  S.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Is  it  a 
fact  that  ceiiiain  male  telegraphists  in 
the  Dublin  aud  Belfast  Telegraph  Offices 
only  receive  a  fortnight's  annnal  leave, 
although  performing  a  full  share  of 
Sunday  and  night  duty;  is  it  the  fact 
that  these  are  the  (mly  large  offices  in 

Mr.  John  MorU^ 


Oreat  Britain  and  Ireland  where  the 
leare  of  duly  appointed  male  tele- 
graphists performing  similar  duties  is  re- 
stricted to  a  fortnight ;  and,  will  mea- 
sures be  taken  to  remove  this  in- 
equality ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henet  H.  Fowlee)  ("Wol- 
verhampton, E.),  in  reply,  said,  the  Post- 
master General  bad  directed  inquiries  to 
be  made  whether  there  were  any  in> 
stances  of  the  kind  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member. 

COMUISSIONEKS  OF  NATIONAL  EDU- 
CATION  (IRELAND)-APPOINTMENT 
OF  ME.  NEWEL. 
Me.  HARRIS  (Galway,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  will  inform  the  House 
on  whose  recommendation  the  late  Se- 
cretary to  the  Board  of  National  Educa- 
tion in  Ireland,  Mr.  Newel,  was  ap- 
pointed a  Commissioner;  is  it  the  case 
that,  prior  to  his  appointment,  he  was 
superannuated  ajid  awarded  a  pension 
after  46  years'  service  when  deemed 
unfit  for  further  service ;  is  it  true  that, 
immediately  on  his  appointment  as  Oom- 
missioner,  his  son  was  promoted  over 
fourteen  others  of  longer  servioe  ttom  a 
subordinate  position  to  the  office  of 
secretary;  is  it  a  fact  that,  when  Mr. 
Lowther  was  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, Mr.  Newel,  during  the  temporary 
absence  of  the  present  resident  Com- 
missioner on  a  Government  inquiry 
in  Malta,  succeeded  in  diverting  the 
£47,000  granted  in  the  Estimates  of  that 
time  to  help  the  convent  schools  into  the 
general  expenditure  instead  of  appro- 
priating it  as  intended ;  and,  will  he 
inquire  into  the  extent  of  the  dissatisfac- 
tion expressed  at  those  appointments  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jom 
Morley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne),  in  reply, 
said,  he  really  did  not  know,  and  had  no 
meauB  of  knowing,  on  whose  recom- 
mendation Mr.  Newel  was  made  Com- 
missioner of  National  Education.  He 
had  voluntarily  retired  from  the  Secre- 
taryship after  48  years'  service.  He 
received  the  pension  to  which  he  was 
legally  entitled,  and  was  appointed  a 
Commissioner  by  Lord  Carnarvon.  He 
(Mr.  Morley)  had  already  explained  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derry  the  circum- 
stances under  which  Mr.  Newel's  son 
was  promoted  to  the  post  of  Head  In- 
spector, not  Secretary.   He  was  satisfied 
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that  the  appoiatment  was  made  on  the 
grounds  of  merit.  The  ohangeby  which 
the  teachers  in  conTent  schools  did 
not  participate  in  these  grants  in  1879 
was  the  act  of  the  QoTomment  of  the 
day. 

ABUY— BEamENTAL  STATISTICS. 

Geheeal  PEASEH  (Lambeth,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
If  he  could  grant  the  Ketum  relating 
to  the  state  of  Battalions  of  lofantry 
which  appears  on  to-day's  paper? 

Thb  SEORETAEY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbelt--Bannerman)  (Stirling,  &e.) : 
I  have  to  say  that  I  find  that  my  Pre- 
decessors have  uniformly  declined  to 
give  information  as  to  the  constitution 
of  individual  regiments,  and  I  must 
adhere  to  the  rule. 

POOR  LAW  (IRBLAND)-RATINO 
QUAUPICATTON  FOR  A  GUARDIAN. 

Mb.  "W.  ABEAHAM  (Limerick,  W.) 
(for  Mr.  Finucane)  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  for  Ire- 
land, If,  in  a  Poor  Law  Union,  in  which 
the  rating  quali6cntion  for  a  guardian  is 
£20  per  year,  and  two  ratepayers  are 
jointly  rated  at  £27  yearly,  whether 
either  or  both  of  those  ratepayers  are 
qualified  to  act  as  guardians  ? 

Tbk  chief  secretary  (Mr.  Johh 
Morlet)  (NewL-astle-on-Tyne),  who  re- 
plied, said ,  if  either  of  the  two  ratepayers 
referred  to  was  liable  to  contribute  on 
a  proportion  which  amounted  to  a  rating 
qualification— that  was  to  say,  £20 — ho 
would  bo  elwilde  for  the  office  of  elected 
Guardian.  The  two  ratepayers  in  the 
example  put  by  the  hon.  Member  would 
not  be  eligible. 

ARIIY— WAR  DEPARTMENT-GOVERN- 
MENT  CONTRACTS  ABROAD. 
Sib  henry  TYLER  (Great  Tar- 
mouth)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  What  quantity  of  work  is  now 
being  performed  for  the  War  Depart- 
ment on  the  Continent ;  what  contracts 
are  running ;  what  is  the  total  of  those 
contract3  in  money  and  mnterials ;  and, 
what  proportions  remain  to  be  com- 
pleted ? 

Tde  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell  Bannebm an)  (Stirling,  &c.) : 
The  contracts  that  are  being  carried  out 
on  the  Continent  for  the  War  Depart- 
ment are— For  Kotchkiss,  6-pounder, 


quick-firing  guns,  with  ammnnition, 
valued  at  £99,261  ;  for  German  brown 
gunpowder,  valued  at  £126,753;  for 
Italian  and  Swiss  walnut  gun-stocks, 
valued  at  £62,946 ;  for  Cavalry  swords, 
valued  at  £20,000;  for  various  small 
items,  valued  at  £8,541 — makiog  a  total 
of  £307,501.  The  value  of  the  out- 
standing supplies — that  is,  the  amount 
still  undelivered  under  these  oontraets— • 
is  £185,833.  These  eontraots  were  none 
of  them  entered  into  since  I  have  been 
at  the  War  Office ;  but  I  am  informed 
that,  speaking  generally,  none  of  the 
articles  in  question  could,  at  the  date  of 
the  respective  contracts,  have  been  ob- 
tained in  this  country. 

HARBOURS-DOVER  HARBOUR. 

Sm  WILLIAM  GROSSMAN  (Ports- 
mouth) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  If  he  will  state 
the  actual  amount  that  has  up  to  this 
time  been  expended  and  the  liabilities, 
if  any,  incurred  in  connection  with  the 
accommodation  at  Dover  for  the  convicts 
intended  to  be  employed  on  the  oon- 
fitruclion  of  a  harbour  at  that  place  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Guilders)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  In  reply  to 
my  hon.  Friend  I  bog  to  say  that  the 
expenditure  and  liabilities  in  respect  of 
buildings  at  Dovor  up  to  March  31, 
1866,  amount  to  £39,100;  £13,175  has 
been  expended  on  the  purchase  of  land ; 
but  all  of  this  will  not  be  necessary  for 
the  buildings.  A  great  portion  wUl  be 
required  fur  the  harbour  works,  or  for 
any  works  of  defence  that  may  have  to 
be  erected. 

THE  AUSTRALIAN  COLONIES  —  6EPA. 
RATION  OF  NORTH  QUEENSLAND 
PROM  QUEENSLAND. 

Me.  M'ARTHUR  (Leicester)  asked 
the  Under  Seoreta]7  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  Her  Higesty's  Go- 
vernment hare  come  to  any  decision 
with  reference  to  the  proposed  separa- 
tion of  North  Queensland  from  the 
Colony  of  Queensland ;  and,  whether, 
if  any  such  change  is  made,  Her  Ma- 
jesty s  Government  wilt  take  steps  to 
place  coloured  labour  in  North  Queens- 
land under  the  direct  supervision  of  the 
Colonial  Office  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Osbobne  Morgan)  (Den- 
bighshire, £.) :  I  understand  that  a 
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Memorial  formally  aaking  for  the  sepa- 
ration of  North  Queenuand  from  the 
Colony  of  Queensland  has  been  pre* 

Eared  in  that  Colony,  but  has  not  yet 
een  received  here ;  and,  under  these 
circumstanceB,  of  course  no  decision  has 
been  come  to  on  the  subject.  The  ques- 
tion of  coloured  labour  will  probably  be 
referred  to  in  the  Memorial.  In  any 
case,  it  will  be  care^Uy  considered  by 
the  Colonial  Office. 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1891-RENEWAL. 

Mb.  lewis  (Londonderry),  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether,  amongst 
other  things,  the  prohibition  and  regu- 
lation of  uie  importation  into  Ireland 
of  dynamite,  gun  cotton,  and  other  ex- 
pIosiTOB,  are  not  provided  for  by  the 
"  Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act, 
1881,"  vhicb  expires  on  the  1st  June, 
1886;  and.  whether  the  Government 
will  state  their  intention  as  to  applying 
or  not  for  a  renewal  of  that  Act  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morlby)  (Newcastle- on -Tyne) :  Sir,  as 
I  have  already  stated,  the  question 
whether  the  Peace  Preservation  Act  is 
to  be  renewed  or  not  is  one  that  requires, 
and  will  receive,  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  GK>vernment,  whose  views  re- 
garding it  will  be  made  public  when  the 
proper  time  arrives.  The  matter  is  not 
materially  affected  by  the  considerations 
suggested  in  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member.  The  Act  is  essentially  an 
Arms  Act ;  and  I  am  advised  that  the 
regulation  of  the  explosives  he  men- 
tions, whether  as  regards  thoir  impor- 
tation, storage,  or  possession,  is  suffi- 
ciently provided  for  in  ordinary  legis- 
lation irrespective  of  the  Peace  Preser- 
vation Act. 

RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  COMPANIES— 
BTATISTICAL  RETURNS. 

Mr.  HANBTOT  (Preston)  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther the  Qovernment  w  ill  grant  a  Return 
showing  the  mileage  of  each  of  the 
Railway  and  Canal  Companies  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  explaining  in  the  case 
of  each  Canal  the  extent  to  which  it  is 
under  the  control  of  any  Railway  Com- 
pany, and  accompanied  by  a  map  show- 
ing the  whole  of  the  Railway  aiul  Canal 
qrstems  of  the  Country  7 

Mr.  (hbonu  Morgan 


The  president  (Mr.  Muitdella) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside) :  The  information 
which  the  hon.  Member  wishes  for  with 
regard  to  the  railways  will  be  found  in 
the  Returns  which  are  annually  laid  be- 
fore Parliament ;  and  the  information 
with  regard  to  Cannls  can  be  found  in 
the  Appendix  to  the  Eeport  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  both  Houses  of  Parliament  on 
Railway  Amalgamation,  which  was  ap- 
pointed in  the  Session  of  1872.  Tety 
few  changes  have  been  made  since  that 
date.  If  the  hon.  Member  still  wishes 
to  move  for  the  information  I  shall  be 
glad  to  confer  with  him  on  the  subject, 
as  the  Betum  will  be  costly. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  —  SCHOOL 

GRANTS. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNpR  (Done- 

gal,  E.)  asked  the  Yice  President  of  the 
ommittee  of  Council,  Whether  the 
Special  Report  given  at  page  101  of 
the  last  Education  Report,  is  a  sufficient 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of 
Section  98  of  the  Education  Act  viz. 
that  the  Department  shall  cause  to  be 
laid  before  Parliament  each  year  a 
Special  Beport,  stating  their  rmsons 
for  refusing  a  grant  in  each  case ;  whe- 
ther the  Report  states  the  reasons  of 
the  Department  for  each  such  refusal ; 
whether  the  statement  that  "the [Schooll 
Board  objected,"  or  "the  [School]  Board 
and  Her  Majesty's  Inspector  considered 
the  School  unnecessaiy,"  afiCord  to 
Parliament  the  reasons  or  the  Depart- 
ment sufficiently  to  enable  Parliament 
to  judge  of  the  fairness  or  otherwise  of 
the  refusal;  and,  whether  he  would 
consent  to  lay  upon  the  Table  an 
amended  Beturn  setting  forth  in  detail 
the  reasons  of  the  Department  in  each 
case  of  refusal  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Lvok 
Flaypaib)  (Leeds,  S.)  ;  I  agree  with 
the  hon.  Member  that  there  may  be 
improvement  in  stating  the  reasons  for 
reniaal  of  a  grant,  although  the  sub- 
stance of  the  decision  can  only  be  given. 
When,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Dan-y-Craig 
school,  the  House  desires  further  in- 
formation, the  correspondence  on  the 
subject  is  presented.  I  believe  that  the 
Betum  at  page  101  of  the  Beport  legally, 
though  too  briefly,  complies  with  the 
98th  clause  of  the  Act,  and  I  do  not 
think  an  amended  Return  is  necessary. 
I  have  given  inetractions  to  state  fuller 
reasons  in  the  next  Beport. 
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POST-OTOOE  (mELA}ID)-P08TAL 
FACILITIES  IN  DONEGAL. 

Me.  art  hue  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, If  he  will  draw  the  attention  of 
the  iPostmaster  Qeneral  to  the  immense 
distances  vbich  many  centres  of  popula- 
tioa  in  county  Donegal  are  from  the 
neuest  telegraph  station ;  and,  whether 
he  will  consider  the  desirability  of  run- 
ning a  line  to  Bunbeg  on  the  western 
coast?  j 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA-  ! 
STJRY  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 1 
verhamptoD,  E.),  in  reply,  said,  the  ' 
question  of  extending  postal  facilities 
in  Donegal  had  frequently  been  con- 
sidered.    Further  inquiries  would  be 
made,  and  the  result  should  be  made 
kuown  to  hon.  Members  interested. 

DEFENCES  OF  THE  EMPIRE-COALINO 
STATIONS. 

Mr.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  he  could,  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  House,  state,  before  the 
discussion  upon  the  Navy  K»timates,  the 
amount  proposed  to  be  taken  in  the 
Army  Estimates  for  the  completion  of 
defences  of  coaling  stations  Abroad  ? 

Thb  SEORETAltY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Cahfbell-Bakkebhah)  (Stirling,  &o.) : 
We  propose,  in  the  Army  Estimates,  to 
take  £50,000  towards  w<»rks  at  the  coal- 
ing stations  abroad,  and  £138,200  to- 
wards armaments  at  the  same  stations. 

GREENWICH  HOSPITAL  —  AUDIT  OF 
ACCOUNTS  OF  CAPITAL  AND  INCOME. 

Captain  FRIOE  (Devonport)  asked 
the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  What 
has  the  cost  of  auditing  the  accounts  of 
Greenwich  Hospital  been  hitherto,  and 
what  is  the  estimated  cost  for  the  coming 
year;  and,  why  is  this  charge  now  trans- 
ferred from  Naval  to  Greenwich  Hospital 
Account  ? 

The  CIVIL  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  R.AV.  Duff)  (Banffshire): 
The  charge  for  auditing  the  capital  and 
income  accounts  of  Greeuwiuh  Hospital 
was,  in  1870,  fixed  at  £400  a-year. 
Owing  to  the  sale  of  large  portions  of 
the  landed  property  of  the  Hospital  this 
was  eventually  reduced,  in  1S79,  to  £50 
a-year.  Up  to  1885  no  charge  had  been 
made  for  the  audit  of  the  appropriation 
account;  but  the  Treasury  having  re- 
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quired  that  this  should  also  be  paid  for, 
the  present  amount  of  £348  was  fixed. 
At  no  time  have  naval  funds  borne  the 
charge  for  the  audit  of  Greenwich  Hos- 
pital accounts.  The  Admiralty  are  un- 
able to  lay  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
on  Greenwich  Hospital  upon  the  Table. 
This  Report  contains  much  matter  of  a 
confidential  nature,  which  in  the  inte- 
rests of  the  Charity  it  would  be  very 
undesirable  to  make  public. 


EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)-GAELIO  m 

ELEMENTARY  SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  MAOFARLANE  (Argyll)  asked 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  If,  under  the 
new  regulation,  it  will  be  impossible  for 
Gaelic  speaking  children  to  earn  the 
extra  shilling  whei>e  no  pupil  teacher 
is  employed  to  teach  that  language, 
and  when  it  is  taught  by  the  principid 
teacher ;  and,  if  maling  GmIio  a  apecial 
snbieci  only  means  that  it  is  to  be  taught 
in  the  same  way  as  French  or  Latin,  or 
whether  Gaelic  will  be  employed  as  a 
medium  for  teaching  English  ? 

The  SECRETARY  fob  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Tebvelyas-)  (Hawick,  &o.):  As  the 
object  is  to  encourage  the  employment 
of  Gaelic-speaking  pupil  teachers,  the 
extra  1«.  will  be  paid,  as  stated  in  the 
Article,  only  where  expense  is  incurred 
by  employing  such  a  pupil  teacher.  As 
a  specific  subject,  Gaelic  stands  on  the 
same  footing  as  the  other  specific  sub- 
jects; but  in  regard  to  tfaeclass  subjects, 
intelligence  may  be  tested  by  asking  ex- 
planations in  Gaelic;  and  a  judicioas 
use  of  Gaelic  as  a  medium  for  teaching 
English  will  be  one  of  the  elements 
taken  into  account  in  asaeasing  the 
grant  for  the  infants  and  the  earlieor 
Staodardi. 

ABUT  (AUXIIilABT  FORCES)  —  KON- 
OOMMISSIONED  OFFICEBS  OF 
MILITIA  STAFFS. 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  great 
irregularities  in  the  position  as  to  pay 
and  allowances  between  the  non-com- 
missioned officers  of  Militia  Staffs  serving 
on  Army  engagements  and  those  on 
Militia  engagements ;  and,  whether  he 
can  hold  out  any  hope  that  the  claims 
of  the  latter  to  some  amelioration  of 
their  condition  in  cases  of  long  and  meri- 
torious service  will  be  ocmeidered  ? 

The  FINANCIAL  SBOEET ART  (Mr. 
,  Hbrbxet  Gladstone)  (Leeds,  W.) :  The 
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matea  for  the  current  year  having  been 
finally  closed  he  was  preclnded  from  <»n- 
eidering  the  merits  of  any  application 
with  regard  to  industrial  schools  at  the 
present  moment.  He  was  informed  that 
the  Estimates  for  the  ensuing  year's 
Eervice  showed  a  considerable  increase 
on  the  sura  voted  for  the  present yecff. 

Mr.  JOHN  EEDMOND(  Wexford,N. ) : 
Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that 
last  year  precisely  the  same  reply  was 
delivered  to  a  similar  application  07  hia 
Fredeoesaor  in  Office  f 


intention  is  that  all  sergeants  of  the 
Militia  Permanent  StafiF,  as  vacancies 
arise,  shall  be  men  serving  on  their 
Army  engagements.  Only  about  -700 
sergeants  serving  on  their  Militia  en- 
gagements remain  outof  a  total  of  4,567. 
These  latter,  undoubtedly,  have  a  lower 
rate  of  pay  than  the  former ;  but  they 
haTe  neither  had  the  former's  past  Army 
aerrice,  nor  share  their  liability  to  be 
ranoved  to  active  Army  duty  when- 
ever required.  I  may  add  that  the 
Ifilitia  sergeants  receive  extra  pay  of 
Sd.  a-day  wnen  employed  at  the  dep6t 
on  Army  duty,  and  that  their  pensions 
have  been  lately  improved. 

GOVERNMENT  OF  INDIA— THE 
COMMITTEE. 

Mb.  KING  (Hull,  Oentral)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether,  in  the  coDsUtution  of  the  pro- 

nd  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into 
an  Administration,  care  will  betaken 
to  secure  that  the  Committee  shall  be 
composed  principally  of  persons  who 
have  had  no  official  connection  with  the 
Indian  Administration  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  UanTRED  KAT-SnurrLE- 
wobth)  (Lancashire,  OHtheroe) :  Care 
will  be  taken  that  Members  who  have 
had  no  official  connection  with  the  Indian 
Government  are  properly  represented 
on  the  Committee  ;  but  I  cannot  pledge 
myself  to  any  pwticular  proportion. 

BEFORUATORY   AND  INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS  (IRELAND)— THB  WATER- 
FORD  INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOL. 

Mb.  R.  POWER  (Waterford)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  has  re- 
ceived any  communication  respecting  tho 
Waterford  Industrial  School ;  whether 
the  number  of  children  in  this  school 

is  in  excess  of  the  number  for  which  a  |  from  Her  Majesty's  Government.  The 
Government  Grant  is  allowed;  whe- ;  United  States  Government  have  recently 
ther  the  school  is  capable  of  accom-  '  passed  a  law  to  render  advance  notes 
modating  a  larger  number ;  whether  the  '  absolutely  illegal,  with  a  view  to  putting 
Goreroment  inspector  has  spoken  in  the  !  a  stop  to  crimping.  Crimping,  never- 
most  favourable  terms  of  its  manage- 1  theless,  goes  00,  and  advances  are  made, 
ment ;  and,  whether,  under  the  circum-  '  In  a  recent  case  where  nearly  a  whole 
stances,  he  will  consider  tho  propriety  |  crewwerelandeddestituteatAmsterdam, 
of  increasing  the  grant  to  the  school  ?  !  they  had  signed  articles  at  New  York 
The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  '  for  U.  for  the  first  month ;  but  I  sub- 
JoHN  Mohlet)  (Newcastle-OQ-Tyne),  in 
reply,  said,  he  had  every  desire  to  do 
whatever  could  be  done  for  indus- 


[No  reply.] 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING— CRIMPING  IN 
AMERICAN  PORTS. 

OAPTAra  VERNET  (Bucks.  N.,  Buck- 
ingham) asked  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that,  owing  to  the  abolishing  of  advance 
notes  in  1881,  the  crimping  system  in 
some  American  ports  has  been  within 
the  last  few  months  elevated  into  a  fine 
art,  so  that  seamen  are  practically 
swindled  out  of  all  their  wages  before  they 
embark  on  their  voyage,  and  then, 
having  signed  articles  io  the  presence 
of  Her  Majesty's  Consul  for  a  shilling 
a  month,  they  are  paid  off  in  this  Coun- 
try, or  in  a  Continental  port,  absolutely 
penniless ;  and,  if  so,  whether  imme- 
diate orders  wiU  be  telegraphed  to  Her 
Majesty's  Consuls  in  America  forbid- 
ding them  directly  or  indirectly  to  coun- 
tenance this  iniquity  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Mdndella) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside)  :  The  advance 
note  was  abolished  in  this  country  in 
1881,  and  I  am  informed  that  good  re< 
suits  have  followed  its  abolition.  I  am 
at  a  loss  to  understand  how  its  abolition 
in  England  can  have  facilitated  crimp- 
ing in  the  United  States,  which  is  an 
abuse  of  long  standing,  and  has  been 
the  subject  of  repeated  representations 


sequently  learnt  that  they  had  each  re- 
ceived an  advance  of  925  at  New  York. 
This  did  not  appear  on  the  face  of  the 
trial  schools  in  Ireland ;  but  the  Esti*  [  agreement,  ana  the  Britigb  Oonsnl  had 
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no  official  cognizance  of  it ;  but  the  men 
folly  understood  that  thoy  were  signing 
for  1«.  a-month  for  the  first  month,  and 
knew  vhy  they  were  doing  so.  I  have 
given  instructions  that  further  inquiry 
should  be  made  of  Her  Majesty's  Con- 
suls in  the  United  States  respecting  the 
operation  of  the  law  with  regard  to  ad- 
vance notes,  and  will  consider  what  steps 
can  be  taken  to  check  the  evils  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  called  attention. 

BOTAL  IBI6H  C0KSTA6ULART  —  AL- 
LEGED ASSAULT  ON  MR.  PATRICK 

CORKERY. 
Da.  TANNEE  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  it  is  true  that,  on 
the  2nd  day  of  last  November,  a  gen- 
tleman named  Patrick  Oorkery  was 
violently  assaulted  without  cause,  on 
the  publio  road  at  MilUtreet,  by  Head 
Constable  O'Brien  and  Constable  Byrne ; 
vhether  the  unpaid  magistrates  in  Mill- 
atreet,  upon  the  31st  December,  dis- 
missed the  charge  brought  by  Patrick 
Corkery,  and  corroborated  by  several 
witnesses  against  O'Brien  and  Byrne ; 
and,  whether  an  inquiry  ioto  the  cir- 
cumstancoa  of  the  case  will  be  made  at 
an  early  and  fitting  opportunity? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Johit 
Moblet)  (Newca«tle-on-Tyne),  in  reply, 
said,  this  case  of  alleged  assault  had  been 
investigated  by  a  Bench  consisting  of  a 
Resident  Magistrate  and  fourlocal  mgias- 
trates,  and  was  dismissed  on  the  merits. 
There  was  no  corroborative  evidence. 

ROYAL   IRISH  CONSTABULARY— EM- 
PLOYMENT AS  CARETAKERS  AT 
INNISCARRA,  CO.  CORK. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork,  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Chief  Seoretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  two  aub-oonstables  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary  are  employed  as 
caretakers  upon  the  farm  from  which 
Daniel  Cronin,  of  Faha,  in  the  parish 
of  Inniscarra,  county  of  Cork,  was  evicted 
upon  the  29th  of  January  last;  and,  if 
the  policemen  are  not  fulfilling  the  said 
function,  in  what  capacity  are  they 
dwelling  upon  the  farm ;  whether  there 
are  many  similar  instances  of  constabu- 
lary being  80  employed  in  the  county  of 
Cork ;  and,  whether  he  will  bring  about 
the  withdrawal  of  all  publio  offieers  sub- 
•erving  sooh  functions? 


TiiB  CHIEF  8E0RETARY(Mr.JoBm 
Moblet)  (Newcastle- on-Tyne):  No.  The 
two  constables  referred  to  were  not  em- 
ployed as  caretakers,  but  in  affording 
protection  to  caretakers.  There  were  no 
police  in  Cork  employed  as  caretakers- 
Da.  TANNER  inquired  in  what  capa- 
city the  constables  were  employed  if  not 
as  caretakers,  there  being  no  crime  in 
the  district  ? 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY:  I  supnose 
the  caretakers  consider  they  stand  in 
need  of  protection ;  whether  they  are 
really  so  or  not  I  cannot  say.  It  is  a 
matter  for  the  looal  aathorify. 

PAROCHIAL  aOVEBNMENT— RIOHTTO 
VOTE  AT  VESTRIES. 
Me.  COBB  (Warwick,  8.E.,  Rugby) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  If  householders,  whether 
males  or  unmarried  females,  whose 
names  are  entered  in  the  occupiers' 
column  of  the  rate  book,  but  whose  land- 
lords pay  the  rates,  are  entitled  to  attend 
and  vote  at  common  vestries,  provided 
that  all  rates  made  or  becoming  due 
more  than  three  months  previously  have 
been  paid ;  and,  whether,  looking  to 
the  doubt  which  exists  in  many  rural 
parishes  as  to  this  right,  and  to  the 
importance  of  its  being  thoroughly  un- 
derstood, the  Looal  Qovernment  Board 
will  take  any  steps  to  make  the  state 
of  the  Law  publicly  known  ? 

Thb  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Chambeh- 
lain)  ^Birmingham,  W.):  The  eflfect  of 
the  existing  law  is  that  householders, 
whether  males  or  unmarried  females, 
whose  names  are  entered  in  the  occu- 
piers' column  of  the  rate  book,  but 
whose  landlords  pay  the  rates,  are  en- 
titled to  attend  and  vote  in  common 
Testriea,  provided  that  all  rates  made 
or  become  due  more  than  three  months 
preriously  have  been  paid.  We  have, 
however,  no  evidence  that  there  is  any 
such  doubt  on  thtsqnestion  as  to  render 
any  action  on  the  part  of  the  Board 
necessary,  in  the  way  of  communicating 
with  the  overseers  of  the  parishes  in 
England  and  Wales.  It  will  be  re- 
membered that  there  are  about  16,000 
separate  Poor  Law  parishes. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— RELI- 
GIOUS INSTRUCTION  IN  BOARD 
SCHOOLS. 
Aduibal  FIELD(8ubsoz,  Eastbourne) 
asked  the  Vice  President  ei  the  Com- 
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nuttea  of  Ooonoil,  Whether,  seeiDg  that 
by  the  recent  Parliamentary  Keturn  of 
Keligious  Instrnction  given  in  "  School 
Board  Schools  "  formed  since  April  1885, 
it  appears  that  no  religioue  instraction 
whatever  is  given  in  the  Board  Schools 
in  the  undermentioned  parishes  of  Bed- 
was,  MonmouthBhire;  Austerfield,  York- 
shire ;  Kenarth  and  Llanoon,  Carmar- 
thenshire ;  Bettws,  Margam,  Upper 
Dylais,  Upper  Neath,  and  Whitchurch, 
GLtmorganahire,  he  will  be  pleased  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  several  School 
Boards  in  question  to  this  defect  in  their 
system  of  teaching  ? 

The  vice  PEESIDENT  (Sir  Ltoh 
Flatfaib)  (Leeds,  S.) :  The  Department 
has  no  power  by  the  Education  Act  to 
make  any  representation  or  to  use  any 
influence  in  regard  to  rel^ious  instrac- 
tion in  schools,  and  the  £i8pectors  are 
expressly  prohibited  by  Section  7  of  the 
Act  from  taking  any  part  in  it.  In  the 
Beturn  to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers 
there  are  Board  schools  in  which  no 
religious  instruction  is  given,  and  there 
have  been  a  few  similar  cases  in  all 
previous  Betums.  The  decision  as  to 
religious  teaching  rests  wholly  with  the 
school  boards.  It  would  be  against  the 
whole  spirit  of  the  Act  if  I  were  to  make 
any  representations  either  to  school 
boards  or  to  voluntary  schools  on  the 
subject  of  religious  teaching. 

THE  HACMSTKACY  (IRELAND)- 
OATHOLIC  tiAOlSTBATES, 
CO.  DONEGAL. 

Mr.  KELLY  (Donegal,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  148  gentlemen  hold 
the  Commission  of  the  Peace  for  the 
county  of  Donegal,  the  vast  majority  of 
the  people  of  which  are  Catholics ;  whe- 
ther of  those  not  more  that  one-twelfth 
are  Catholics ;  whether  there  are  many 
Catholics  in  the  county  fully  qualified  to 
hold  the  Commission  of  the  Peaee ;  and, 
whether  the  Lord  Chancellor  is  prepared 
to  consider  the  appointment  of  an  addi- 
tional number  of  Catholic  Justices  on 
the  recommendation  of  representative 
bodies,  or  influential  men  of  the  county 
Donegal  ?  

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Joun 
Hoblky)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne),  in  reply, 
said,  with  the  trifling  exception  that  the 
actual  number  of  gentlemen  holding  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace  for  the  County 
Donegal  was  147,  there  was  no  reason 
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to  doubt  the  aoouraoy  of  the  matter 
stated  in  the  first  two  paragraphs  of 
Question.  The  Lord  Chancellor,  who 
was  himself  a  Catholic,  was  not  in  a 
position  to  say  how  many  Catholics 
(here  were  in  the  county  qualified 
for  the  commission ;  but,  as  he  (Mr. 
Morley)  had  intimated  upon  a  previous 
occasion,  the  Lord  Chancellor  would  be 
prepared  to  consider  any  recommenda- 
tions made  as  suggested  in  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  hoo.  Member's  Ques- 
tioD,  if  such  recommendations  had  been 
previously  made  to  tlie  Lieutenant  of 
the  County. 

THE  SPENDINa  DEPARTMENTS  OF 
THE  STATE. 

Me.  RYLANDS  (Burnley)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  "Whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment, at  an  early  period  this  Session,  to 
take  steps  for  the  appointment  of  Select 
Committees  to  inquire  into  the  Ad- 
ministration and  Expenditnre  of  the 
great  Spending  Departments  of  the 
State  P 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  B. 
Olaustone)  (Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian), 
in  reply,  said,  that  until  the  Indian  Com- 
mittee had  been  appointed  it  was  impos- 
sible at  present  to  give  a  forecast  of  pos- 
sible proceedings  in  regard  to  the  subject 
of  the  Question. 

EDUCATION  (IRELAND)  —  NATIONAL 
SCHOOL  TEACHERS-GOOD  SERVICE 
SALARY. 

Me.  p.  J.  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  How  the  teachers 
of  National  Schools  in  Ireland  entitled 
to  good  service  salary  are  paid  that 
salary,  whether  yearly,  half-yearly,  or 
quarterly  ;  is  it  a  fact  that  such  teachers 
received  a  half-year's  payment  of  their 
good  service  salary  about  the  25th  July, 
and  a  quarter's  payment  about  the  25th 
October  1685;  has  the  payment  for  the 
quarter  ending  Slst  December  last  yet 
been  paid ;  if  not,  what  is  the  cause  of 
the  delay ;  and,  will  he  direct  that  in 
future  the  good  service  salary  be  paid 
quarterly,  and  along  with  the  ordinary 
salary? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
JoHir  Mohlet)  (Newcastle- ou-Tyne) : 
Prior  to  the  current  financial  year  the 
good  service  salary  in  the  case  of  Irish 
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National  Bchool  teachers  was  paid  an- 
nnally,  in  one  sum,  but  odIj  after  the 
completion  of  the  year  of  service  to 
which  it  related.  The  change  to  qaar- 
terly  payment  was  made  this  year,  with 
a  view  to  the  advantage  and  interest  of 
the  teachers.  Payment  of  good  service 
Balary  has  been  already  made  for  De- 
cember,  1885,  quarter  in  the  vast  ma- 
jority of  cases.  A  few  cases,  however, 
remain  unavoidably  unpaid,  owing  to 
circumstances  which  hare  necessitated 
special  inquiries  and  consideration. 

PRIVILEGR-DUPLICATE  SIGNATURES 
TO  PETITIONS. 
Me.  OLANCET  (Dublin  Co.,  NJ  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fol- 
lowing 8tatem,ent,  in  the  Second  Report 
of  the  Petitions  Oommittee,  in  reference 
to  certain  Petitions  from  Ireland  against 
Kepeal  of  the  Union,  viz. — 

"Your  Committee  have,  in  the  case  of  the 
Petitions  from  the  South  Division  of  Donegal, 
presented  on  the  26th  Febmary  by  Mr.  Macart- 
ney, reported  to  the  House  the  number  of  names 
appended  thereto ;  bat  they  are  of  opinion  that 
many  of  the  names  are  in  the  same  hand- 
writing;" 

and,  wheUier  he  will  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  taking  steps  to  make  the  prac- 
tice of  affixing  fictitious  signatures  to 
Petitions  to  Parliament  a  punishable 

offence  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Qladstone)  (Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian), 
in  reply,  said,  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Walsall  (Sir  Charles  Forster) 
would  give  a  more  authoritative  answer 
than  he  oould.  Undoubtedly  his  opi- 
nion was  that  although  there  might 
be,  and  probably  would  occur  from  time 
to  time,  abuses  which  he  regretted  from 
the  unscrupulous  use  and  employment  of 
the  power  of  petitioniog,  yet  so  far  as 
the  House  was  concerned  the  securities 
taken  on  the  whole  were  quite  sufficient. 
The  constant  and  vigilant  attention  of 
the  Committee  on  Petitions  under  the 
superintendence  of  bis  hon.  Friend,  he 
believed,  caused  the  system,  as  a  whole, 
to  work  Batiefactorily,  subject  to  the  ex- 
ceptional cases. 

Sir  CHARLES  FORSTER  said,  the 
Committee  on  Petitions  found  in  two 
Petitions  a  number  of  signatures  in  the 
same  handwriting.  In  Petition  No.  243 
it  appeared  that  12  persons  signed  a 
large  number  of  names,  and  in  Petititm 
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No.  244  seven  persons  appeared  to  have 
signed  for  336.  The  Fetitions  were 
formal  in  other  respects,  and  all  the 
Committee  could  do  was  to  notice  the 
circumstances  in  the  extract  given  in  the 
Question.  He  would  remind  the  House 
that  it  possessed  powers  for  the  punish- 
mentof  this  offence.  Twenty  years  ago 
two  perecms  were  committed  to  Newgate 
for  a  term  of  imprisonment  for  having 
forged  signatures  to  Parliamentary  Peti- 
tions. 

TRADE  AND  COMMEROE-EXTEKNAL 
TRADE  OP  THE  COUNTRY. 

Mb.  KIMBER  (WandsworOi)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  lai^e  proportion  of 
the  population  of  thiaCouutry,  dependent 
entirely  upon  its  external  trade,  is  an- 
nually increasing  by  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands, while  this  external  trade  has 
during  the  past  two  years  gradually  de- 
clined to  the  extent  of  nearly  eighty 
millions  (representing  in  largo  part  the 
wages  of  labour),  and  is  still  decliniug; 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
prepared  with  any  proposals  fo  en- 
courage fresh  enterprise  which  ntiay 
arrest  that  decline ;  and,  in  particular, 
whether  they  will  take  any  ste^s  to  in- 
duce the  spread  of  our  population  and 
the  employment  of  capital  over  the  vast 
unoccupied  lands  in  the  Colonies  en- 
trusted to  tiie  British  Nation;  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Gtoremment 
will  consent  to  the  appointment  of  a 
Select  Committee  upon  this  urgent  sub- 
ject? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  (Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian) : 
My  attention  has  been  generally  directed 
to  the  subject-matter  of  this  Question.  It 
was  a  subject-matter  referred  by  the 
late  GioTerDmeDt  to  a  Royal  Commis- 
sion. In  these  circumstances  I  oould 
not  ask  the  House  to  appoint  a  Select 
Commmittee. 

FISHERIES  (IRELAND)— TRAWLIXa  ON 
THE  IRISH  COAST. 

Mb.  P.  M'DONALD  (Sligo,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Liea- 
teoant  of  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  injury  doue  to  the 
poor  fishermen  of  Enniscrone,  Easkj, 
and  Killala  by  the  mrstem  of  trawling ; 
and,  whether  the  Inshery  Commission 
will  take  the  neeeasary  eteps  to  prevent 

Digitized  by  Google 


823  Bupply~-Th6  {COMMONS}  Arm^  JS$tmaUt.  824 


the  oontlnuence  of  trawling  witbin  cer- 
tain limits? 
ThbCHIEF  SEOEETABTCMr.  Johk 

Moelet)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne):  No  com- 
plaint has  been  made  to  the  Inspectors 
of  Fisheries  of  injury  done  by  trawling 
in  the  Killala  Bay.  Nearly  all  the 
fishermen  at  Enniscrone  nse  trawls  them- 
selves. I  believe  that  some  of  them 
hare  objected  to  larger  boats  than  their 
own  being  allowed  to  fish  there. 

IRELAND— GRAND  JURIES— RESOLU- 
TIONS ON  HOME  RULE. 

Mb.  be  GOBAIN  (Belfast,  E.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  "Whe- 
ther he  has  received  Copies  of  Eesolu- 
tions  passed  by  the  large  majority  of  the 
Grand  Juries  of  Ireland,  protesting 
against  any  scheme  of  Home  Bule  for 
that  Country  ;  and,  whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  this  House  the  Be- 
solutions  80  received  from  those  repre- 
sentative bodies  ? 

Me.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  Before 
the  Prime  Minister  answers  tho  Ques- 
tions I  would  like  to  ask  him  whether 
it  is  proper  to  include  Grand  Juries 
amongst  "  representative  bodies  ?  " 

Mr.  E.  HAEEtNGTON  (Kerry,  W.) : 
Before  the  Question  is  answered,  Sir,  I 
vould  like  to  ask  whether  it  is  by 
way  of  satire  or  jest  the  Grand  Juries 
of  Ireland  are  called  representative 
bodies  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order ! 

The  first  LOED  (Mr.  W.  E.  Giad- 
8TOXE)(Edinburgh,MidLotbian):I  am  not 
iiware  that  Grand  Juries  in  Ireland  have 
been  called  representative  bodies.  [An 
hon.  Meuber  :  It  is  bo  in  the  Question.] 
I  certainly  did  not  mean  to  answer  for 
them  in  that  character.  I  beg  pardon  ; 
I  see  it  is  in  the  Question.  I  did  not 
anticipate  they  would  be  so  spoken  of.  My 
duty  will  be,  as  I  stated  before,  to  see 
what  selection  I  can  make.  There  are 
a  g^eat  number  of  letters  from  private 
individuals  enterinf^  into  details  which 
cannot  be  sufficiently  weighty  to  be  pub- 
lished. Although,  undoubtedly,  in  many 
cases  they  are  of  great  interest  in  them- 
selves, yet  they  would  necessarily  repeat 
one  another,  and  would  contain  matter 
that  would  not  be  for  the  consideration 
of  the  House.  If  I  may  be  able  to  make 
a  selection  of  a  suitable  kiod,  I  will  take 
care  that  the  House  shall  know  the 
opinion  of  the  Grand  Juries.  Whether 
it  would  be  right  to  print  all  these  Be- 
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ports  of  the  Grand  Juries  is  another 
matter,  as  they  sabstantially  correspond 
with  one  another  in  many  respects.  I 
will  do  the  best  I  can  to  give  a  fair  idea 
of  the  character  of  the  Reports  which 
have  been  received  from  bodies  in  Ire- 
land, and  not  least  from  those  which 
are  representative  bodies. 

NAVY— THE  ROYAL  DOCKYARDS— 
DISCHARGE  OF  MEN  AT  DEVONPORT 
DOCKYARD. 

In  reply  to  Captain  Peice  (Devon- 
port), 

The  CrVIL  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
EALTY  (Mr.  E.  W.  Diiff)  (Banffshire) 
said,  that  notice  had  been  given  to  343 
men  to  be  discharged  from  Devonport 
Dockyard  from  the  20th  instant.  All 
these  men  had  been  engaged  for  purely 
temporary  services  in  January  last,  on 
the  distinct  understanding  that  they 
would  be  discharged  at  the  end  of  March. 
Communications  were  being  held  with 
the  authorities  at  Devonport  Dockyard, 
and  it  was  hoped  that  arrangements 
might  yet  be  made  to  prevent  the  dis- 
diu-ge  of  a  larger  number  of  these  men. 
No  reduction  had  been  made,  or  was 
intended  to  be  made,  in  the  normal  staff 
of  the  establishment. 

Mb.  FULESTON  (Devonport)  asked 
whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware 
of  the  terms  of  the  notice,  which  in- 
formed the  men  that  their  services  would 
not  be  required  after  the  20lh  instant, 

in  consequence  of  a  reduction  of 
bauds."  Could  the  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
concile that  statement  with  what  he  had 
said? 

Mr.  B.  W.  duff  said,  the  men  had 
been  engaged  only  nntil  the  end  of 
March,  and  simply  for  temporary  pur- 
poses. 

SUPPLY— THE  ARMY  ESTIMATES. 

Mr.  "VV.  H.  smith  (Strand,  West- 
minster) asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  when  he  proposed  to  take  the 
Army  Estimates  ? 

Thb  SECBETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 

OAUPfiELL-BANNEBllAM)    (Stirling,  &C.), 

in  reply,  said,  that  there  would  be  great 
inconvenience  in  postponing  the  Army 
Estimates  beyond  Thursday,  on  account 
of  the  ordinary  statutory  requirements. 
He  must  express  his  great  regret  that 
there  had  been  some  delay  in  printing 
the  Estimates.  They  had  been  promised 
for  to-day ;  but  he  was  told  that  all  that 
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ocrald  be  expected  was  a  supply  of  150 
copies  to-morrow. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  to  talte 
the  Army  Estimates  on  Thursday  would 
not  be  givinf^  the  House  a  fair  opportu- 
nity of  considering:  important  questions 
in  connection  with  them.  Perhaps  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  would  allow 
him  to  say  that  if  the  Yote  were  taken 
next  Monday  there  would  still  be  time 
to  get  the  Bill  through  Parliament. 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone) (Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian)  ad- 
mitted that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  justified  in  pressing  his  point.  It 
was  absolutely  essential  that  the  Yote 
should  be  taken  not  later  than  Monday. 
There  was  no  doubt  about  that;  for  if 
they  went  beyond  Monday  they  could 
not  comply  with  the  law.  That  being 
so,  and  owing  to  the  temporary  indispo- 
sition of  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
(Mr.  Hibbert),  which  would  prevent 
him  making  a  regular  statement  that 
night,  it  was  proposed  that  his  hon. 
Friend  should  make  his  statement  on 
Thursday.  The  Government  hoped  to 
get  the  Speaker  out  of  the  Chair  that 
night  on  the  Navy  Estimates ;  but  they 
would  not  take  the  first  Vote  till  Thurs- 
day. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Then  the  Army 
Estimates  are  fixed  for  Monday  ? 
Mb.  W.  B.  GLADSTONE :  Yes. 

THE  COMMITTEE  ON  FARLIAMENTABY 

PROOEDURE-ALTERATION  OF  THE 

RULES  OF  DEBATE. 

Mb.  ALLISON  (Cumberland,  Esk- 
dale)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether,  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that,  on  Wednesday  last,  a 
measure  of  great  importance,  on  which  a 
large  number  of  honourable  Members 
have  given  pledges  to  their  constituents, 
was  talked  out,  he  will  consider  the 
jwopriety,  without  waiting  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee  on  Procedure, 
of  proposing  some  alteration  of  the 
Rules  of  D^ate  on  Wednesday  which 
will  secure  the  judgment  of  the  House 
being  taken  in  the  future  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  ( Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone) (Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian)  :  I 
very  much  regret  what  happened  on 
Wednesday  last;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I 
do  not  think  it  would  be  possible  to  in- 
terrupt the  Business  of  the  House  for 
the  purpose  of  submitting  to  it  a  frac- 
tional part  of  the  great  and  important 
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question  of  IVocedure;  and  I  think  it 
would  be  embarrassing  to  the  Committee 
if  we  were  to  take  out  of  their  hands 
any  portion  of  that  great  question. 

CROFTERS'  (SCOTLAND)  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  asked 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  Whether  it 
was  his  intention  to  proceed  with  the 
Crofters*  Bill  to-night;  and,  if  so,  after 
what  hour  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  proceed  with  it  P 

The  secretary  fob  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Theveltan)  (Hawick,  &o.),  in 
reply,  said,  the  course  to  be  taken  in 
regard  to  the  Bill  must  depend  upon 
what  happened  this  evening.  He  hoped 
hon.  Members  interested  in  the  measure 
would  help  the  Government  in  pushing 
it  forward.  He  could  not  absolutely 
name  an  hour  after  which  it  would  not 

Mb.  MACFARLANE  asked  if  the 
reply  meant  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  take  the  Bill  up  to  half- 
past  12  ? 

Ma.  TREYELYAN  replied,  that  he 
would  proceed  with  the  Bill  if  it  was 
reached  by  12  o'clock. 

PARLIAMENT  —  PUBLIC  BDSINESS  — 
STANDING  ORDER  4Ma— THE  NAVY 

ESTIMATES. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  Sir,  I  wish  to  put  a  Question 
to  you  upon  a  point  of  Order,  in  view  of 
the  Standing  Order  of  November,  1883, 
which  prescribes  that — 

"  Whenever  the  Committee  of  Supply  stands 
OB  the  first  Order  of  the  Day  on  Monday  or 
Thuraday,  Mr,  Speaker  shall  leave  the  Chair 
without  patting  any  QueAtioa,  unless  on  flnt 

§oing  into  Supply  on  the  Army,  Navy,  or  Civil 
ervice  Estimates  respectively,  or  on  any  Vote 
of  Credit  an  Amendment  be  moved  or  question 
raised  relating  to  the  Estimates  proposed  to  be 
taken  in  Supply." 

Now,  Sir,  the  Question  I  wish  to  ask 
you  is  this — Whether,  this  evening,  if  the 
debate  arising  upon  the  first  Notice  of 
Amendment  should  not  be  completed 
but  should  be  adjourned,  this  Standing 
Order  will  preclude  the  resumption  of 
the  debate  on  a  future  day,  or  whether 
the  debate  will  be  continued  on  the  next 
day  on  which  the  Navy  Estimates  are 
set  down  ? 

Ma.  SPEAKER :  The  debate  would 
be  continued  on  the  next  day  for  which 
Supply  is  set  down. 
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rARLIAMENT  —  THE  NEW  RULES  OF 
PROCEDURE  (RULE  2,  ADJOURNMENT 
OF  THE  HOUSK)-THE  SELECT  COM- 
HITTBE  ON  PABLIAUENTABY  PRO- 
OBDUBB  —  CONSTITUTION  OF  THE 
COUUITTEE. 

Oattain  VERNET  (Bucka,  N.,  Buck- 
ingham) :  Under  Rule  67.  I  rise  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 
The  question,  Sir,  on  which  I  ask  40 
Members  to  stand^  up  and  support  me 
is  that,  although  'upwards  of  half  the 
present  House  of  Commons  is  composed 
of  new  Members  who  have  been  sent 
here  to  deal  with  the  question  of  Proce- 
dure, no  new  Member  has  been  put  on 
the  Procedure  Committee. 

The  pleasure  of  tho  House  not  having 
been  signified,  Mr.  Speaker  called  on 
those  Members  who  supported  the  Motion 
to  rise  in  their  places,  and  less  than  40 
Members  having  risen  in  their  places 
the  House  proceeded  to  the  Orders  of 
the  Day. 

0RDER8  OF  THE  DAT. 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Oomnuttee  read. 

Motion  mode,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

NAVY  (EFFICIENCY). 

BESOLITTIOir. 

liOfiD  CHARLES  BERESPORD 
(Marylebone,  E.),  on  rising  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  large  number  of  unemployed 
skilled  artizans  and  others  in  the  ship- 
building ports,  and  to  move — 

"That  nov  would  be  a  suitable  opportanity 
for  the  Sinking  Fund  to  be  sospeDdedor  Termi- 
nable Annuities  created,  in  order  to  put  the 
Rojral  Navy  in  that  state  of  efficiency  which  is 
neceflsary  for  the  safety  of  tho  Empire,  at  the 
least  possible  expeose  to  the  country,  owing^  to 
the  cheapoeas  of  materi.*)!  at  the  present  time," 

said,  his  object  was  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  present  state  of  the 
Navy.  He  had  four  points  which  he 
wished  to  press  upon  the  House.  First 
of  all,  he  wished  to  show  the  number 
of  the  unemployed  in  the  shipbuilding 
ports  of  Ghreat  Britain ;  secondly,  the 
cheapness  of  material  for  alupbuilding ; 
thirdly,  he  wished  to  show  that  the  pre- 
sent strength  of  the  Navy  was  not  suffi- 
cient to  perform  all  the  duties  it  might  be 


called  upon  to  perform  in  time  of  war ; 
and,  fourthly,  he  would  ask  the  House  to 
vote  certain  mon^  for  the  pnrpose  of 
placing  the  Navy  in  the  pontion  it  ought 
to  hold,  either  by  suspending  the  Sink- 
ing Fund  or  by  creating  Terminable  An- 
nuities. There  were  altogether  80,000 
men — artificers  of  various  Kiuds—in  the 
country  now  unemployed,  but  who,  if 
they  were  in  work,  would  be  engaged 
in  the  building  of  ships.  These  indnded 
upwards  of  30,000  men  on  the  Clyde ; 
30,000  at  Newcastle  and  the  North- 
Eastern  ports;  5,000  or  8,000  on  the 
Mersey ;  about  3,000  at  Hull ;  and  over 
2,000  at  Belfast.  Then,  as  to  the  second 
point — the  cheapness  of  material— there 
was  a  great  difference  in  favour  of  the 
present  time.  Angle  bars  and  plates 
were  less  than  half  tiieir  previous  cost; 
compound  armour  was  from  £5  to  £8 
cheaper,  and  so  of  other  materials.  As 
to  the  third  point — whether  the  Navy 
was  efficient  —  the  argument  derived 
from  the  list  of  our  armour-clads  was  a 
theoretic  not  a  practical  argument,  for, 
though  it  might  be  said  that  England 
might  have  seven  or  eight  armour-clads 
more  than  France,  the  duties  which 
would  fall  upon  our  Fleet,  when  com- 
pared with  the  duties  which  would  fall 
upon  the  French  Fleet,  would  be  as  10 
to  1.  He  did  not  intend  to  urge  that  this 
country  should  invest  more  money  in 
heavy  armour-clads,  because  France  had 
left  off  building  any  more.  She  had 
even  left  off  bniming  the  two  large  iron- 
clods  that  had  been  bcwun.  Not  that  he 
thought  we  had  enough  of  that  class,  but 
because  the  money  would  be  spent  more 
usefully  on  vessels  which  were  more 
urgently  required  for  the  Fleet.  But 
suppose  Italy  continued  the  policy  of 
building  heavy  armour-clads,  England 
was  bound  to  build  more.  Taking  the 
average  of  heavy  ships,  the  French  beat 
us  in  the  corresponding  class.  In  the 
class  of  what  might  be  termed  bullies 
of  the  sea,"  the  French  were  500  tons 
better  in  weight — 2^  inches  in  armour — 
the  weight  of  their  guns  was  considerably 
larger,  and — which  was  an  important 
point— the  age  of  the  French  ships  was 
i¥om  five  to  seven  years  leas  than  that  of 
the  English.  Of  machine  guns  throwing 
shells — so  necessary  and  most  valuable 
as  range  finders— we  had  none,  while 
the  French  had  1,200  Hotchkiss  guns, 
throwing  one-pound  shells.  In  speed 
they  were  saperior  on  the  average  by  one 
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knot.  There  were  some  of  the  component 
parts  of  our  Fleet,  such  aa  oraisen  and 
a  torpedo  fleet,  in  which  ve  vere  lamen- 
tably weak,  coneiderinff  the  activity 
displayed  in  building  these  class es  by 
other  nations.  First  of  all  with  regard 
to  cruisers.  Foreign  nations,  having  left 
off  building  heavy  armourd  vessels,  were 
showing  immense  activity  in  regard  to 
their  cruiser  fleet.  At  the  end  of  the 
year  this  country  would  have  41  cruisers. 
Out  of  that  number  we  must  take  18  as 
obsolete  vessels.  That  left  23  good  ves- 
sels at  the  end  of  the  year.  There  were 
1 0  building  ;  but  he  would  say  1 7 — for 
there  were  only  17  of  a  really  excel- 
lent class — of  which  we  had  got  seven 
laid  down  which  would  go  171-  knots. 
He  was  sony  they  ooald  not  go  19. 
Then  tliere  were  others  of  the  Mtrsty 
class,  and  of  the  Arehw  dass,  and  so  on, 
making  19  altogether.  Deducting  the 
18  obsolete  boats,  and  taking  17,  as  bo 
had  said,  that  would  give  us  40  useful 
boats  of  different  classes  built  and  build- 
ing. That  number  was  insufficient.  He 
would  tell  them  what  number  we  ought 
to  have  in  order  to  maintain  our  supre- 
macy. In  the  Channel  we  ought  to 
have  12,  in  the  Mediterranean  eight,  on 
the  North  American  station  five,  on  the 
South  American  three,  on  the  West  Ooast 
of  Africa  two,  on  the  Pacific  four,  on  the 
China  station  12 — that  sounded  a  great 
deal;  butthe French hadl7veBselsin the 
Chinese  waters,  and  we  had  not  more 
than  seven— in  Australia  five,  the  Cape 
four,  on  the  East  India  Station  five, 
which  brought  the  total  up  to  60, 
whereas  we  had  only  got  40,  as  he  had 
just  shown.  Any  Admiral  in  command 
of  a  fleet  would  say  that  these  cruisers 
were  necessary  to  form  one  of  the  com- 
ponent parts.  But  the  number  he  had 
given  left  none  for  the  protection  of 
our  great  Mercantile  Marine.  To  make 
up  the  deficiency  we  should  build  at 
once  20  more — five  of  the  Autiraiian 
elass,  at  a  cost  of  £260,000  each,  in  all 
£1,300,000;  Id  of  a  new  class  of  2,000 
tons,  of  20  knots,  costing  £110,000  each, 
or  £1,650,000  in  all.  That  would  give 
us  not  one  more  than  we  ought  to  have. 
This  class  of  vessels  would  be  very  cheap 
for  what  they  could  do.  These  cotdd  not 
be  utilised  to  protect  the  great  Mercan- 
tile Marine  of  this  country,  bat  were 
neoesssry  simply  to  put  the  Fleet  in  the 
condition  in  which  it  ought  to  be  with 
regard  to  cruisers.  Three  torpedo  depot 


ships  du»ild  also  be  laid  down.  In 
alt  classes  connected  with  torpedo  war- 
fare we  were  lamentably  weak,  and 
we  ought  therefore  to  immediately  lay 
down  three  torpedo  depot  shiiu  of  the 
Seeia  class,  with  a  speed  of  at  least  19 
knots.  These  should  have  a  considerable 
capability  of  carrying  coal,  and  all  the 
necessaries  for  torpedo  warfare — mines, 
conneotiog  wires,  batteries,  buoys,  spare 
Whiteheads,  defence  nets,  and  all  kinds 
of  mooring  gear  for  torpedoes.  They 
should  also  have  workshops,  so  as  to  be 
able  to  provide  against  the  various 
casualties  that  might  occur,  and  carry  a 
large  number  of  supernumerary  artificers 
and  stokers.  They  ought  also  to  carry 
a  lai^e  supply  of  booms,  so  that  they 
might  run  up  a  boom  if  they  wanted  to 
do  so— as  was  .lately  done  on  the  Ooast 
of  Ireland — as  it  must  be  remembered 
that  the  ships  that  would  form  a  fight- 
ing fleet  now  would  carry  no  spars  for 
I'iKffinS  up  a  boom.  He  would  now 
turn  to  the  seagoing  torpedo  vessels. 
This  was  another  class  they  were  very 
weak  in—  lamentabW  weak— when  they 
looked  at  France.  Our  Navy  had  three 
HeottU  laid  down  and  one  building ;  two 
CurUws,  which  were  useless,  and  four 
OraMhoppert,  which  was  a  very  excellent 
class.  The  latter  were  450  tons  bur- 
den, and  their  speed  20  knots.  These, 
with  the  Polyphemus,  made  only  11 
seagoing  torpedo  boats.  He  believed 
the  French  had  now  about  eight  sea- 
going torpedo  vessels,  and  had  laid 
down  another  12.  We  had  only  got 
out  one  of  these,  and  would  only  have 
1 1  altogether.  To  put  our  Navy  right 
in  this  class,  he  would  say  that  we 
ought  to  build  21  of  the  Oratshopper 
class  at  £57,000  a-piece.  That  would 
make  another  £1,217,000.  He  would 
now  speak  of  another  class  of  torpedo 
boats,  and  he  should  like  to  point  out 
that  all  these  classes  were  absolutely 
necessary  for  warfare.  It  could  not 
be  said  that  the  Navy  should  have  one 
class  of  vessel  only.  England's  duties 
were  so  many  and  varied  on  the  sea 
that  it  was  necessary  to  provide  all 
these  olasses  for  the  work  that  would 
have  to  be  done  under  the  different 
ciroumstances  of  war.  He  would  sug- 
gest that  they  should  do  away  wiui 
all  olasses  of  torpedo  vessels  of  the  boat 
class  between  the  ISA-feet  seagoing 
boat  and  the  66-feet  boat  that  was  now 
carried  in  the  Swlaj  and  that  would  be 
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carried  in  the  to^udo  boat  ships.  Hov 
did  the  Navy  ataud  with  the  only  boats 
over  100  feet  considered  useful  in  rough 
weather  ?   Qreat  Britain  had  69 ;  Ger- 
many. 59;  Italy,  47;  France,  57;  Bus- 
aia,  26 ;  Austria,  30.   He  thought  the 
House  would  agree  with  him  that  he 
did  not  exaggerate  when  he  said  that 
our  Navy  was  lamentably  deficient  in 
numbers  in  this  class.    He  had  said 
that  the  Navy  should  have  the  135-feet 
boat,  and  he  wished  to  give  his  reasons 
for  suggesting  it.    The  125-feet  boats 
were  good  boats,  but  only  ran  19  knots; 
and  a  half-knot,  he  would  point  out, 
might   win  an  action.     The  135-feet 
boat,  the  Falke,  he  went  down  to  see 
the  other  day.    It  was  an  Austrian 
boat,  and  our  Navy  had  ordered  one  of 
them,  Spain  had  ordered  two,  and  Italy 
had  ordered  two.   The  beauty  of  thu 
boat  was  that  she  could  go  23  knots. 
The  135-feet  boat  could  only  go  19 
knots;  therefore  he  thought  that  the 
Navy  should  have  the  13d-feet  boat, 
and  nothing  between  that  and  the  boat 
that  was  hoisted  on  the  torpedo  ship. 
France  had  ordered  a  large  number  of 
boats  of  this  description  to  go  about 
the  same  speed.    At  the  present  time 
our  Navy  had  64  laid  down  of  the  125- 
feet  boat,  and  only  one  of  the  135-feet 
boat,  Falkecla&s.  Austria  had  ordered  10 
of  this  class  to  be  completed  every  year. 
Considering  the  activity  displayed  by 
all  foreign  natioos  on  this  question  of 
torpedo  warfare,  he  contended  that  Eng- 
land was  not  efficiently  provided  in  this 
direction,  and  would  not  be  efficiently 
provided  if  it  went  to  war  in  its  present 
state.    He  could  speak  strongly  on  this 
question,  and  he  Uiought  it  would,  for 
instance,  have  been  perfect  madness  to 
have  sent  the  Fleet— ^though  it  was  in 
good  order  and  was  formidable — under 
Admiral  Hoskios  to  the  Baltic  last  year, 
because  the  Fleet  could  have  taken  only 
eight  torpedo  boats,  out  of  which  only 
two  could  be  called  efficient.  They  were 
going  to  surprise  or  capsize  the  Bus- 
sians,  who,  on  the  other  band,  had  98 
torpedo  boats,  35  of  them  beiog  really 
good ;  but,  as  he  told  the  Bussian  Minis- 
ter Iflist  night,  if  he  bad  bad  one  man 
there  with  a  head  on,  he  ought  to  have 
blown  the  English  Fleet  out  of  the  water. 
Then,  again,  we  had  only  three  firms  in 
England  that  could  make  torpedo  boats. 
There  were  four ;  bat  only  three  worked 
fur  the  Oovemment.    If  a  panic  oc- 
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curred,  therefore,  they  would  not  be 
able  to  get  the  necessary  work  done, 
even  if  the  pressure  was  tremendous. 
There  was  this  danger  with  reference 
to  this  point — that  France  had  eight 
firms,  Germany  six,  and  Italy  six,  to 
do  work  of  this  nature.  That  was  a 
very  important  point,  and  it  should  be 
thought  out  with  regard  to  what  might 
happen  in  the  future.  The  clever  man 
was  the  man  who  looked  ahead.  He 
would  suggest  that  the  Admiralty  should 
at  once  build  40  of  the  /a/X*^  class  boats. 
These  would  cost£l7,000  each.  He  did 
not  know  why  they  should  pay  that  sum, 
seeing  that  the  Austrian  Government 
paid  only  £12,000  for  them.  That, 
however,  was  a  question  between  the 
Qovernmeot  and  the  contractor.  That 
was  the  end  of  the  expenditure  which 
he  suggested.  He  now  wished  to  touch 
upon  other  questions  which  were  very 
important,  but  not  quite  of  such  vitiu 
importanoe  as  that  of  which  he  had 
been  speaking.  In  the  first  place,  he 
wished  to  say  something  as  to  the 
education  of  the  officers  and  men.  It 
was  all  very  well  to  build  ships 
and  have  guns ;  but  all  this  was  of  no 
use  unless  they  taught  the  officers  and 
men  how  to  use  their  weapons.  The 
officers  and  men  had  never  been  in  the 
Xwsition  to  know  how  to  work  the  naval 
weapons  which  they  would  have  to  work 
in  time  of  war.  It  was  not  only  unfair, 
but  absolutely  dangerous,  that  such  a 
state  of  things  should  exist.  Ever  since 
England  had  been  England,  the  pertonntl 
of  the  Navy  had  never  been  better  than 
now ;  and  all  that  the  officers  and  men 
wanted  was  to  learn  what  they  would 
have  to  do  in  time  of  war.  Every  Fleet 
should  once  a-year  be  put  into  a  position 
which  it  would  occupy  if  war  were  de- 
clared. As  it  was,  it  was  exactly  in  the 
same  position  as  a  General  who  hod  on 
Army  consisting  of  heavy  Siege  Artillery 
only,  without  Infantry,  Horse  or  Field 
Artillery,  or  Cavalry.  The  Fleets  had 
never  been  grouped  together  as  they 
would  be  in  time  of  war ;  and  it 
was  a  moat  important  thing  that  the 
officers  and  men  should  know  how  to 
work  their  ships  at  great  speed.  It 
was  a  difficult  thiug  to  do — it  was  a 
very  difficult  thin^f,  he  assured  the 
House— to  steady  a  nervous  man  for  the 
first  time  on  board  a  torpedo  boat  at 
full  speed ;  and  he  should  be  happy  to 
give  hon.  Members  some  day  a  dumce 
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of  tryiof;  the  experiment.  He  kad  had 
a  great  number  of  letters  expresaing  the 
opinionB  of  his  brother  officers ;  and  they 
all  told  him  that  they  eained  moru  know- 
ledge theotherdayunderAdmiral  Hornby 
during  the  manoeuvres  on  the  Irish 
Coast  than  they  had  obtained  through 
many  years'  previous  service,  because 
they  had  been  put  in  the  positions  which 
they  would  occupy  if  war  was  declared. 
Then,  with  regard  to  the  question  of 
training  squadrons,  they  could  not  do 
anything  on  the  water  with  any  man  so 
well  as  with  a  trained  sailor.  The  man 
who  had  been  aooustomed  from  his  boy- 
hood to  work  aloft  posseesed  that  readi- 
ness of  resource  and  that  independence 
of  action  which,  could  not  be  got  by  a 
man  in  any  other  way.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  the  House  would  see  the 
necessity  of  having  training  squadrons, 
although  they  might  cost  a  little  money. 
They  should  never  forget  that  the  men 
should  be  trained  first  of  all  with  the 
yards  and  masts.  Yards  and  masts, 
however,  should  not  be  parts  of  the  first- 
clasB  ships.  They  should  never  have  a 
fleet  without  colliers  and  ammunition 
ships ;  and  this,  he  wished  to  point  out, 
was  a  very  important  matter.  At  every 
station  the  Fleet  should  be  assembled 
every  year  for  evolutions ;  and,  as  far  as 
possible,  these  evolutions  should  be  car- 
ried out  by  the  order  of  the  Admiralty. 
Added  to  this,  the  Admiralty  should 
have  a  torpedo  squadron  formed  every 
year  for  evolutionary  purposes,  the  same 
as  the  Austrian  and  German  Navies  did 
at  present.  These  were  points  he  had 
not  included  in  the  work  which,  in 
his  opinion,  ought  to  be  taken  in 
hand  at  onoe  for  the  English  Navy. 
Qoing  to  other  matters,  he  submitted 
that  the  Admiralty  ought  to  organize 
the  Mercantile  Marine.  Some  of  the 
vessels  of  the  Mercantile  Marine  were 
supposed  to  carry  guns ;  but  these  were 
only  40-poimder  breech-loading  gims 
and  64-pouuder  muzzle-loading  guns.  At 
present  we  could  only  arm  some  20  ves- 
sels in  that  way ;  but  he  wished  to  point 
out  that  the  guns  they  earned  were  per- 
fectly useless  against  the  modem  vessels 
that  would  be  brought  to  attack  them. 
The  question  of  arming  the  Mercantile 
Marine  was  one  of  very  grave  import- 
ance, because  those  vessels  would  have 
to  defend  themselves  in  time  of  war. 
Accordingly  he  would  have  places  like 
Pembroke  fitted  up,  so  that  in  time  of 

VOL.  OOCHIL    [thzbd  bbbdis.] 


war  the  merchant  vessel  could  run  in, 
ship  her  guns,  and  thenlook  after  herself . 
It  must  be  remembered  that  on  those 
vessels  we  depended  to  carry  our  food 
euppliea  and  the  raw  material  essential 
to  the  commercial  life  of  the  country. 
The  food  supplies  alone  last  year  repre- 
sented a  value  of  £140,163,845.  That 
was  an  enormous  amount  to  trust  to 
Providence,  for  it  came  to  that  and  was 
nothing  else.  If  one  or  two  determined 
cruisers  were  to  get  in  the  way  and  stop 
the  food  supplies,  what  would  be  the 
result  ?  We  might  win  our  actions  at 
sea ;  but  the  people  would  have  to  pay 
£20,000,000  more  for  the  food  that 
would  come  into  the  country,  the  prices 
would  so  go  up.  The  organization  of 
the  Naval  Reserve  was  another  matter 
of  enormous  importance.  In  that  re- 
spect how  did  we  compare  with  France, 
which  had  the  best  Naval  Eeserve  of 
all  the  Continental  Powers  ?  The  Eoyal 
Navy  of  France  was  190,000,  all  told, 
out  of  which  130,000  were  Beserve  men 
— men  who  had  passed  through  training 
in  a  man-of-war,  and  were  capable  of 
carrying  out  the  orders  given  them  when 
they  were  sent  on  board  a  ship.  Eng- 
land, on  the  other  hand,  had  only  79,900, 
all  told,  out  of  whioh  she  had  only 
18,500  Beserve.  These  were  plain  facts 
which  would  be  found  very  serions  if  we 
went  to  war ;  and  war,  as  everyone  knew, 
was  in  these  da^  a  very  sudden  afiiur. 
It  would,  he  thought,  be  easy  to  have  a 
plan  by  which  a  large  number  of  our 
merchant  seamen  should  go  through  the 
Eoyal  Navy  for  two,  three,  or  five  years 
as  the  case  might  be,  and  have  a  retain- 
ing fee.  In  that  way  the  Admiralty 
would  be  able  to  lay  hands  on  men  all 
over  the  world  if  war  was  declared. 
The  question  with  regard  to  the  defeuoe 
of  the  coaling  stations  was  a  simple 
marvel  to  all  naval  officers.  The  late 
Lord  Dundonald,  who  was  the  greatest 
naval  genius  that  a  country  ever  pro- 
duced, used  to  say — "Directly  you  pro- 
duce steam  and  propel  your  vessels  by 
machinery,  what  England  ought  to  do 
is  to  take  all  the  coaling  stations  she 
can,  and  then  set  to  work  and  spend  as 
much  money  as  possible  in  getting  them 
ready  and  fortified  before  she  even  builds 
her  fleet  of  steamers."  Lord  Dundonald 
spoke  like  a  sensible  man.  How  were 
we  now?  The  Admiralty,  of  course, 
said  that  the  coaling  stations  came  under 
the  Military  Vote ;  but  directly  war  was 
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declared  the  Admiral  must  send  two  of 
hie  best  ships  to  defend  the  coaling  sta- 
tions.  Coals  were  the  very  breath  of 
life  to  the  Fleet.    Another  point  he 
wished  to  allude  to  was  with  regard  to 
Coast  defence.  Considering  the  fact  that 
OUT  Coast  line,  without  the  Colonies  at 
all,  was  a  great  deal  larger  than  the 
French  Coast  line,  he  submitted  that  the 
Admiralty  should  organize  some  system 
of  Naval  Yoluuteers.    He  believed  they 
might  develop  a  system  analogous  to 
our  magitificeDt  Army  of  citizen  soldiers 
that  supported  the  Army,  which  would 
be  of  immense  service  to  the  Navy. 
Now,  he  was  sorry  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  was 
not  in  his  place,  because  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  would  be  so  interested  in  the 
cost  of  his  little  scheme.   It  amounted 
to  £5,577,000.    In  looking  at  expense 
there  was  also  a  question  of  economy  to 
be  considered ;  and  he  should  like  to 
see  the  Admiralty  order  home  imme- 
diately the  38  obsolete  boats  they  had 
now  at  diflferent  stations,  because  other- 
wise they  would  have  to  repair  them. 
That  would  be  a  useless  and  needless 
expense.    These  boats  also  created  an 
enormous  danger,  because  they  went  at 
BO  slow  a  pace  that  it  would  be  no  diffi- 
cult enterprize  for  a  smart  Frenchman 
or  Italian  to  go  and  mop  the  whole  lot 
np,  every  one  of  them.    He  was  afraid 
that  was  hardly  Farliamentary  language. 
At  any  rate,  a  good  cruiser  could  tf^e 
them  all.   That  would  be  a  terrible 
thii^  for  England  with  the  telegrams  of 
"Another  British  gunboat  taken"  and 
•'Another  British  gunboat  gone  wrong." 
Now,  that  was  not  only  possible,  but 
probable.    If,  however,  these  obsolete 
veesels  wore  not  ordered  home,  the  best 
thing  that  could  happen  would  be  for 
each  of  their  Commanders  to  blow  his 
ship  up  and  swim.    He  congratulated 
the  present  Board  that  they  were  going 
cm  with  the  whole  Northbrook  pro- 
gramme, and  also  with  that  of  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  George  Hamilton) ; 
but,  even  with  the  increased  Estimate, 
the  Navy  was  not  in  the  position  that 
the  country  thought  it  was.   Now  came 
the  point,  where  was  the  money  to  come 
from  ?   He  had  a  proposal  for  that  diffi- 
culty.  It  was  not  possible  to  say  that 
these  £5,000,000  should  be  thrown  on 
the  taxpayer,  because  he  did  not  think 
the  taxpayer  was  in  a  position  to  pay  it. 
Suppose  they  were  to  say  they  would 
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pay  for  the  ships  when  they  were  com- 
pleted.   He  would  suggest  that  the 
money  should  be  taken  out  of  the  Sink- 
ing Fund.  Supposing  the  National  Debt 
was  to  be  extinguished  in  100  years, 
why  should  it  not  be  postponed  for  102 
years,  and  thus  enable  us  to  put  the 
Navy  in  an  efficient  condition  ?   If  their 
Navy  was  broken  through  their  posterity 
might  have  the  satisfaction  of  paying 
double  the  National  Debt.    If  the  Navy 
was  broken,  and  the  6rst  line  of  their 
defence  destroyed,  this  Empire  would  be 
wrecked  before  they  could  bring  her 
great  latent  wealth  and  power  to  work. 
Let  them  mi^e  the  first  line  of  dofence 
strong,  and  they  would  run  no  danger. 
Better  prevent  a  war  hy  a  few  millions 
than  spend  many  millions  after  a  war 
has  broken  out.    It  was  said — "  Oh,  the 
Navy  Estimates  are  always  increasing." 
Of  course  they  were.    In  1 854  they  were 
£7,500,000  sterling,  and  the  Navy  had 
to  defend  £268,000,000  of  imports  and 
exports.    In  1883  they  were  £9,750.000, 
and  the  Navy  had  todefend  £732,000,000 
exports  and  imports.    The  proportions 
were  not  fair.   He  had  a  stronger  argu- 
ment than  those  he  had  advanced.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  would  agree  with 
him  with  regard  to  this — that  they  threw 
a  great  de^  of  money  away  in  panics. 
When  war  loomed  in  the  distance  th^ 
ordered  all  sorts  of  things  they  did  not 
want.   This  was  very  demoralizing,  and 
he  wanted  to  stop  that.    He  asked  for 
£5,000,000  to  do  it.    Why,  £2,000,000 
last  year  were  thrown  into  the  sea,  and 
that  was  £2,000,000  which  the  taxpayers 
had  to  pay — not  the  way  he  proposed. 
It  was  used  to  hire  and  fit  out  the 
great  mercantile  ships,  and  it  was  used 
to  retain  ships  which  it  was  feared  other 
Governments  would  buy.    If  they  had 
their  own  ships  they  would  not  have  to 
do  that,  and  he  maintained  that  was  one 
very  strong  argument  for  his  Motion. 
Bo  not  let  them  go  into  these  panics. 
They  demoralized  the  country,  and  they 
were  not  English.   He  had  endeavoured 
to  give  a  plain  statement  of  the  actual 
facts,  and  ne  had  endeavoured  to  avoid 
exag^ration.   The  question  was  one 
devoid  of  dl  Party  feeling.  These  great 
defences  of  ours  were  National.  The 
British  man-of-war's  man  was  not  a 
panic-monger.  He  believed  every  single 
brother  officer  that  he  had  the  honour  to 
serve  with  would  agree  with  him  in  all 
these  points.   Let  them  not  consider  for 
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a  moment  that  he  was  carried  away,  by 
being  a  seaman,  with  a  desire  to  spend 
money  on  the  Service  which  was  not 
necessary.  He  did  not  think  there  was 
much  danger  of  that,  after  the  facts  and 
figures  which  he  had  given  to  the  House. 
He  would  like  the  House  to  remember 
that  this  splendid  Empire  which  was 
built  by  their  forefathers,  and  which 
extended  to  every  point  of  the  compass, 
depended  entirely  upon  our  supremacy 
at  sea;  and  were  they  to  jeopardize  the 
permanence  of  that  heritage  for  some 
taifling  sum  of  money  ?  Why  not  spend 
a  little  money,  and  make  a  certain^  of 
leaving  this  splendid  inheritance  to 
the  future  generations  of  Eoglisbmen, 
by  putting  their  naval  supremacy  be- 
yond doubt?  The  noble  and  gallant 
Lord  concluded  by  moving  the  Beso- 
lutiou  of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Me.  GOUELEY  (Sunderland),  in 
rising  to  second  the  Motion,  said,  he 
confessed  he  could  not  see  why  the  tax- 
payers of  this  generation  alone  should 
pay.  The  present  was  a  most  opportune 
occasion  for  engaging  in  this  work, 
liabour  and  materials  were  both  cheap. 
In  his  own  borough  of  Sunderland  they 
were  providing  relief  works  for  15,000 
Boulq  daily,  and  he  held  that  a  great 
deal  of  this  distress  might  be  ameliorated 
if  the  Gtovemment  would  give  out  those 
orders  which  were  absolutely  necessary. 
It  was  the  duty  of  the  Government,  at  a 
time  of  depression  such  as  the  present, 
to  do  all  that  they  could  to  give  the 
starving  labourers  bread  and  cheese. 
Thousands  of  miserable  people  were 
eking  out  a  miserable  existence,  while 
Ministers  did  nothing  for  them.  The 
present  Government  had  ridden  into 
power  on  the  back  of  three  acres  and  a 
cow,  and  had  done  nothing  since  they 
had  00 me  into  power  to  ameliorate  the 
condition  of  the  great  masses  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  Our  Navy  was 
in  a  condition,  when  compared  with  the 
Fleets  of  other  European  Powers,  which 
urgently  required  consideration.  At  the 
time  of  the  Freneh  Eevolution,  when 
England  was  mistress  of  the  seas,  the 
rest  of  the  Naval  Powers  of  Europe  had 
only  180  ships  of  Uie  line,  while  Eng- 
land had  207.  Now  the  proportion  was 
a  very  different  one.  With  regard  to 
her  naval  power,  England  ought,  in- 
stead of  being  in  arreara,  to  be  in  ad- 
vance of  all  other  nations ;  but  this  was 
by  no  means  the  case.   Taking  the  case 


of  torpedo  boats,  we  found  other  nations 

greatly  ahead  of  ourselves,  both  in  the 
numbers  of  these  boats  and  in  the  speed 
which  they  attained,  the  latter  being  a 
question  greatly  neglected  by  the  Ad- 
miralty. An  objection  was  made  by 
every  Government  to  any  advance  in  our 
naval  policy,  on  aocouut  of  the  cost ; 
but  when  they  came  to  compare  the  cost 
of  providing  additions  to  the  Navy  in 
time  of  peace  with  what  it  was  in  time 
of  panic,  they  found  it  was  infinitely 
cheaper  to  do  the  work  in  time  of  peace. 
With  our  Dockyards  and  private  yards 
we  had  very  great  facilities  for  provid- 
ing what  was  wanted  for  our  Navy ;  and 
it  was  the  duty  of  this  country  not  to 
follow  a  cheesepariug  policy,  but  to  pro- 
vide all  the  vessels  necessary  for  the 
protection  of  our  great  Empire.  Having 
regard  to ourimmense  Mercantile  Marine 
it  would  require  a  very  strong  Naval 
Force  to  protect  it  in  time  of  war.  He 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  give 
out  orders  for  the  building  of  the  ships 
that  were  required,  and  would  do  so  at 
once,  as  thereby  tbey  would  do  some- 
thiug  towards  relieving  the  congestion 
of  labour  in  the  shipbuilding  ports. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That"  to  the 
end  of  Vtia  Qaeation,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  now  would  be  a  saitable  opportunity  for  the 
Sinking  Fund  to  he  suspended,  or  Terminahle 
Aanuities  created,  in  oraer  to  put  the  Royal 
Navy  in  that  state  of  efficiency  which  is  neces- 
sary for  the  safety  of  the  Empire,  at  the  least 
possible  expense  to  the  Counby,  owing  to  the 
cheapness  of  mnterial  at  the  present  time," — 
{Lord  Gharitt  £grea/»rd,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Question." 

Mr.  BETHELL  (York,  E.  E.,  Holder- 
ness)  said,  he  had  listened  with  great  in- 
terest to  the  speech  of  the  noble  and  gal- 
lant Lord  the  Member  for  Marylebone 
(Lord  Oharles  Bereaford),  with  which 
he  agreed  almost  entirely.  He  would, 
however,  ask  the  House  to  follow  him 
into  some  other  considerations.  The 
great  point  of  interest  in  naval  matters 
was  not  now  what  it  had  been  for  many 
years.  Down  to  1880  the  centre  of  in- 
terest in  the  Nary  was  in  the  contest 
between  guns  and  armour.  There  was 
now  no  interest  in  that  contest,  although 
neither  naval  architects  nor  the  makers 
of  guns  would  admit  that  th^  had  been 
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defeated  by  their  rtTals.  For  years  the 
pendulum  bad  been  swinging  towards 
the  supremacy  of  the  gun  ;  but  now  the 
centre  of  interest  had  been  changed  in 
consequence  of  the  discovery  within  the 
last  few  years  of  a  new  weapon,  which 
had,  in  the  opinion  of  mobt,  dethroned 
the  gun  from  its  supremacy  as  a  naval 
weapon.  The  contest  was  now  between 
the  gun  and  the  torpedo,  which  supplied 
what  naval  men  had  long  desired — the 
means  of  wounding  an  antagonist  below 
the  water  line.  Science,  which  had 
giren  us  the  torpedo,  would,  no  doubt, 
greatly  develop  its  power.  As  big  ships 
were  tiie  corollary  of  large  guns,  so 
small  abipB  were  the  corollary  of  the 
torpedo.  Between  guns  and  armour 
the  contest  was,  be  might  say,  a  friendly 
one,  because  large  guns  implied  large 
ships,  and  large  ships  with  heavy  armour 
called  for  larger  guns.  But  whether 
the  g^n  or  the  torpedo  was  found  most 
useful,  the  victor  in  the  contest  must 
displace  the  other.  If  it  be  true  that 
the  torpedo  is  the  weapon  of  the  future, 
were  the  Admiralty  doing  everything 
possible  to  develop  that  weapon?  As 
yet  that  weapon  was  in  a  chrysalis  state, 
and  would  emerge  something  very  much 
more  formidable.  He  would  ask  the 
Admiralty  if  everything  was  being  done 
to  further  the  progress  of  that  weapon 
from  the  toroedo  to  the  submarine  gun  ? 
He  urged  this  question  upon  them  for 
this  reason — that  whoever  made  the 
most  progress  with  the  torpedo  would 
undoubtedly  have  a  great  advantage 
in  the  event  of  being  engaged  in 
war.  He  had  very  great  faith  in  the 
torpedo  school  of  our  Navy.  It  had 
improved  enormously  of  recent  years, 
and  the  officers  were  men  of  very  con- 
siderable attainments ;  but  from  the  very 
nature  of  the  case  the  school  might  be 
the  nursery,  but  could  never  be  the 
workshop  of  invention.  We  knew  the 
direction  in  which  torpedo  development 
was  going,  and  we  wanted  to  call  on  the 
inventive  faculties  of  our  countrymen  to 
further  that  progress,  that  we  might  be 
the  first  with  a  really  effective  weapon 
that  could  not  come  from  a  school.  The 
groove  was  too  narrow.  We  must  look 
for  inventive  talent  deewhere.  This 
country  ought  to  be  as  forward  as  pos- 
nble  in  developing  a  weapon  which 
would  become  the  weapon  of  the  future, 
and  which  would  upset  all  the  present 
shipbuilding  plans  and  thewies.  In 

Mr.  £ethtU 


comparatively  recent  events  the  same 

arguments  might  be  applied.    It  was 
notorious  that  the  Navy  had  to  be  en- 
tirely re-armed  because  the  Admiralty 
did  not  recognize  in  time  that  breech- 
loading  guns  were  the  guns  of  the  future. 
That  would  have  been  recognized  earlier 
if  there  had  been  an  expenditure  of 
money  in  calling  forth  inventive  talent 
to    solve    the    difficulty    about  the 
mechanism  to  close  the  breach  of  the 
gun.  Butwehadnowtore-anntheNavy 
at  enormous  expense.   As  was  well 
known,  the  battle  of  Sadowa  was  lost 
because  the  Austrians  had  not  then 
adopted  the  new  mechanism  of  the  rifle. 
Again,  with  torpedo  boats  we  were  not 
ready,  and,  in  the  case  of  panic,  we  had 
to  spend  large  sums  in  hunying  them 
forward.    It  was  the  manifest  duty  of 
the  Admiralty  to  offer  every  inducement 
to  inventive  talent,  so  that  this  country 
might  take  the  lead  in  the  development 
of  the  torpedo.   In  such  matters  it  was 
necessary  to  be  first  in  the  field.  He 
did  not  presume  to  speak  for  a  large 
number  of  the  Profession.    These  were 
his  personal  opinions  in  regard  to  tor* 
pedoes.    He  rather  took  issue  witii  his 
noble  Friend  in  reference  to  iron-clads. 
His  noble  Friend  said  he  would  not  go 
in  for  iron-olads,  and  he  agreed  with 
him ;  but  then  his  noble  Friend  went 
on  to  say  if  other  countries  built  iron- 
clads we  must  follow  than.   Now,  that 
he  doubted.   If  this  country  reiJly  held 
the  first  rank  as  a  naval  sdentifio  Power, 
we  ought  to  be  able  to  trust  to  our  own 
opinion  as  to  what  was  the  best  weapon, 
rather  than  to  copy  other  nations.  We 
ought  to  be  able  to  see  that  the  torpedo 
was  the  best  weapon,  and  stick  to  that, 
never  caring  what  other  nations  might 
do.    We  should  not  build  big  ships 
carrying  big  guns  merely  because  other 
Powers  had  done  so.     At  the  present 
moment  we  were  going  to  build  three 
or  four  large    iron-^ds;    but  any 
of  these,   and  any   iron-clad  afioat, 
could  be  disabled   by  a  blow  irom 
a  torpedo.    [Sir  Kdwabd  Beed:  No.] 
Yes;  disabled  in  such  a  manner  tiiat 
she  would  fall  a  ready  prey  to  an- 
other vesseL    There  were  absolutely 
no  means  whatever  of  protecting  large 
vessels  from  torpedoes,  and  a  blow  from 
a  torpedo  would  disable  any  iron-clad 
ship  afioat.    It  might  be  said  armour- 
clad  ships  could  be  defended  by  machine 
guns  and  by  nets;  but  he  questioned  both 
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propositions.  If  it  wero  proved  to  be 
true  that  armour-clad  ships  could  be 
defended  from  torpedo  boats  by  machine 
guns,  the  ansnrer  would  be  forthcomiug 
in  making  these  boats  strong  enough  to 
resist  the  machine  guns.  Then  would 
come  the  contest  between  machine  guns 
and  torpedo  boats.  Then  it  might  be 
said  nets  might  be  hung  around  a  big 
ahip  to  keep  off  torpedoes ;  but  in  doing 
that  we  should  be  abst^utely  undoing 
what  we  had  spent  enormous  sums  of 
money  to  do — building  great  men-of-war 
of  great  speed  and  great  capacity  for 
turning.  The  mere  fact  of  hanging  nets 
around  abolished  those  conditions.  The 
big  ships  with  big  guns  we  were  now 
building  were  rather  the  reflex  of  the 
old  contest  he  had  described.  He  ques- 
tioned whether  they  were  desirable,  and 
he  was  afraid  they  were  only  an  answer 
to  another  Power,  and  he  denied  that 
that  was  a  wise  policy.  In  March  last 
year  some  remarks  were  made  by  Lord 
Northbrook,  which  showed  him  that  the 
opinion  he  was  plaoiag  before  the  House 
was,  in  theory,  neld  by  the  Admiralty, 
but  not  carried  out  in  practice.  Lord 
Northbrook  said — 

"  The  value  of  the  torpedo  attack  was  likely 
to  increase.  .  .  He  did  not  mean  alone,  or 
even  Drincipally  attacks  hy  torpedo  boats ;  but 
...  it  might  be  preferable  to  see  ships  of  a 
smaller  class.  ,  ,  He  ontirelv  agreed,  however, 
with  the  opinions  expressed  by  the  French 
Minister  of  Marine  that  it  would  bo  pramaturo 
at  present  to  give  up  building  iron-clnds,  be- 
cause .  .  .  those  large  ships  must  probably 
constitute  the  most  important  element  in  the 
Fleets  of  the  vorid.'^— (3  Santard,  [295] 
238.) 

And  Lord  Northbrook,  having  pointed 
out  that  a  policy  of  building  big  ships 
had  been  followed  all  through  the  Ad- 
ministration, and  that  since  then  torpe- 
does had  arisen,  making  an  enormous 
difference  in  the  policy  that  ought  to  bo 

Eureued,  yet,  with  that  fresh  on  his  lips, 
e  said — 

**  But  wfi  must  continue  to  build  l>ig  ships 
and  big  gons,  because  other  Powers  do  so." 

Surely  the  answer  ought  to  be — If  big 
ships  are  being  built  we  must  meet  tbem 
with  torpedoes.  Lord  Northbrook  and 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Sir 
Thomas  Brassey)  at  the  time  both  held 
the  view  that  the  evolution  of  the  Navy 
had  been  in  the  direction  of  torpedoes ; 
but,  instead  of  recognizing  that  in  prac- 
tice, they  clung  to  their  old  idea  of 
building  big  ships.  In  expressing  a 
preference  for  small  as  against  big  ships, 
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he  expressed  an  individual  opinion ;  but 
naval  opinion  was  not  made  up  on  the 
point.  It  was  in  no  sense  against  him. 
Everything  seemed  to  point  to  the  fact 
that  the  torpedo  must  be  the  weapon  of 
the  future,  and  that  the  ^un  would  be 
practioaUy  displaced  from  its  old  supre- 
macy. The  noble  and  gallant  Lord  (Lord 
Oharlos  Beresford)  had  something  to  say 
about  education,  and  in  much  of  that  he 
agreed.  He  might  put  it  in  a  ooncreto 
form,  with  regard  to  the  management  of  . 
a  Fleet.  There  had  never  been  an  in- 
stance, so  far  as  he  knew,  of  anj  British 
Squadron  or  Fleet  having  been  exercised 
in  those  evolutions  which  would  be 
necessary  in  battle  at  full  speed.  Hon. 
Members  of  the  House  not  familiar  with 
naval  matters  should  understand  the 
enormous  difference  there  was  between 
the  management  of  a  vessel  going  at 
slow  speed  and  at  great  speed.  In  the 
flrst  case  the  management  was  of  a 
clumsy  weapon  with  plenty  of  time  for 
consideration  ;  but,  as  soon  as  speed  was 
increased,  then  you  bad  a  weapon  of  ex- 
treme sensibility,  requiring  the  greatest 
practical  knowledge  of  management,  and 
requiring  very  great  nerve  indeed  to  ma- 
noeuvre. But  would  the  House  believe 
that,  knowing  as  we  did  that  in  all  human 
probability  battles  would  be  fought 
with  ships  going  at  the  utmost  speed  of 
which  they  are  capable,  no  squadron 
had  ever  been  exercised  under  those 
conditions  ?  The  reason,  he  supposed, 
was  because  of  the  expenditure  in  coals  ; 
but  should  that  trumpery  consideration 
of  expense  stand  in  the  way  ?  Would 
a  Fleet  be  sent  into  action  with  not  a 
single  captain  or  admiral  having  worked 
a  vessel  under  the  conditions  in  which 
he  was  about  to  fight?  It  was  perfectly 
monstrous.  With  regard  to  cowing  sta- 
tions, he  would  only  remark  that,  to  our 
modem  tbsboIb,  the  ooaling  station  was 
as  necessary  as  her  crew.  The  modem 
ship  was  a  hundred  times  as  useful 
as  any  number  of  old  ships  so  long  as  she 
had  coal ;  but  without  coal  she  was  infi- 
nitely more  useless.  This  should  be  borne 
in  mind  when  coaling  stations  came  to  be 
discussed  later  on.  He  was  not  pre- 
pared to  eay  that  our  Navy  should  be 
increased  in  proportion  to  the  increase 
of  our  commerce.  Going  through  the 
statistics  of  60  years  before  1 884,  he 
found  that,  while  the  tonnage  of  all 
vessels  over  100  tons  aggregate  tonnage 
j  had  increased  nearly  300  per  cent,  ^tt 
'  the  number  of  vessdb  in  the  Bomenenod 
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had  only  iocreased  20  per  ceot  so  far  as 
the  Navy  was  concerned.    It  was  just 
as  easy  to  attack  or  to  defend  a  big  mer- 
chant ship  as  a  small  one ;  and,  there- 
fore, there  was  no  reason  for  increasing 
our  Navy  in  proportion  to  the  increase 
in  commercial  tonnage ;   but,   on  the 
other  side  of  the  account,  it  must  be  re- 
membered that,  although  there  had  not 
been  such  a  very  large  increase  in  the 
number  of  merchant  ships*  yet  the 
amooDt  of  space  over  which  they  had 
to  pass  and  the  multiplication  of  lines 
of  commerce  had  enormously  increased. 
From  that  point  of  view  an  increase  in 
the  Navy  was  essential.    Sixty  years 
ago   our  trade  was  conBned  to  the 
West  Indies,  North  America,  the  East 
Indies,  and  the  Mediterranean ;  but 
since  then  our  enormous  China  trade 
and  Australian  trade  had  grown  up.  A 
large  trade  with  West  Africa  and  South 
America  had  developed.    Formerly  it 
was  easy  to  provide  vessels  for  the  pro- 
tection of  commerce  by  taking  merchant 
vessels  and  putting  a  few  suns  on  them, 
and  history  told  him  they  did  much  ser- 
vice both  in  attack  and  defence.  He 
denied,  however,  that  that  was  the  case 
now.    He  was  distinctly  of  opinion  that 
the  system  of  takiog  lai^e  merchant 
steamers  and  converting  them  into  ships 
for  cruising  and  men-of-war  for  pro- 
tecting our  commerce  was  a  compete 
and  ^solute  mistake.    Of  course,  be 
admitted  that  they  were  better  than  no- 
thing; but  he  maintained  that  they 
ought  to  have  something  better.  He 
said  this  for  the  simple  reason  that  the 
engines  and  motive  power  of  such 
steamers  were  almost  in  every  case  ex- 
posed and  open  to  the  enemy's  fire.  The 
large  steamships  were  capital  for  the 
purposes  for  which  they  were  built.  The 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  in  the  late 
Liberal  Administration  (Sir  Thomas 
Brassey)  had  remarked,  when  speaking 
of  the  cruisers  which  were  laid  down  by 
his  Government,  that  the  belted  cruiser 
would  scarcely  ever  become  obsolete 
through  all  the  changes  which  might 
take  place  in  the  future  of  naval  war- 
fare.  The  right  Kon.  Qentl^aa  must 
be  a  very  sanguine  man  indeed  to  make 
that  statement.   Of  coiuve,  it  might  be 
true,  but  still  it  was  a  very  bold  state- 
ment to  make,  to  say  that  any  ship 
would  through  all  the  naval  changes  of 
the  future  never  become  obsolete.  There 
was  this  difference,  in  his  opinion,  be- 

Mr.  B9ikeU 


tween  what  were  called  fighting  ships 
and  these  cruisers.    He  should  say  that 
in  a  fighting  ship  they  had  to  adapt  the 
vessels  to  the  weapons  they  would  carry ; 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  in  the  cruisers 
they  had  to  adapt  the  weapons  to  the 
vessels.    He  would  observe  that  if  they 
would  give  him  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
tecting their  commerce  vessels  which  had 
speed,  and  had  their  engines  and  motive 
power  properly  protected,  he  would  take 
what  weapons  the  Government  might 
give  them;  but  it  was  essential  t^at 
they  should  have  a  strong  motive  power 
and  a  good  protecting  power.   It  would 
be  better  if  they  could  have  good  guns 
and  torpedoes  in  these  vessels ;  but  they 
would  rather  have  the  class  of  vessels 
he  had  described,  and  put  up  with  any- 
thing in  the  way  of  arms  they  could 
get,  rather  than  go  without  swift  pro- 
tected vessels.    Altogether,  this,  he 
thought,  was  not  an  unfair  view  to  take 
of  the  matter,  and  he  believed  it  was 
one  which  the  naval  element  in  the 
Houae  would  also  adopt.    On  the  ques- 
tion of  torpedoes,  he  would  not  trouble 
the  House  at  any  greater  length.  On 
this  subject  he  was  only  anxioos  to  put 
before  Her  Majesty's  Government  the 
views  that  were  held  by  a  considerable 
section  of  his  brother  officers ;  and  he 
was  extremely  obliged  to  hoo.  Members 
for  the  indulgence  they  had  been  good 
enough  to  extend  to  him. 

Me.  D.  J.  JENKINS  (Penryn  and 
Falmouth)  said,  years  ago  Mr.  Ward 
Hunt,  the  then  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty,  had  come  down  to  the  House 
and  said  that  our  Fleet  was  simply  a 
Fleet  on  paper — a  phantom.  Of  course, 
such  a  statement  as  that,  coming  from  eo 
high  an  authority,  caused  a  great  deal  of 
unnecessary  panic;  and  he  (Mr.  J.  D. 
Jenkins)  hoped  that  nothing  that  would 
be  said,  or  had  been  said,  that  night 
would  have  the  same  effect.  When  the 
House  considered  that  naval  science  and 
gunnery  had  advanced  with  great  ra- 
pidity during  the  last  lOor  15yean,  and 
that  iron-clad  ships,  built  10  or  Ifi  years 
ago,  had  now  become  obsolete,  he 
thought  there  was  cause  for  great  con- 
gratulation on  the  part  of  the  taxpayers 
of  this  country  that  those  who  were  re- 
sponsible for  the  administration  of  the 
Navy  had  not  been  induced  to  increase 
that  expenditure  in  an  extravagant 
manner.  He  was  bound  to  believe,  not- 
withstanding the  statement  of  the  noble 
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and  gallant  Lord  that  night  (Lord 
Charles  Beresford),  that  the  responsible 
officers  at  the  Admiralty  were  better  in- 
formed of  the  true  strength  of  our  Fleet 
when  compared  with  that  of  Franoe  and 
other  great  maritime  nations  than  was 
imagined,  and  that  their  policy  was  to 
maintain  our  Fleet  in  a  state  of  effi- 
ciency, and  to  keep  it  stronger  than  the 
Fleet  of  any  other  country.  He  was  dis- 
posed to  think,  with  the  noble  and  gal- 
lant Lord,  thAt  we  were  apt  to  overrate 
the  importance  of  our  iron-clad  ships  in 
estimating  the  naval  strength  of  this 
country.  For  a  great  maritime  Power 
like  England,  he  (&Cr.  D.  J.  Jenkins) 
ag^reed  with  the  noble  and  gallant  ZiOTd 
that  it  was  necessary  that  we  should 
possess  a  large  Fleet  of  cruising  ships, 
and  that  some  of  those  vessels  should 
be  capable  of  being  propelled  by  sails  as 
well  as  by  steam.  The  noble  and  gal- 
lant Lord  had  called  attention  to  the 
torpedo.  He  (Mr.  B.  J.  Jenkins)  had 
heard  that  the  torpedo  would  be  the 
naral  weapon  of  the  future.  He  thought 
tliat  our  huge  iron-clads  would  be  all 
very  well  as  floating  batteries ;  but  that 
they  were  too  large  to  be  so  efficiently 
manipulated  as  ships  of  a  smaller  class 
or  type.  It  would,  he  considered,  be  a 
mistime  for  England  to  follow  the 
example  of  Italy  in  building  great 
monsters  armed  with  100-ton  guns; 
and  he  only  hoped  that  the  House 
would  not  listen  to  any  increased  ex- 
penditure on  the  Navy  at  present.  He 
believed  that  the  administrators  of  the 
Navy  were  going  on  as  fast  as  they 
ought  to  do ;  and  he  hoped,  at  all 
events,  we  should  not  be  thrown  into  a 
state  of  panic  by  the  statements  that 
fell  from  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord, 
or  statements  from  anybody  else  in  the 
House. 

Mb.  PEAEOE  (Lanark,  Govan),  in 
supporting  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
who  had  brought  forward  the  Motion, 
said,  he  felt  sure  his  impressive  speech 
had  convinced  the  House  of  the  neces- 
sity for  increasing  the  strength  of  the 
Navy,  and  that  the  present  was  the  time 
to  do  it.  As  that  necessity  was  the  basis 
of  the  argument  in  favour  of  giving  work 
to  the  unemployed,  he  would  like  to  sup- 
plement the  noble  Lord's  speech  by  some 
remarks  of  his  own.  A  few  nights  ago  he 
had  asked  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert)  for  a 
Beturn  to  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 


House  showing  the  cost  of  the  armoured » 
unarmoured,  protected,  and  partially 
protected  ships  of  the  British  Navy ;  and 
he  informed  him  that  the  getting  out  of 
such  a  Eetuxn  would  involve  so  much 
labour  that  he  regretted  he  could  not 
give  it  to  the  House.  He  had,  therefore, 
to  obtain  this  information  from  other 
sources ;  and  he  found  that  the  Fleet,  ex- 
cluding the  old  type  of  wooden  vessels, 
had  cost  the  oountry  about  £42,000,000. 
Another  part  of  his  Question  to  the  bon. 
Gentleman  was  as  to  what  was  the  esti- 
mated present  value  of  the  Fleet.  That 
also,  he  informed  him,  the  Admiral^  had 
no  record  of.  The  present  value  of  the 
ships  he  took  it  to  be  was  the  cost  at 
which  fighting  ships  of  their  4^raoter 
could  be  built  to  replace  them,  measured 
by  the  standard  of  offensive  power,  de- 
fensive power,  speed,  and  coal-carrying 
capacity ;  and  he  estimated  that  a  Fleet 
combining  superior  capabilities  to  the 
present  Fleet  could  be  built  for  the  sum 
of  £12,000,000.  He  thought,  if  they 
considered  the  requirements  of  the  Bri- 
tish Navy,  that  it  had  to  protect  our 
shores,  our  Colonies,  our  commerce,  and 
our  £140,000,000  of  Mercantile  Marine, 
a  Fleet  valued  only  at  £12,000,000  was 
insufficient  for  those  obligations.  That 
became  more  apparent  when  they  took 
into  oonnderation  that  other  nations  had 
of  late  years  been  building  ships  of  the 
modem  type,  and  some  of  them  not  only 
having  greater  fighting  qualities,  but 
also  superiority  in  regard  to  speed. 
Other  nations  seemed  to  have  recognized 
earlier  than  our  own  officials  had  done 
that  speed  was  one  of  the  great  factors 
in  the  war  ships  of  the  future.  Only  a 
year  ago  this  country  was  in  a  state  of 
semi-panic  because  a  war  was  thought 
to  be  probable  between  ourselves  and 
another  European  Power.  The  first 
thing  then  that  was  done  by  the  Board 
of  Admiralty  was  to  look  to  the  first  line 
of  defence,  and  what  was  the  result? 
They  found  the  Fleet  was  wofully  defi- 
cient in  fast  cruisers,  and  they  had  to 
hire  an  amateur  Fleet,  selected  from  the 
fastest  ships  in  the  Mercantile  Marine,  to 
make  up  the  deficiency.  And  what  did 
the  hire  of  this  amateur  Fleet  cost  us  ? 
Why,  it  cost  the  oonntry  £500,000  in 
six  months.  If,  in  time  of  probable  war 
only,  the  country  had  to  pay  at  the  rate 
of  £1,000,000  per  annum  for  its  defi- 
ciency in  one  respect  in  the  constitution 
J  of  the  Fleet,  what  would  it  have  to  pay 
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when  the  reality  came  f  In  his  opinion, 
unless  ve  altered-the  present  method  at 
once,  we  should  have  to  rush  in  with 

£20,000,000  to  put  the  Navy  into  such 
a  state  of  efficiency  as  to  comply  with  the 
obligations  which  would  be  imposed 
upon  it.  The  number  of  obsolete  ships 
in  the  Nary — and  he  regretted  to  say 
that  Bomo  of  them  were  of  modem 
construction — had  been  from  time  to 
time  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  J.  Reed) ;  and  he 
trusted  that  now  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  taken  a  seat  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  the  nation  would  not  be  de- 
jnrived  of  his  independent  and  valuable 
oriticisms,  but  that  he  wonld  continue  to 
urge  upon  the  Admiralty  officials  the 
proper  type  of  vessels  to  build.  It 
had  been  shown  by  the  hon.  Member — ' 
and  he  ^ite  agreed  with  Um— that 
some  of  the  vessels  at  presont  build- 
ing were  of  such  a  character  that 
there  was  every  probability  of  disaster 
befalling  them  after  an  action.  In  fact, 
their  design  was  an  invitation  to  the  in- 
ventors of  machine  guns  to  perfect  a 
system  whereby  the  unprotected  portions 
of  the  ship  forward  and  aft  might  be 
easily  cut  away,  and  so  render  them  un- 
stable in  a  sea  way  after  an  engagement. 
They  had  been  told  that  cruisers  were 
being  built  capable  of  steaming  16  or 
1 7  knots  an  hour  at  sea ;  but  he  did  not 
believe  there  was  a  ship  in  the  British 
Navy  that  could  keep  at  sea  for  three 
days  at  a  speed  of  16  knots  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  and  this  when  evei^  day  of 
the  week  vessels  were  crossing  the 
Atlantic  at  a  speed  of  fh>m  18  to  20 
knots  an  hour.  The  noble  and  gallant 
Lord  had  shown  that,  material  being 
so  much  cheaper  than  it  had  ever  beec, 
the  present  was  the  time  to  make  up  for 
the  deficiency  in  the  Navy ;  and  he  ap- 
pealed to  the  Government  to  take  this 
exceptional  opportunity  to  do  so,  and 
give  employment  to  the  thousauds  of 
workmen  unemployed  in  the  ports  where 
shipbuilding  was  carried  on.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Joseph 
Chamberlain)  told  the  House  on  Friday, 
in  the  debate  on  harbours  of  refuge,  that 
to  put  artizans  brought  up  to  work  so 
difi^rent  from  that  rough  work  required 
of  them  in  the  construction  of  harbours 
would  unfit  them  for  their  own  handi- 
craft afterwards ;  but  tiiey  did  not  ask 
that  of  the  Government — ^theyadced  the 


Qovemment  to  g^ve  work  which  they 
h^d  to  be  of  necessity  to  the  country  to 
men  who  had  been  brought  up  to  tbat 
description  of  labour.  Again,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)  told  the 
House  in  the  same  debate  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  interfere  in  pro- 
viding work  for  the  unemployed,  and 
urged  them  tu  appeal  to  their  Local 
Authorities.  Why,  the  Local  Authori- 
ties in  one  of  the  boroughs  in  the 
division  of  the  county  which  he  repre* 
sented  informed  him  that  at  the  present 
time  they  were  £1,200  short  in  the  local 
rates,  arising  from  the  inability  of  Uie 
poor  people  to  pay,  there  being  8,000 
to  9,000  men  unemployed  in  the  borough. 
These  men  had  waited,  hoping  the  Go- 
vernment would  give  them  work.  They 
had  not  rioted ;  they  had  not  de* 
monstrated ;  but  they  had  pressed  him  to 
ask  the  Government  to  look  upon  their 
sad  distress  and  employ  them  upon  work 
they  had  been  brought  up  to  perform. 
The  Government  had  now  an  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  two  great  services,  for 
which  the  country  would  give  them 
full  appreciation  ;  they  had  an  opportu- 
nity of  putting  the  Navy  in  a  state  of 
efficiency  at  a  time  when  it  could  be  done 
more  cheaply  than  possibly  at  any  time 
in  the  future ;  and  uey  had  an  opportu- 
nity of  giving  work  to  the  thousands  of 
men  in  the  shipbuilding  districts,  who 
were  literally  in  a  state  of  starvaticm.. 

SiK  DONALD  OnEEIE  (Perthshire, 
W.)  said,  he  had  heard  the  speech  of 
the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  on  this  ques- 
tion with  great  interest,  and  with  much 
of  that  speech  he  thoroughly  agreed. 
They  bad  found  out  since  me  debate  in 
December,  1884,  that  there  was  a  ne- 
cessity for  the  cry  of  that  time  when  the 
country  was  not  thoroughly  alive  to  its 
position  as  a  Naval  Power.  There  was 
the  usual  condemnation  at  that  period 
of  those  who  were  bold  enough  to  say 
something  to  the  contrary;  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Chil- 
ders),  like  former  Chancellors,  spoke  in 
favour  of  economy,  and  pointed  to  the 
experience  of  the  past  in  regard  to  ves- 
sels that  were  unsuitable.  The  noble 
and  gallant  Lord  referred  to  the  subject 
of  our  Coast  line.  Well,  he  (Sir  Donald 
Currie)  had  taken  the  figures,  and  he 
found  that  while  the  Coast  line  of 
France  was  1,200  miles,  that  of  England 
was  3,000  Ddles,  Germany  700  miles, 
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and  Italy  1,500  miles;  mother  words, 
as  regarded  our  home  defenoee  Great 
Britain  ought  to  have  a  Navy  euffi- 
ciently  powerful  to  defend  double  the 
extent  of  coast  exposed  in  Italy  or 
Franco.    But  besides  that  we  had  far 
more  ports  and  a  much  larger  trade  to 
protect.    He  remembered  saying  in  the 
debate  of  1884  that,  as  regarded  the 
Navy,  we  were  short  of  nearly  every- 
thiog.   The  House  would  he  surprised 
to  know  that  we  had  not  more  than  20 
torpedoes  at  that  time,  while  France  had 
four  times  as  many.   Now,  it  was  a 
positive  fact,  as  stated  by  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord,  that  the  British  Fleet,  if  it 
had  gone  to  the  Baltic,  would  hare  ab- 
solutely risked  destruction.  This  country 
bad  not  more  than  eight  or  nine  fit  for 
the  Baltic  service,  while  it  was  perfectly 
well  known  that  KuBsia  had  85  to  90. 
But  that  was  not  all.  Lord  Northbrook, 
then  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  in 
that  time  of  scare,  ordered  30  or  40  tor- 
pedoes in  a  day.    Why,  then,  was  it 
previously  debated  in  this  House  that 
they  had  a  sufficient  number  ?  Having 
ordered  these  torpedo   vessels,  they 
could  not  be  got  ready  in  time  before 
the  closing  of  the  Baltic ;  and  if  they 
had  been  ready  th^  would  have  been  of 
no  use,  for  there  wore  no  torpedoes  to 
put  in  them.  When  that  was  pmnted 
out  the  defence  set  up  in  that  House  was 
that  tiiey  were  to  be  torpedo  catchers. 
In  otlier  words,  the  preparations  for  the 
defence  of  this  country  and  for  attack 
against  those  who  were  superior  to  us 
in  torpedoes  amounted  to  this — that  for 
the  Baltic  campaign,  in  which  our  ships 
were  expected  to  show  off  to  somewhat 
more  advantage  than  when  Sir  Charles 
Napier  ordered  his  sailors  to  sharpen 
their  cutlasses,  we  were  actually  without 
a  sufficient  supply  of  torpedoes,  and  the 
proof  was  this.  40  were  ordered  in  a  day, 
at  a  cost  of  more  than  £500,000,  and 
these  would  have  boeu  absolutely  of  no 
service,  for  they  could  not  have  been 
ready  in  time.  In  December,  1884,  there 
was  not  a  single  torpedo  vessel  at  Ber- 
muda, Aden,  Bombay,  Singapore,  and 
other  important  naval  stations ;  it  was 
not  till  months  afterwards,  and  only  a 
short  time  ago,  that  they  were  sent  to 
the  Oape  and  other  stations.    We  had 
not  guns  to  defend  the  ports;  and  at 
Singapore  and  Hong  Kong — when  dan- 
ger from  Russia  and  France  seemed 
imminent — we  had  but  little  protection. 


and  the  Admiralty  had  to  send  the 
Alexandra  through  the  Oanal  to  the 
Mediterranean.     Again,  our  coaling 
stations  were  not  even  now  properly  for- 
tified. It  was  several  years  since  a  Com- 
mittee was  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
question  of  our  coaling  stations.  For 
two  years  no  attention  was  paid  to  its 
recommendations,  and  it  was  only  by 
telegraph  a  message  was  sent  out  in 
September  or  October,  1884,  to  fortify 
the  unfortified  places.     The  store  of 
100,000  tons  of  coal  in  dep5t  at  Hong 
Kong  and  Singapore  was  at  Xha  mercy 
of  a  French  Fleet*  at  that  time  infinitely 
stronger  than  ours  in  those  seas.  It  was 
said  that  British  merchant  ships  were  of 
no  great  value  aa  cruisers.    Well,  the 
argument  urged  in  1884  was  that  we 
ought  to  have  British  cruisers  belonging 
to  our  own  Government.    Fifteen  ships 
were  taken  up  from  the  Mercantile 
Marine  as  absolutely  necessary  when 
war  was  imminent ;   some  wore  little 
worth  as  cruisers ;  but  the  Government 
had  to  take  them  because  they  had  no 
others.    When  these  vessels  did  get 
guns,  they  were  old,  obsolete  guns  that 
were  not  of  much  use.     Now,  all 
this  meant  absence  of  efficiency-  and 
of  preparation ;  and  he  judged  that 
the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  (LokI  Charles 
Bcreeford)  was  perfectly  right  in  pro- 
posing that  there  should  be  immediate 
action  in  the  matter,  now  that  the  pub- 
lic mind  was  much  more  alive  than 
formerly  to  the  necessity  for  prepared- 
ness, looking  to  the  Colonial  policy 
of  France  and   Germany  which  had 
been  developed  of  late  years  and  the 
risk  of  war.   He  would  go  in  for  the 
programme  of  the  noble  and  gallant 
Lord,  because  he  believed  it  would  be  a 
very  cheap  premium  of  iosurance  to 
spend  annually  a  large  sum  in  that  di- 
rection. He  sympathized  with  the  desire 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  not 
to  go  to  the  taxpayers  with  increased 
demands;  but  he  held  that  if  it  was  a 
question  of  having  the  necessary  in- 
struments of  warfare  to  maintain  our 
position  abroad,  then  the  expenditure 
required  was  of  no  moment  whatever* 
After   referring   to  the   absence  of 
proper  arrangements  for  manning  the 
hired  merchant  cruisers,  and  Showing 
that  no  men  could  be  spared  from  Her 
Majesty's  ships  for  that  purpose,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that,  in  the  recent 
experience  they  had  had,  between  five 
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and  six  weeks  were  taken  to  fit  up  the 
hired  merchant  croisers.  If  we  had  a 
proper  system,  there  should  be  no 
difficulty  in  fitting  up  a  oruiser  in  six  or 
seven  days.  The  lesson  from  all  this 
was  that  the  GoTomment  should  have 
their  own  cruisers,  and  be  ready  to  make 
immediate  use  of  whatever  suitable 
merchant  ressela  they  might  take.  It 
should  not  be  forgotten  that  this  Empire 
was  worth  preserving,  and  they  could 
not  make  a  greater  mistake  than  by 
forgetting  this.  The  great  thing  was  to 
be  prepared,  and  if  the  country  were  im- 
pressed with  the  conviction  they  would 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Government. 
It  was  said  that  the  Navy  coidd  stand 
against  any  combination  of  Powers.  He 
denied  tbat  that  was  so.  Looking  at  our 
Colonies  and  our  widely-extended  com- 
merce, we  were  not  very  much  superior 
to  France  alone  at  the  present  time.  He 
trusted  the  House  would  emphasize  the 
observations  of  the  noble  and  gallaot 
Lord,  and  that  the  country  would  take 
the  matter  to  heart. 

SiB  J.  E.  COMMERELL  (South- 
ampton) said,  he  was  desirous  of  making: 
a  few  ooserrationa  on  the  remarks  which 
fell  from  the  noble  and  gallant  tiord  the 
Member  for  Marylebone  (Lord  Charles 
Beresford).  The  hon.  Member  for 
Falmouth  (Mr.  D.  J.  Jenkins)  seemed 
to  be  the  only  hon.  Member  on  the 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House  who  ap- 
peared to  doubt  the  fact  of  the  very 
incomplete  and  unready  state  of  the 
British  Navy. 

Ma.  B.  J.  JENKINS  said,  that  he 
had  quoted  the  Admiralty  officials  on 
the  point. 

SiE  J.  E.  COMMERELL  said,  he 
would  like  to  point  out  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman a  little  fact,  which  might  set  his 
mind  at  rest  on  that  point.  When  a  small 
Bussian  cruiser  in  April  last  appeared  on 
the  North  American  Station,  out  of  the 
whole  of  the  squadron  of  which  he  (Sir 
John  E.  Oommerell)  had  the  command, 
he  had  only  one  vessel  which,  from  the 
state  of  her  boilers,  was  able  to  meet 
that  cruiser.  Out  of  that  squadron  there 
were  three  corvettes  whose  boilers 
were  so  defective,  and  the  corvettes 
themselves  of  so  obsolete  a  type,  that 
he  was  perfectly  certain,  if  they  had 
fallen  in  singly  with  that  small  Eua- 
sian  cruiser,  they  wotdd  have  been 
sunk  in  an  hour.  The  only  ship  he  had 
on  the  North  American  Station  that 
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would  have  had  the  slightest  chance  was 
the  Canada.  The  very  first  time  that  she 
practised  with  her  shells  every  one  of 
those  shells  turned  blind,  and  out  of  50 
of  those  shells  not  one  exploded.  He 
thought  the  argument  of  keeping  up  the 
British  Fleet  in  a  proper  manner  de- 
pended very  much  upon  what  were  the 
requirements  of  the  country.  It  was  aU 
very  well  to  say  that  we  were  numerically 
superior  to  France.  That  might  be 
correct ;  but  it  was  not  correct  to  say 
that  we  were  superior  to  France  and 
Italy  combined.  And  though  we  might 
be  numerically  superior  in  the  force  of 
our  ships  as  regards  either  of  those 
Powers,  yet,  regarding  our  requirements, 
we  were  very  inferior.  As  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Charles  Beresford)  said,  we 
had  an  enormous  duty  to  perform — ten 
times  more  than  any  other  Power.  The 
greatest  duty  of  all  was  to  consider  how 
we  might  maintain  our  food  supply, 
which  almost  entirely  came  from  abroad, 
and  however  victorious  we  might  be,  or 
gallant  our  seamen,  if  we  could  not  pro- 
tect our  food  supply  England  would 
moat  assuredly  come  off  second  best  In 
1793,  when  the  French  revolutionary 
war  broke  out,  in  those  days  France  de* 
pended  very  much  for  her  food  supply 
on  America.  What  was  the  consequence? 
France,  in  the  battle  on  the  Ist  of  June, 
lost  five  or  six  fine  ships,  compensated 
for  by  her  maintaining  her  food  supply 
from  America.  He  would  put  it  to 
hon.  Members,  ought  we  to  hesitate  to 
spend  a  few  millions  upon  our  Navy, 
seeing  in  what  a  position  we  might  be 
placed  of  degradation  anddisaster?  The 
paueity  of  our  Fleet  was  not  so  much  in 
quantity  as  quality.  We  had  now  on 
the  list  of  our  Navy  a  rery  large 
quantity  of  obsolete  corvettes,  small  gun- 
boats, and  gun  vessels,  which  were  justly 
said  to  be  only  fit  to  cook  the  kettles  of 
all  the  old  women  in  England.  There 
was  a  very  large  proportion  of  obsolete 
ships  indeed.  When  there  were  so  many 
corvettes,  with  old,  obsolete  guns  and 
wooden  carrisges,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Falmouth  (Mr.  D.  J.  Jenkins)  had  no 
warrant  for  saying  that  the  Navy  of  Great 
Britain  was  in  the  state  it  ought  to  be. 
He  would  ask  what  took  place  the  other 
dayduriogthetime  of  the  Russian  scare  ? 
The  sum  of  £.357,000  was  spent  for  the 
hire  of  16  ships,  which  he  might  say 
did  very  little  service.  If  that  money 
had  been  laid  out  on  seven  Grauhopp»r», 
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with  a  apeed  of  2 1  knots  an  hour,  ve 
should  hare  bad  those  vessels  in  our  com- 
mand now.  On  our  foreign  stations,  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying,  there  were 
nothing  but  obsolete  vessels.  It  did  not 
surprise  him  that  hon.  Qentlemen  below 
the  Gangway — the  Radical  Members — 
scrutinized  the  increasing  expenditure 
of  the  Navy.  When  they  looked  at  the 
form  of  their  vessels,  and  at  the  money 
thrown  away  in  the  Bookyards — he  had 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  was  the 
literal  truth — naval  men  were  only  too 
pleased  to  find  that  these  things  should 
become  the  subject  of  intelligent  criti- 
cism. It  was  a  great  pleasure  to  them 
to  see  the  Dod^ards  examined  by  gen- 
tlemen who  understood  them,  and  to  see 
that  our  money  was  not  thrown  away. 
Now,  he  would  give  the  House  one  or 
two  instances  which  had  oome  under  his 
own  observation.  Sir  Spencer  Eobinson, 
one  of  the  most  intelligent  Controllers 
of  the  Nary,  laid  it  down  as  an  axiom 
that  it  was  useless  to  put  masts  and 
yards  in  ships  with  twin  screws.  He 
(Sir  J.  E.  Oommerell)  had  had  his  flag 
nying  in  a  ship  with  double  screw?, 
represented  by  the  Controller  of  the 
Admiralty  as  a  fast  cruiser,  which  would 
catch  any  of  the  wasps  of  the  enemy 
that  might  be  preying  upon  our  com- 
merce. Now,  what  did  this  fast  cruiser 
turn  out  ?  She  turned  out  to  be  a  vessel 
which,  under  the  most  favourable  oiroum- 
stances,  could  not  exceed  13^  knots  an 
hour.  Their  masts  were  utterly  useless 
to  them.  He  had  represented  year  after 
year  that  they  were  not  only  useless,  but 
dangerous,  because  when  under  sail 
they  could  not  steer.  Yet  what  did  he 
see  when  became  down  to  theDookyard? 
He  saw  the  Impirieute  fitted  with  masts 
and  yards,  and  in  fifty  times  a  worse 
condition  than  the  Northampton,  which 
had  carried  his  flag.  By  that  means 
they  utterly  destroyed  the  Impirmae  as 
a  fighting  ahip.  When  he  spoke  about 
it  tlie  other  day,  he  asked  how  they 
could  think  of  sending  a  ship  to  sea 
with  such  things  as  those?  But  they 
replied — "Ob,  no  doubt  before  going 
to  sea  the  masts  will  come  out." 
Hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway, 
therefore,  had  a  right  to  complain. 
Those  masts  and  yards  were  not  only 
objectionable  for  double  screw  ships, 
but  were  a  source  of  tremendous  danger 
in  action,  and  the  danger  was  (Quad- 
rupled in  a  double  as  compared  with  a  ' 


single  screw.  He  believed  himself  that 
the  Navy  was  in  a  very  dubious  state. 
He  thought  those  old  forms  were  useless 
in  time  of  war,  and  expensive  in  time  of- 
peace.  It  would  be  better  to  sell  them, 
and  get  vessels  of  a  more  modern  type, 
whidb  would  not  only  protect  our  com- 
merce, but  prey  upon  the  commerce  of 
the  enemy.  It  was  not  his  intention  to 
weary  the  House  on  the  merits  of  gun 
and  torpedo  boats.  That  was  a  purely 
technical  question.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  as  regards  the  Navy  we  must  keep 
up  with  the  times,  and  go  ahead  asotiier 
nations.  He  was  perfectly  aware  that 
would  cost  money ;  but  would  any  Go- 
vernment be  able  to  face  the  country 
which  had  left  the  Navy  in  such  a  state 
that  in  time  of  war  it  would  not  be  able 
to  protect  our  commerce  as  well  as  the 
shores  of  the  country  ?  He  did  not  hesi- 
tate to  say  that  nine  out  of  every  10 
officers  would  agree  that  we  were  far 
behind  what  we  ought  to  be.  It  was 
very  much  better,  as  the  noble  and  gal- 
lant Lord  said,  that  we  should  lay  out 
£5,000,000  now  on  the  Navy  than  to 
have  scare  after  scare,  when  millions  of 
money  were  thrown  away  one  after  the 
other.  In  the  present  day  wan  oame  on 
suddenly,  and  the  issue  was  fought  out 
quickly.  Our  naval  officers  were  now 
highly  educated,  and  the  seamen  as 
good,  perha^  better,  than  ever  they 
were.  He  (Sir  J.  E.  Oommerell),  there- 
fore, asked  at  a  time  like  this,  when  we 
had  such  fine  9,p«r»onnely  for  the  sake  of 
a  few  millions  to  put  our  men  in  ships 
that  would  be  worthy  of  them.  It  was 
not  in  the  power  of  every  man  to  com- 
mand success  ;  but  at  least  they  would 
try  to  deserve  it.  It  would  not  do  to 
turn  round  and  say  that  in  olden  times 
our  men  would  have  done  di£Ferently. 
For  his  own  part,  he  was  convinced  our 
seamen  would  do  as  much  in  the  future 
as  ever  they  had  done  in  the  past.  But 
they  must  give  them  proper  tools  to 
fight  with.  During  the  late  scare  it 
was  stated  that  Lord  Northbrook  had 
ordered  one  day  40  torpedo  boats,  which 
were  wanted  for  instant  service.  Those 
vessels,  he  believed,  cost  between 
£16,000  and  £17,000.  Now,  he  had 
been  told  that  oidy  ono  or  two  firms 
were  allowed  to  tender  for  doing  Ad- 
miralty torpedo  work,  as  they  executed 
the  work  so  quickly,  and  that  other 
builders  had  not  the  slightest  chance,  as 
they  could  not  be  relied  upon.  He  would 
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like  to  ask  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty (Mr.  E.  W.  Dufif)  how  many  of 
these  boats  had  been  delivered  in  a  state 
fit  for  service  now  ?  He  believed  there 
were  only  17,  and  they  were  not  6tted 
with  torpelo  tubes.  That  assertion,  he 
believed,  would  not  be  denied.  He  was 
anxious  in  time  of  peace  to  see  all  our 
large  mercantile  shipbuilding  yards  em- 
ployed as  much  as  possible,  so  that  they 
might  learn  wbattbe  Admiralty  require- 
ments were.  The  Admiralty  work  was 
not  so  difficult  to  execute,  but  was  very 
technical,  and  required  special  know- 
ledge ;  so  much  so,  that  if  two  men  were 
to  tender  for  the  same  class  of  work 
one  might,  for  want  of  knowledge,  lose 
£5,000,  and  the  other  gain  that  amount 
through  his  technical  skill.  He  had  al- 
ways held  that  it  would  be  an  excellent 
thing  in  times  of  peace  to  keep  the  ship- 
building yards  busy,  so  that  in  time  of 
war  they  might  be  relied  upon  to  do 
their  work  efficiently.  He  was  not 
among  those  who  wished  to  see  all  our 
work  given  out  under  contract.  Far  from 
it.  He  wished  to  see  the  Naval  Dock- 
yards kept  in  an  efficient  state,  and  ready 
to  turn  out  any  work  that  might  be  re- 
quired from  them,  which  was  not  the 
case  now.  There  was  another  question 
to  which  be  wished  briefly  to  refer,  and 
that  was  in  reference  to  squadrons  not 
faeinff  enipbyed  in  naval  tactics  on  full 
s^eed.  Having  commanded  a  squadron 
himself  he  could  say  it  was  not  a  ques- 
tion of  economy.  But  as  the  squaifrons 
were  composed  of  so  many  different 
types  of  ships,  it  was  necessary  that  the 
speed  of  the  whole  squadron  should  be 
brought  down  to  the  speed  of  the  slowest 
vessel.  The  last  point  to  which  he 
would  refer  was  our  coaling  stations. 
He  did  not  think  the  House  was  aware 
of  the  bad  state  of  our  coaling  stations. 
He  spoke  more  especially  of  those 
which  he  happened  to  know,  and  which 
had  come  under  his  own  observation. 
The  coaling  station  at  Bermuda,  fur 
example,  was  supposed  to  be  one  of 
the  most  important  in  the  world,  cut 
off  from  the  mainland  by  800  miles.  If 
war  were  to  break  out  between  France 
and  ourselves  the  people  of  Bermuda 
would  know  nothing  about  it.  He  was 
happy  to  think  the  late  Government 
contemplated  a  remedy  for  this  state  of 
things.  It  was  not  a  question  of  what 
had  been  done  or  left  undone  in  the  past 
by  any  €K>veniment,  but  of  what  should 
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be  done  in  the  future.  The  Bermuda 
coaling  station  was  now  absolutely  un- 
protected, though  a  large  sum  of  money 
had  been  expended  upon  it.  At  the  pre- 
sent moment,  an  iron-clad  of  7,000  tons 
could  make  her  way  to  within  bombard- 
ing distance  of  our  Dockyard  and  coal- 
ing station  at  Bermuda  without  coming 
under  the  fire  of  a  single  gun  from  that 
station.  The  North  American  coaling 
station  also  was  utterly  inadequate,  and 
though,  perhaps,  be  might  be  wrong  in 
admitting  it,  if  war  were  to  break  out 
with  a  Foreign  Power  the  coal  fields  of 
Cape  Breton  might  be  seized  without 
our  knoving  anytiitng  about  it.  Gould 
the  hon.  M«nber  for  Falmouth,  there- 
fore,  say  that  our  Navy  was  in  a  proper 
state  of  defence,  while  our  coaling  sta- 
tions depended  at  present  upon  the  de- 
fence given  them  by  the  Navy  ?  Ho 
(Sir  J.  E.  Oommerelt)  maintained  that 
our  coaling  stations  were  in  an  improper 
condition. 

Sir  THOMAS  BEA88EY  (Hastings) 
said,  he  must  compliment  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  who  had  introduced  this 
Motion  upon  his  excellent  speech,  so  full 
of  the  spirit  of  that  Profession  of  which 
he  was  so  gallant  and  popular  a  mem- 
ber. He  was  sure  that  he  was  express- 
ing the  general  feeling  of  the  House 
when  he  said  that  the  additional  repre- 
sentation of  the  Navy  by  the  several 
gallant  Officers  who  had  spoken  was  a 
very  welcome  addition  to  the  House,  and 
a  great  addition  in  their  deliberations 
upon  naval  affairs.  With  regard  to  the 
views  expressed  by  the  noble  Lord  as  to 
the  direction  in  which  naval  expenditure 
should  be  directed,  he  very  cordially 
agreed  with  him,  and  he  was  sure  that 
the  views  the  noble  Lord  had  expressed 
would  commend  themselves  to  the  House. 
The  point  on  which  he  differed  from  tho 
noble  Lord  was  as  to  the  absolute  neces- 
sity for  the  immediate  expenditure  upon 
the  scale  which  he  had  proposed  in  ad- 
dition to  the  liberal  Estimates  brought 
for(vard  by  the  Admiralty.  For  his  own 
art,  he  claimed  to  be  one  of  those  who 
ad  the  interests  of  the  Navy  at  heart, 
and  during  the  many  years  he  had  been 
a  Member  of  that  House  he  had  alnays 
done  his  best  towards  the  effidency  of 
the  Navy.  The  noble  Lord  had  said 
that  the  Naval  Estimates  should  be 
framed  on  a  liberal  scale ;  but  he  would 
suggest,  for  the  consideration  of  those 
who  wished  for  an  efficient  Navy,  and 
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desiied,  wiUi  the  noble  Lord,  that  the 
Estimatea  should  be  framed  on  such  a 
scale  that  it  could  not  be  a  good  policy 
to  overstate  the  case,  and  he  would  de- 

f>recate  demands  which  were  excessive, 
est  they  should,  in  the  end,  lead  to  some 
re-action  in  the  state  of  public  opinion 
with  regard  to  the  IN'avy.  No  doubt,  if 
they  looked  to  the  magnitude  of  the 
interests  at  stake,  the  value  of  our 
shipping  and  sea-borne  trade,  to  the 
extent  of  our  Colonial  Empire  and  the 
ineritable  dispersion  of  ourKaval  Forces 
ia  the  event  of  war,  and  the  concentra- 
tion of  the  Navy  of  the  enemy  at  some 
suitable  point,  and  on  the  dependence  of 
our  country  upon  imported  food,  It  was 
difiAcult  to  say  what  extent  of  expendi- 
ture would  be  sufficient  to  meet  all 
emereendes  that  might  arise.  But  if 
they  woked  at  the  question  from  another 
point  of  view,  if  they  compared  the 
resources  available  in  the  hands  of  the 
British  and  Naval  Administration  on  the 
scale  of  the  last  few  years  with  the 
amount  available  elsewhere,  he  ventured 
to  say  that  it  should  be  sufficient,  under 
good  administration,  to  place  this  coun- 
try in  a  commanding  position.  The 
French  ShipbuildiogYoteslastyear  were 
£2,750,000,  and  of  this  country,  includ- 
ing the  Vote  of  Credit,  the  Votes  were 
£5,342,000,  while  the  Votes  proposed  in 
the  Estimatee  for  the  coming  year  would 
amount  to  £5,307,000.  They  were 
spending  double  the  amount  expended 
upon  building  under  the  French  Admi- 
nistration ;  and  if  thepr  obtained  as  effec- 
tive s  result  from  a  given  expenditure  as 
was  obtained  under  foreign  Administra- 
tions there  should  be  little  cause  for  un- 
easiness. The  main  thought  of  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  in  relation  to  ship- 
building for  the  coming  year  would  be 
directed  towards  the  ships  in  hand,  and 
the  Admiralty  during  the  next  year, 
1887-8,  would  have  the  opportunity  of 
carrying  out  a  large  programme  of  new 
construction.  He  trusted  that  that  pro- 
gramme would  be  directed  on  the  lines 
suggested  by  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
and  other  gallant  Officers  who  had 
ap^en.  The  policy  proposed  for  1886-7 
was  to  complete  with  despatch  the  res- 
sds  laid  down  with  the  sanction  of  Par- 
liament at  the  close  of  Lord  North- 
-  brook's  Administration.  To  the  pro- 
gramme as  put  before  Parliament  for 
1885-6  the  late  Government  added  one 
torpedo  cruiser  of  the  Arahw  type,  and 


four  torpedo  gun  boats  of  the  Grett- 
hopper  type.  He  cordially  approved  of 
the  remarlks  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
with  regard  to  the  Qratshopper  type  of 
ship.  This  class  would  supply  to  the 
Navy  a  type  intermediate  between  the 
Archer  class  and  the  Coast  Service  boats. 
Such  a  type  was  urgently  needed  to 
act  in  combination  with  our  armoured 
squadrons.  The  cruise  undertaken  by 
the  torpedo  boats  attached  to  Admiral 
Hornby's  Squadron  and  the  more  recent 
voyage  of  the  four  torpedo  boats  from 
Malta  to  Suda  Bay  in  the  depth  of 
winter  were  not  unattended  with  risk. 
The  torpedo  boats  of  the  new  class 
and  improved  type  might  be  capable 
of  contending  with  any  weather ;  bnt  it 
was  idle  to  suppose  that  vessels  of  from 
50  to  60  tons  could  keep  at  sea  for 
extended  periods  without  reducing  the 
crew  to  a  stale  of  exhaustion.  If  Lord 
Nelson  found  that  the  fag  from  service 
in  a  brig  was  very  great  when  con- 
stantly at  sea,  they  might  rest  assured 
that  life  in  a  torpedo  boat  of  small  size 
would  be  far  more  trying.  The  rapid 
completion  of  the  ships  now  in  hand 
woidd  enable  the  Admiralty  next  year  to 
propose  an  extensive  programme  of  new 
construction.  In  framing  our  shipbuild- 
ing pr(^pramme  for  the  future  regard 
must  necessarily  be  had  to  the  direction 
which  was  being  given  to  naval  pre- 
parations in  other  ooantries.  At  the 
present  time  indications  were  not  want- 
ing of  a  general  diqMsition  to  withdraw 
from  a  costly  rivalry  in  armoured  build- 
ing. It  was  a  significant  fact  that  while 
the  Germans  had  only  one  iron-clad  in 
construction,  a  Vote  of  Creditof  £840,000 
had  recently  been  obtained  for  70  tor- 
pedo boats  for  Coast  defence.  In  France 
the  policy  favoured  by  the  present  Mi- 
nister of  Marine  had  been  made  known 
to  the  world  by  his  own  publications 
and  by  those  of  M.  Gabriel  Charmes. 
The  naval  operations  of  the  future  were, 
according  to  the  views  of  these  gentle- 
men, to  be  directed  not  against  the 
battle  ship,  but  against  the  commerce  of 
the  enemy.  "While  no  new  iron-dad 
was  laid  down  for  France  in  1885,  in 
1 886  further  progress  was  suspended  on 
two  ships  which  hod  already  been  com- 
menced. The  main  expenditure  in 
France  would  be  directed  to  the  com- 
pletion of  the  iron-dads  already  con- 
siderably advanced ;  but  fast  cruisers 
I  and  torpedo  vessels  were  evidently  dea- 
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tined  in  the  near  fntnre  to  monopolize 
the  resources  available  tat  the  buudine 
of  ships.  The  French  had  lately  laia 
down  the  Tage  and  the  Amiral  Cteille, 
of  7,045  tons,  protected  on  the  same 
plan  as  the  Mtruy  class,  and  with  a 
speed  of  19  knots.  The  Constructors  in 
the.French  Dockyards  had  been  asked 
to  propose  designs  for  cruisers  of  4,200 
tons  and  1 9  knots,  and  for  another  class 
of  3,600  tons  and  18  knots,  both  to  be 
lightly  aimed.  The  French  torpedo 
flotilla  in  construction  comprised  three 
torpedo  cruisers  of  the  Condor  class,  of 
1,280  tons  and  17  knots,  and  sefea  of 
the  Boml9  class  of  220  tons  and  1 8  knots ; 
and  they  had  in  construotion  11  sea- 

foing  torpedo  boats  of  66  tenia  and  20 
nots.  It  was  necessary  that  the  British 
Admiralty  should  be  armed  at  all  points ; 
but  if  no  new  iron-olad  was  laid  down  by 
Foreign  Powers  this  country  might,  on 
the  completion  of  those  now  in  hand, 
wisely  pause  before  commencing  any 
new  ships.  The  necessity  for  laying 
down  new  armoured  ships  at  present 
might  be  obviated  by  the  e£Feotive  and 
judicious  conversion  of  existing  ships. 
They  mi^ht  begin  with  the  Audaeiotu 
class,  taking  one  ship  in  band  at  a  time 
to  be  modernized  as  a  second-class 
battle  Bhipf  with  reduced  masts,  com- 
pound engines,  and  improved  armour 
and  armament.  It  could  not  now  be 
said  that  we  were  neglectiDg  the  tor- 
pedo. It  should  be  our  policy  to  deve- 
lop vigorously  the  strength  of  Uie  Navy 
with  uie  new  weapon.  For  the  defence 
of  our  commerce  it  was  imposuble  to  be 
precise  as  to  the  standard  of  strength  at 
which  our  Fleet  should  be  maintained 
in  relation  to  that  of  the  Powers.  The 
increased  expenditure  shown  in  the 
Estimates  for  1885-6  was  mainly  appro- 
priated to  vessels  for  the  protection  of 
commerce.  The  Archer  class  was  con- 
sidered valuable  for  these  duties  and  as 
seagoing  torpedo  boats.  The  belted 
oruisere  were  more  particularly  designed 
under  the  late  Board  for  the  protection 
of  commerce;  and  the  resources  of  the 
Navy,  in  future  years,  might,  with  ad- 
vantage, be  applied  to  the  construotion 
of  additional  vessels  of  a  similar  type, 
but  with  that  advance  in  speed  whioh 
had  been  rendered  necessary  in  oonse- 
quenoe  of  the  laying  down  of  still  faster 
vessels  by  Foreign  Powers.  He  enter- 
tained the  earnest  hope  that  a  large 
evolutionuy  squadron  might  be  brought 
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together  every  year,  not  only  for  the 
purpose  of  testing  by  experiments  the 
value  of  new  weapons  and  new  types  of 
fighting  vessels  of  all  classes,  but  for  the 
practical  instruction  of  officers  and  men. 
The  opportunities  a£forded  to  them  in  the 
cruise  of  the  Evolutionary  Squadron  last 
summer  were  highly  appreciated  by  all 
concerned  ;  and  any  Board  of  Admiralty 
might  be  congratiilated  which  was  able 
to  appoint  to  the  command  an  officer  so 
eminently  qualified  as  Sir  Geoffrey 
Hornby,  and  he  earnestly  hoped  that 
the  high  rank  whioh  that  gallant  gen- 
tleman had  attained  in  the  Navy  would 
not  debar  him  from  hoisting  hia  flag 
with  the  squadron  on  future  occasions. 
In  oonolusion,  he  might  say  that  be  was 
:  of  ofnnion  that  if  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons  continued  to  place  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Admiralty  Estimates  such  as  were 
voted  last  year  and  were  proposed  for 
the  present  year,  these  sums  would  be 
sufficient,  under  good  administration, 
to  maintain  Uie  Navy  in  a  commanding 
position. 

AduibalFIELD  (Sussex,  Eastbourne) 
said,  he  felt  sure  that  all  the  naval  men 
in  the  House  had  listened  to  the  speech 
of  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  with  plea- 
sure. They  were  all  proud  of  him  for 
the  manner  in  which  he  had  on  various 
occasions  upheld  the  honour  of  the  Sor- 
vioe ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  the  terms 
of  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord's  Motion 
were  open  to  exception.  He  would  sug- 
gest to  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  that 
he  should  omit  from  me  Motion  all  re- 
ference to  Terminable  Annuities  and  the 
Sinking  Fund ;  for  when  naval  men 
began  talking  about  these  they  were 
certainly  out  of  their  depth.  If  this 
were  done,  he  believed  the  Motion  would 
be  unanimously  accepted  by  the  House. 
What,  he  asked,  did  naval  men  know 
about  Terminable  Annuities  ?  As  much 
as  swans  knew  about  sheet  anchors. 
He  trusted  that  the  subject  of  the 
Navy  would  never  be  discussed  from  a 
Party  point  of  view.  Unfortunately,  the 
Navy  had  suffered  too  much  at  the 
hands  of  both  Parties.  Each  side  of  the 
House  thought  too  much  of  the  tax- 
payer. The  House  of  Commons  was 
their  best  friend,  and  Governments 
were  their  worst  iriends,  because  they 
never  bad  the  courage  of  their  convic- 
tions. He  deprecated  invidious  com- 
parisons with  other  nations.  What 
they  wanted  was  a  Committee  of  In- 
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quiry.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff 
(Sir  Edward  Heed),  who  had  moved  in 
the  matter  last  year,  was,  he  feared, 
muzzled  now.  But  they  would  pro- 
bably have  some  wise  counsels  from 
that  hon.  Gentleman  that  night.  At 
present  there  was  no  continuity  of  policy 
in  naval  matters.  The  effect  of  the 
fatal  Order  in  Council  of  1869  was  that 
the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty  had  ceased 
to  be  responsible  to  the  public.  Instead 
of  really  being  Lords  Commissioners 
of  the  Admiralty,  they  were  only  now 
heads  of  Departmentis,  responsible  to 
the  First  Lord.  As  liords  Commis- 
sionera,  they  had  a  right  to  tender  ad- 
vice ;  now  the^  only  met  by  suflferance 
as  a  consultative  Board.  These  were 
great  evils,  which  called  for  redress. 
AU  naval  men  were  agreed  that  a 
change  in  the  present  system  was  re- 
quired ;  and  he  hoped  someone  would 
move  for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry,  be- 
cause the  majority  of  this  House  did  not 
understand  the  question.  Allusion  had 
been  made  to  the  Bussian  scare  of  last 
year.  The  hon.  Member  for  Hastings 
(Sir  Thomas  Brassey)  had  alluded  to  it; 
but  at  that  time  the  hou.  Member  was 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  and  the  Go- 
vernment of  which  he  was  a  Member 
had  been  five  years  in  power.  When  the 
Baltic  Fleet  was  being  prepared  there 
were  no  torpedo  boats  fit  to  accompany 
it  Iron-dads  could  not  be  put  to  fight 
torpedo  boats,  just  as  elephants  could 
not  be  put  to  fight  wasps ;  and  no  Ad- 
miral would  dream  of  entering  the  Baltic 
without  some  sort  of  a  fiotilla  of  torpedo 
boats,  seeing  that  the  Hussians  had  70 
stationed  there.  There  were  said  to  have 
been  eight  torpedo  boats  with  Admiral 
Hornby^  Squadron  on  the  Coast  of  Ire- 
land; but  it  was  well  known  to  all  the 
officers  that  six  of  those  boats  were  not  fit 
to  keep  the  sea.  The  greatest  Marine 
Power  in  the  world  with  two  serviceable 
torpedo  Ixuts !  In  Portsmouth  Yard 
there  were  not  three  "Whitehead  tor- 
pedoes to  issue  to  the  Fleet  at  the 
time  of  the  scare.  Was  that  a  credit- 
able state  of  things  t<a  a  QoTeniment  to 
land  the  county  in  ?  Then,  a^n,  in 
China  the  Admiral  was  ao  short  of  tor- 
pedoes t^at  he  had  to  ask  leave  to  buy 
13  of  the  Chinese  Goremment.  On 
another  occasion  two  torpedo  boats  were 
purchased  from  the  Chilian  Government. 
Of  course,  it  was  quite  right  of  the  Ad- 
miral to  buy  these  torpedoes  and  torpedo 


boats ;  but  wlio  was  responsible  for  that 

state  of  things  ?  Was  it  not  the  Go- 
vernment in  which  the  boo.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Hastings  was  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  ?  Nothing  at  all  was 
done  until  the  scare  came.  As  the  noble 
and  gallant  Lord  who  moved  the  Beso- 
lution  liad  said,  when  wars  came  upon  a 
country  they  came  quickly,  and  could 
only  be  dealt  with  successfully  when 
that  country  was  prepared  beforehand. 
The  interests  of  England  were  so  vast, 
with  her  Colonies  depending  upon  her 
for  protection,  the  necessity  of  keeping 
open  her  food  supply  was  so  urgent,  the 
volume  of  her  trade  was  so  enormous, 
that  the  Navy,  as  it  was,  was  ^uite  inade- 
quate to  support  and  maintain  them.  It 
was  only  for  naval  men  to  make  known 
the  facte.  It  was  for  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  say  whether  they  would  find  a 
remedy,  or  be  lulled  to  sleep  by  official 
statements.  There  was  great  laxity  in 
the  conduct  of  naval  arrangements,  and 
there  was  great  need  of  a  searching  in- 
quiry into  them.  A  great  deal  of  the  mal- 
administration was  due  to  the  present 
Parliamentary  system.  At  present,  the 
Naval  Lords  were  hardly  allowed  to 
formulate  a  policy.  In  June  last,  when 
the  late  Administration  of  the  present 
Prime  Minister  went  out,  Naval  Lords 
of  distinction  were  displaoed  from  the 
Board.  It  wfu  then  hoped  that  the 
Conservative  Party  would  remain  long 
enough  in  power  to  formulate  a  firm 
naval  policy ;  but,  unfortunately,  that 
was  not  to  be.  But  he  maintained  it 
was  a  very  serious  matter  to  displace 
the  Naval  Lords  last  June,  and  to  dis- 
place them  again  in  January.  He  did 
not  wish  to  trespass  longer  on  the  time 
of  the  House.  He  only  wished  to  press 
upon  the  House  the  necessity  of  accept- 
ing this  Besolution ;  and  if  the  noble 
and  gallant  Lord  would  only  consent  to 
omit  the  words  which  had  reference  to 
Terminable  Annuities  he  saw  no  reason 
why  the  House— for  he  was  sure  they 
all  honoured  the  Naval  Service — should 
not  affirm  the  Besolution. 

Thb  LOBD  of  the  TBEA8UBY  (Sir 
Edwabd  J,  Beed)  (Cardiff)  said,  that,  by 
an  unfortunate  slip,  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  who  had  just  spoken  (Admiral 
Field)  had  let  out  the  secret  when  he 
said  that  naval  men  despised  politicians. 
Well,  if  politicians  were  disposed  to  be  as 
severe  upon  naval  men  they  might  use 
similar  language ;  for  his  hon.  and  gal- 
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lant  iE^end  had  taken  the  greatest  pains 
to  impress  on  the  House  that  a  number 
of  naval  officers  of  high  rank  and  dis* 
tinctiou  had  held  office  at  the  Board 
of  Admiralty  on  the  condition  that  they 
should  hare  no  power  whatever,  because 
of  the  Order  passed  in  1869  by  the  First 
Lordof  the  Admiralty.  He  (Sir  Edward  J. 
Heed)  closed  at  once  with  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  on  that  statement ;  and 
he  said  that,  whatever  might  have  been 
the  weakening  eflfect  of  the  Order  to 
which  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  had 
referred,  the  Naval  Lords  at  the  Admi- 
ralty were  Naval  Lords  still.  They  were 
still  responsible  for  the  due  execution  of 
their  duties  ;  and  he  did  not  believe  that 
any  gallant  Officer  who  had  held  office 
as  8ea  Lord  for  the  last  few  years  would 
hold  the  doctrine  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  and  say  that  since  1869  noNaral 
Lord  bad  had  more  power  than  a  clerk. 
So  far  from  admitting  that  doctrine,  he 
had  himself  been  one  of  those  who  felt 
that  a  very  heavy  responsibility  had  lain 
upon  the  Sea  Lords  of  the  Admiralty; 
and,  although  he  had  on  all  occasions 
passed  over,  not  only  Sea  Lords,  but 
Oomptrollers,  Constructors,  and  others, 
to  fix  responsibility  on  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  who  stood  before 
the  country  as  the  most  responsible  per- 
son, at  the  same  time  he  would  despise 
those  naval  officers  if  it  were  possible  to 
believe  that  they  held  office  without 
power,  and  received  pay  without  respon- 
sibility. He  had  been  challenged  with 
reference  to  the  Motion  he  had  before 
the  House  in  the  last  Farliameut ;  and 
it  appeared  to  be  thought  that  he  would 
be  somewhat  wanting  in  his  duty  if  he 
failed  now  to  press  for  a  Committee  of 
Inquiry  into  the  condition  of  the  Navy. 
But  he  did  not  at  all  take  that  view, 
and  for  this  reason.  When  he  gave 
Notice  of  his  Motion  in  the  last  Parlia- 
ment, he  did  so  with  the  consciousness 
that  not  a  single  iron-clad  worthy  of  the 
name  was  being  built;  that  the  so-called 
protected  ships  were  not  worthy  of  the 
designation ;  and  that,  owing  to  the 
prevalence  of  a  fanatical  theory  of  naval 
construction,  the  Navy  was  falling 
into  a  most  unsatisfactory  state.  But 
since  that  time,  and  ^uirtlyf  h»  hoped, 
iu  consequence  of  hu  Motion,  Lord 
Northbrook  had  appeared  before  Par- 
liament with  a  programme  of  the  greatest 
possible  importance,  and  we  were  now 
constructing  seven  ships  in  all,  including 
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a  type  of  annoiir>belted  omuers  of  S,000 
tons,  to  which  the  nobte  Lord  gave  a 
■peed  of  17^  knots,  but  which,  it  was 
hoped,  would  reach  a  speed  of  18  knots. 
Those  seven  armour-belted  vessels  were 
everything  worthy  of  the  name.  They 
enjoyed  the  confidence  of  the  late  Admi- 
nistration no  less  l^an  of  the  present; 
they  had  received  the  highest  eulogiums 
that  night,  and  were  the  vessels  referred 
to  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  under  the  last  Adminis- 
tration as  being  not  likely  to  be  sur- 
passed.  Again,  a  total  transformaUon 
had  come  over  the  construction  of  iron- 
clads since  he  gave  Notice  of  his  Mo- 
tion. He  gave  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  oredit  for  hav- 
ing tramplm  on  the  theory  of  construc- 
tion which  had  prevailed  so  long,  and 
for  having  laid  down  ships  worthy  of 
the  name  and  of  the  Admiralty.  In  the 
Estimates  soon  to  be  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment those  ships  would  be  shown  to  be 
fully  accepted  by  the  present  Board  of 
Admiralty,  and  would  be  advanced  with 
considerable  rapidity.  The  gravest 
grounds,  therefore,  upon  which  he  gave 
his  Notice  had  been  entirely  swept  away, 
and  he  felt  less  anxiety  for  the  future  of 
the  Navy  than  he  should  otherwise  have 
done,  because  these  reforms  affected 
that  portion  of  the  Navy  to  which  he 
attached  the  most  vital  importance.  His 
noble  and  gallant  Friend  and  other  naval 
officers  had  laid  great  stresa  upon  the 
c(mBtruotion  of  fast  cruisers  and  torpedo 
vessels.  He  did  not  wish  to  say  a  word 
in  depreciation  of  them ;  but  he  would 
say  that,  while  those  iron-clad  ships 
were  being  rapidly  advanced,  and  when 
ready  would  be  fit  to  carry  the  flag  of 
this  country  against  any  enemy,  the  tor- 
pedo vessels  were  of  a  minor  class,  which 
oould  be  produced  with  great  rapidity  if 
the  necessity  arose.  There  was  a  great 
difference  between  this  country  being 
deficient  in  those  first-class  ships  whi(£ 
could  only  be  produced  by  a  great  ex- 
penditure, cKtending  over  several  years, 
and  being  deficient  in  those  vessels  which 
could  be  turned  with  extreme  rapidity 
out  of  20  dockyards — ^private  establish- 
ments—in this  country.  He  thought  he 
had  disposed  of  the  contention  uiat  a 
Committee  was  as  necessary  now  as 
when  he  had  given  Notice  of  his  Motion. 
It  showed  the  influence  of  private  Mem- 
bers and  the  value  of  Parliamentary 
institutions  that  such  a  Notioe  had  not 
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been  without  efflsct,  but  had  real  influ- 
ence upon  the  naval  administration  of 
the  country.  The  Q«ntlemen  with  whom 
he  was  associated  might  be  complimented 
on  haviag  shown  their  desire  to  give 
effect  to  &e  manifest  wish  of  the  House, 
doming  to  the  Motion  of  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord,  he  admitted  there  was  an 
element  of  plausibility  about  it  which 
he  found  it  difficult  to  appreciate  at 
what  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  thought 
its  true  value.  The  noble  and  gallant 
Lord  had  been  advised  to  omit  cer- 
tain words  from  his  Motion ;  and  he 
(Sir  Edward  J-  Beed)  must  himself  con- 
fess  that  he  failed  to  see  what  particular 
use  lay  in  the  words.  The  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  invited  the  House  to  spend 
£5,500,000  in  excess  of  the  Estimates, 
and  told  them  that  the  money  was  to 
be  obtained,  not  from  the  taxpayers,  but 
by  suspending  the  Sinking  Fund  or  cre- 
ating Terminable  Annuities.  In  either 
case,  however,  a  great  addition  would 
be  made  to  the  public  burdens.  He 
might  not  have  the  sympathy  of  Naval 
Members  so  fully  as  of  other  hun.  Mem- 
bers when  he  said  that,  to  his  mind, 
the  condition  of  the  Public  Debt,  or, 
lather,  the  magnitude  of  the  Public  In- 
come which  was  to  be  raised  annually, 
was  one  of  vast  importance,  and  in  con- 
nection with  which  lay  some  of  the  most 
eerious  outlooks  of  our  Parliamentary 
system.  He  was  anxious  for  the  well- 
being  of  the  Navy;  but  he  was  also 
anxious  to  see  as  much  relief  as  possible 
given  in  respect  of  the  public  burdens. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  Publio  Debt 
should  be  increased,  or  that  its  reduc- 
tion should  be  suspended  in  any  light  or 
airy  way.  Ever  since  he  had  a  seat  in 
the  House  he  had  viewed  our  Expendi- 
ture with  the  greatest  possible  concern, 
for  he  had  to  regard  it  in  connection 
with  the  Public  Income.  On  what  ground 
was  the  late  Liberal  Government  driven 
from  Office  ?  On  the  ground  of  seeking 
to  produce  increased  Income  from  one  of 
the  most  natural  sources  of  Bevenue.  He 
remembered  very  well  on  that  night  how 
the  Prime  Minister,  from  his  place  at 
that  Table,  reminded  hon.  Gentlemen 
that  they  were  playing  a  dangerous 
game  in  denying  the  Government  such 
a  legitimate  source  of  taxation,  and 
pointed  out  how  many  sources  of  Bevenue 
had  been  dried  up.  His  opinion  was 
that  the  difiB.culty  would  become  greater. 
He  was  speaking  for  himself  in  the 
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matter;  but  he  believed  he  had  the 
sympathy  of  many  wi^  whom  he  acted 
when  he  said  that  he  did  not  even  re- 
gard the  naval  condition  of  the  country 
with  more  anxiety  tban  the  Public  Debt 
and  the  raising  of  our  Income.  They 
must  not  be  led  away  to  suppose  that 
they  escaped  any  increased  expenditure 
by  suspending  the  Sinking  Fund  or  cre- 
ating Terminable  Annuities.  In  any- 
thing that  he  had  said  or  done  he  had 
never  advocated  a  lavish  expenditure  on 
the  Naval  Service.  What  he  had  advo- 
cated before  he  advocated  now,  and 
what  he  denounced  before  he  denounced 
now.  He  advocated  the  most  strict  and 
scrutinizing  economy,  and  he  denounced 
anything  like  extravagant  or  unwise  ex- 
penditure. And  the  reason  he  denounced 
the  naval  policy  pursued  for  some  years 
was  because  he  thought  it  extravagant 
and  useless.  Just  in  proportion  as  the 
necessity  for  increasing  the  expenditure 
on  the  Public  Services  grew,  so  ought 
to  grow  their  anxiety  for  making  every 
sixpence  of  that  expenditure  fruitful. 
He  had  denounced  during  the  last  20 
years  the  Naval  Pension  List,  which 
bad  doubled.  It  had  grown  from 
£1,000,000  to  £2,000,000;  and,  though 
he  would  not  deprive  anyone  of  the  pen- 
sion he  had  earned,  he  thought  they  had 
not  shown  themselves  watchful  enough 
in  revising  the  Naval  Expenditure.  He 
did  not  wish  to  lose  another  moment 
before  complimenting  the  noble  and  gal- 
lant Lord  upon  his  speech,  which  was  a 
valuable  one,  and  nad  obtfuued  the 
sympathy  of  the  House;  but  there 
were  one  or  two  points  to  which  he 
must  advert,  as  they  had  struck  him 
as  being  of  considerable  importance. 
The  noble  and  gallant  Lord  gave  the 
House  some  very  carefully -prepared 
estimates  of  the  outlay  in  detail  of  the 
£5,500,000.  But  there  were  some 
items  of  expenditure  on  some  classes 
of  vessels  which  he  deemed  as  neces- 
sary as  those  of  which  he  had  spoken, 
but  of  the  cost  of  which  he  made  no 
mention. 

LoedCHABLES  BEBEBFOBD: 

Which  ? 

Sir  EDWABD  J.  BEED :  The  colliers, 
for  instance,  which  the  noble  and  gal- 
lant Lord  said  were  to  keep  paoe  with 
the  Fleet. 

LoED  OHABLES  BEEESFOED  said, 
he  did  not  neglect  the  colliers ;  he 
deemed  them  of  vital  importance. 
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Sin  EDWAED  J.  EBED  said,  he  per- 
fectly understood  that ;  but  he  stated 
that  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  omitted 
to  state  the  cost  of  many  things  which 
he  considered  necessary.  The  noble 
and  gallant  Lord  did  not  include  these 
ships  among  the  matters  of  prime  ne- 
cessity which  he  had  spoken  of;  but 
he  failed  to  understand,  however,  why 
oolliers  were  not  as  much  a  necessity 
this  year  as  th^  would  be  later  on. 
He  would  point  out  to  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  that  if  the  oolliers  and 
ammunition  ships  were  necessfuy  to 
the  formation  of  a  squadron,  they 
must  be  made  to  keep  the  same  speed 
as  the  other  ships  of  the  squadron.  If 
the  Admiralty  brought  the  number  of 
Ileelas  up  to  six  instead  of  three,  he 
might  say  that,  instead  of  £6,500,000, 
£11,000,000  or  £12,000,000  would  be 
required  to  carry  out  the  noble  and  gal- 
lant Lord's  proposals.  The  subject  of 
the  coaling  stations  had  been  brought 
forward  in  the  discussion.  He  had  never 
been  able  to  feel  that  anxiety  about  our 
coaling  stations  which  was  so  strongly 
felt  by  others,  and  for  this  reason — that 
at  any  moment  of  the  year  the  sea  was 
covered  by  British  coaling  stations  in 
the  shape  of  BriUsh  ships  carrying  coal. 
One  of  the  most  alarming  things  in  time 
of  war,  at  any  rate  for  the  enemy,  was 
that  the  sea  wotild  be  covered  by  these 
British  coaling  stations.  For  himself,  he 
deprecated  any  enormous  expenditure  on 
coaling  stations  for  another  reason — that 
he  thought  it  was  quite  probable,  be- 
fore many  years  were  past,  that  the 
Navy  would  be  burning  liquid  fuel.  If 
that  was  eo,  they  would  then  go  to  the 
sources  of  liquid  fuel,  and  they  would 
have  to  defend  those  sources  instead  of 
the  coaling  stations.  He  did  not  object 
to  any  moderate  expenditure  on  the 
coaling  stations,  but  he  did  object  to 
any  unreasonable  expenditure,  lie  must 
say  that,  gratifying  as  the  debate  had 
been  in  many  respects,  it  was  very  alarm- 
ing to  his  mind  in  some  other  respects. 
They  had  had  some  doctrines  advocated 
by  bon.  Members,  no  doubt  seriously 
and  conscientiously  advocated  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  country,  but  which,  to  his 
mind,  would  be  utterly  destructive  of 
the  naval  eminence  of  this  country.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr. 
Gourley)  had  had  the  courage  to  inform 
the  House  that  it  took  a  lifetl  me  to  build 
an  iron-dad,  and  on  that  account  he 


would  not  build  any  more.  Then  the 
hon.  Member  also  told  the  House  that 
iron-clads  built  10  years  ago  were  obso- 
lete. He  might  point  out,  with  refer- 
ence to  this  matter,  that  the  Dread- 
nought, which  was  built  from  his  designs 
hedid  not  know  how  many  years  ago,  was 
at  the  present  moment,  in  the  opinion  of 
many  distinguished  naval  officers,  the 
very  finest  iron-clad  which  the  Navy 
had  at  present  afloat.  Then,  again,  the 
BeUtrephoHf  about  which  some  anxiety 
was  expressed  recently,  was  a  vessel 
which  was  not  deemed  an  unworthy 
representative  of  the  country  on  cer- 
tain stations.  That  vessel  he  designed 
as  long  ago  as  1863;  therefore,  he 
objected  to  the  statement  that  ships 
built  10  years  ago  were  obsolete.  But 
his  objection  to  the  abandonment  of 
iron-clads  was  this.  It  might  suit  the 
other  Powers  of  the  world,  to  which  we 
formed  always  an  object  of  attack  or  of 
contemplated  attack,  to  resort  only  to 
torpedo  boats  and  vessels  of  that  kind ; 
but  this  country  might  possess  10,000 
boats  or  cruisers,  and  yet  the  Navy  might 
not  be  able  to  strike  one  out  of  the  10 
blows  such  as  it  had  to  strike  abroad  in  the 
coarse  of  its  history.  What  would  have 
been  the  use  of  torpedo  boats  during  the 
Bus^n  War,  or  what  use  would  they 
have  been  for  the  purpose  of  taking  out 
the  frigates  from  under  the  guns  of  the 
Spaniards  at  Carthagena  ?  The  fact  was, 
the  British  Navy  must  comprise  ships 
armed  with  guns,  by  which  alone  they 
would  be  able  to  reach  the  shores  of  the 
enemy;  and  he  hoped  that  no  counte- 
nance would  be  given  in  that  House  to 
the  doctrine  of  the  abandonment  of 
armed  ships.  When  they  ceased  to 
build  such  ships,  which  enabled  them 
to  carry  their  power  into  foreign  har- 
bours, that  moment  the  overthrow  of  our 
naval  supremacy  would  be  effected.  He 
must  express  great  satisfaction  at  the 
fact  that  it  had  been  decided  to  con- 
struct the  two  veraels  the  NtU  and  the 
Trafalffar.  He  was  not  prepared  to  say 
anything  about  these  ships  beyond  this 
— that  they  entirely  avoided  those  fea- 
tures which  he  had  been  so  long  con- 
demning in  our  vessels.  He  did  not 
know  how  far  they  went  in  other  direc- 
tions ;  but  he  was  prepared,  on  learning 
that  the  present  Board  of  Admiralty 
were  going  energetically  forward  with 
these  two  magniBcent  and  powerful 
vessels  and  with  the  enlarged  pro- 
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gramme  of  Lord  Northbrook,  to  take  a 
seat  on  the  Ministerial  Bench.  What- 
ever might  be  said  about  torpedo  boats, 
this  must  be  said — that  just  in  proportion 
as  these  two  lai^e  Tessels  were  adrauoed 
towards  completion,  in  such  proportion 
would  there  arise  in  the  Naval  Ser- 
vice a  confidence  in  its  preparedness, 
and,  at  any  rate,  in  the  power  of  some  of 
its  ships  to  pursue  an  enemy  anywhere. 
He  must  oompliment  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Southampton  (Sir  J.  £. 
Commerell]  upon  the  speech  wliich  he 
had  delivOTed  to  the  House.  He  be- 
lieved that  they  might  reap  increased 
advantage  by  having  naval  officers  in 
that  House ;  and  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  naval  officer  element  had 
been  too  much  in  abeyaace  in  the  work 
of  improving  the  designs  of  our  ships. 
It  was  an  unworthy  thing  for  any  Con- 
troller of  the  Navy  and  any  Sea  Lord 
or  First  Lord  to  accept  designs  simply 
because  they  were  produced  by  their 
solitary  Constructor  at  the  Admiralty ; 
and  he  hoped  that  the  day  was  coming 
when  they  would  see  such  naval  officers 
as  the  noble  and  gallant  Iiord  opposite 
assisting  in  Whitehall  in  the  designing 
of  ships  for  which  that  House  voted 
money.  Before  the  time  oame  to  build 
additional  iron-clads  he  hoped  that 
such  an  arrangement  would  be  brought 
about. 

Lord  GEORaE  HAMILTON  (Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing) :  Mr.  Speaker— Sir,  I 
believe  that  the  House  will  recognize 
the  propriety  of  many  of  the  observa- 
tions that  have  beeo  made  by  those  who 
have  taken  part  in  this  debate.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
has  ostensibly  spoken  against  the 
Motion  ;  but  his  arguments  have  told  in 
its  favour,  and  he  has  in  no  way  con- 
troverted the  main  portion  of  the  state- 
ments of  my  noble  and  gallant  Friend. 
The  hott.  Gentleman  did  not  combat  the 
statementof  my  noble  and  gallant  Friend 
that  in  many  respects  our  Navy  is  very 
weak,  and  not  in  the  efficient  con- 
dition in  which  it  ought  to  be.  The 
question  before  us  to-night  is  whether 
the  condition  deprecated  by  my  noble 
and  gallant  Friend  is  such  as  to  necessi- 
tate immediate  further  expenditure  upon 
it ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  mode  sug- 

tested  of  raising  the  money  ia  the 
est  and  most  appropriate  ?  The  late 
Government,  with  which  I  had  the 
honour  to  be  connected,  oame  into  Offioe 


under   peculiar   circumstances.  The 
nation  had  just  passed  through  a  great 
scare,  and  a  large  sum  of  money  had 
just  been  voted  for  putting  the  Navy 
upon  a  proper  footing ;  and  we  had  the 
advantage  of  coming  into  Office  at  a 
time  when  that  scare  had  shown  the 
insufficiency  of  our  armaments,  and 
also  the  necessity  for  aome  provision 
being  made  for  increasing  the  naval 
strength  of  die  country.    The  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook),  who  was 
at  the  head  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
before  we  took  Office  some  months  back, 
aunounced  to  the  country  that  the  Esti- 
mates for  the  Navy  for  the  past  year 
were  inadequate  to  maintain  it  on  an 
efficient  footing ;  and  therefore  he  pro- 
posed to  expend  a  very  large  additional 
sum  upon  it,  such  expenditure  to  be 
spread  over  a  period  of  five  years. 
There  is  a  peculiarity  about  the  Naval 
Estimates  for  the  present  year — and  here 
permit  me  to  say  that  we  all  regret  the 
reason  of  the  absence  of  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  whose  urbanity,  busi- 
ness-like capacity,  and  thorough  mas- 
tery of  every  detail  with  which  he  deals 
has  endearm  him  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.   I  said  that  there  was  a  pecu- 
liarity about  the  Navy  Estimates  for 
the  present  year,  and  it  is  this — that 
they  are  the  highest  that  have  ever 
been  laid  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  that  in  every  previous  year  when 
the  Navy  Estimates  were  millions  lower 
thau  they  are  this  year  provision  was 
made  for  laying  down  new  and  addi- 
tional shipp,  as  well  as  for  making  pro- 
vision for  the  wear  and  tear  of  the  Navy ; 
whereas  now,  for  the  first  time  during 
the  1 1  years  I  have  been  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  it  is  not  proposed  to  lay  down 
a  single  new  ship.    I  am  not  blaming 
Her  Majesty's  Government  for  this  fact, 
because  I  believe  that  noting  can  be 
more  futile  or  more  unwise  than  to 
attempt  to  carry  out  too  laige  a  pro- 
gpramme  with  inadequate  means.   It  is 
my  opinion  that  during  the  last  few 
years  too  many  iron-clads  and  other 
large  ships  have  been  laid  down  for 
the  money  voted ;  and,  consequently, 
there  has  been   great  delay  in  their 
progress  and  completion,  with  the  re- 
sult that  when  we  were  almost  on 
the  verge  of  war  with  Eussia  we  had 
some  100,000  tons  of  incomplete  iron- 
clads locked  up  in  our  Dockyards.  Why 
is  it,  then,  that  with  the  highest  Navy 

2  DigitizedbyGoOgle 


87 1  Navy  { 0OUM0N8 }  {JEffinmey),  672 


Estimates  we  have  ever  bad,  no  proTi- 
Bton  has  been  made  for  laying  down  new 
ships  ?  It  is  because — and  I  hope  that 
the  House  will  understand  that  in 
making;  this  observation  I  do  not  make 
it  for  the  purpose  of  finding  fault  with 
Her  Majesty's  present  Government,  in- 
asmuch as  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer and  the  First  Ijord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty are  in  precisely  tho  same  position 
in  which  I  was  when  I  was  at  the  Ad- 
miralty— it  is  because  the  Government 
have  to  provide  not  only  for  the  wants  of 
the  Navy  for  the  year,  butto  sweep  oflF the 
enormous  liabilities  that  have  occurred 
during  past  years.  When  the  Earl  of 
Northbrook  made  his  proposals  for  an 
increased  expenditure  upon  the  Navy, 
it  was  estimated  that  this  expendituro 
would  be  spread  over  a  period  of  five 
years,  whereas  it  is  a  matter  of  fact 
that  tho  great  bulk  of  this  increased 
expenditure  will  have  to  be  met  not  in 
five  years,  but  in  three ;  and  this  cir- 
ctmistance,  strange  to  say,  is  largely 
due  to  the  depreEsion  in  trade.  The  ob- 
ject of  every  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer must  naturally  be  to  lighten  the 
burdens  of  the  country  as  much  as  pos- 
sible '  when  trade  and  agriculture  are 
depressed,  yet,  curiously  enough,  tho  de- 
pression of  trade  has  tended  to  increase 
the  expenditui-e  upon  the  Navy,  be- 
cause me  contracts  of  last  year  have 
been  worked  oIF  much  more  rapidly 
than  was  anticipated,  owing  to  our  ship- 
yards being  almost  bare  of  work,  with 
the  exception  of  that  which  they  ob- 
tained from'  the  Admiralty.  This  is,  of 
course,  a  benefit  to  both  the  Navy  and 
the  country,  because  the  former  gets 
more  ships,  and  the  latter  has  the  addi- 
tional security  furnished  by  a  stronger 
Navy.  Indeed,  nobody  auflfers  in  con- 
sequence of  this  increase  of  Naval  Ex- 
penditure except  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  One  of  the  reasons  why 
the  Estimates  of  the  year  are  so  abnor- 
mally high  is  because  prorisiou  has  to 
be  made  to  meet  the  additional  expen- 
diture propDsed  by  the  Earl  of  North- 
brook,  and  voted  by  this  House.  Last 
year  several  contracts  were  put  out 
under  that  Yote  of  Credit,  and  en  addi- 
tional £500,000  is  required  to  meet  our 
liabilities  in  respect  of  those  contracts 
during  the  present  year.  It  is  beyond 
the  power  of  the  Admiralty  to  diminish 
that  sum.  That  which  they  can  diminish 
is  the  normal  expenditure  of  the  year. 


I  think  that  I  shall  be  able  to  show  the 

Houee  that  although  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates for  the  year  are  so  abnormally 
high,  they  are  even  now  not  high 
enough,  and  that  we  are  in  danger  of 
rendering  that  high  expenditure  inade- 
quate and  futile  for  want  of  a  limited 
additional  expenditure.  The  noble  Lord 
tho  Member  for  Marylebone  estimated 
that  £5,500,000  were  necessary  to  put 
the  Navy  upon  a  thoroughly  effieientfoot- 
ing.  I,  however,  take  a  more  sanguine 
view  of  the  state  of  the  Navy,  and  I  do 
not  think  that  so  large  a  sum  is  neces- 
sary. The  expenditure  upon  the  Navy 
lastyearwaseuormouB,  being  £6,500,000 
more  than  it  was  in  the  preceding  year. 
I  think  that  in  making  his  estimate 
my  noble  Friend  did  not  make  sufficient 
allowance  for  the  number  of  irou'clads 
and  of  large  cruisers  that  wilLbecoming- 
on  for  completion  during  the  course  of 
the  ensuing  year.  Therefore,  as  far 
as  the  iron-clads  and  the  largo  cruisers 
are  concerned,  I  should  not  propose 
any  increase  of  the  Vote  this  year. 
But,  undoubtedly,  we  are  very  deficient 
in  smaller  vessels,  and  the  House 
will  have  to  face  that  difliculty  sooner 
or  later,  and  considerable  sums  will 
have  to  be  spent  in  order  to  bring 
up  the  number  of  the  gunboats  and  the 
smaller  vessels  to  the  requisite  level. 
The  late  Board  of  Admiralty  slightly 
enlarged  the  programme  of  the  Earl  of 
Northbrook ;  and  it  is  satisfactory  to  us 
to  know  that  those  who  have  eucceeded 
us  have  approved  of  our  amended  plan. 
There  was,  however,  a  programme  which 
we  left  behind  us  with  regard  to  the 
number  of  small  vessels  which  we 
thought  it  would  be  necessary  to  build 
during  the  next  three  or  four  years ;  and 
what  I  especially  desire  to  ask  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  is,  that  unless 
some  such  proposal  as  that  which  I  have 
indicated  be  adopted  the  efficiency  of 
our  Navy  will  be  greatly  endangered. 
It  is  a  fact  that  there  is  scarcely  an 
efficient  gunboat  in  Her  Majesty's  Ser- 
vice, although  we  shall  require  a  large 
number  during  the  next  two  years  to 
relieve  those  which  are  now  in  commis- 
sion. The  late  Board  of  Admiralty  sum- 
marily stopped  all  the  large  repairs  on 
vessels  that  were  not  effective ;  and  un- 
less new  vessels  are  built  the  present 
Board  will  be  compelled  to  waste  a  con- 
siderable sum  in  repairing  obsolete, 
elov,  and  useless  gunboats,  because  the 
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reliefs  could  not  otherwise  be  found. 
Therefore,  so  far  as  the  smaller  vessels 
are  concerned,  it  Is  in  the  interests  of 
economy  that  the  House  should  assent 
to  some  such  proposal  as  is  made  by  my 
noble  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
forMaryleboue  (Lord  Charles  Beresford), 
and  place  at  the  disposal  of  the  Govem- 
ment  a  sum  that  would  enable  them 
rapidly  to  expedite  the  laying  down  and 
building  of  email  vessels.  But,  further, 
unless  some  addition  is  made  to  the  Navy 
Estimates  this  House  will  find  that  a 
very  large  proportion  of  the  expenditure 
already  inculred  will  be  rendered  more 
or  less  useless.  If  the  Admiralty  were 
to  send  iron-clads  to  sea  without  guns  it 
would  be  little  better  than  idiotcy  ;  but 
if  they  were  to  send  them  without  ammu- 
nition it  would  be  almost  equally  foolish. 
Now,  speaking  with  full  knowledge  of 
the  Estimates  of  this  year,  I  say  that 
ualeas  some  addition  is  made,  or  the 
Government  take  out  from  the  Naval 
Estimates  a  certain  amount  for  excep- 
tional expenditure  they  will  have  to 
meet,  certain  of  the  iron-clads  will  not 
be  efltcient,  because  the  guns  will  not 
be  in  them,  and  in  some  other  oases  they 
will  be  without  ammunition.  I  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  what 
provision  was  made  for  guns  this  year, 
and  his  reply  was  that  the  very  large 
sum  of  £1,000,000  sterling  would  be 
provided.  Well,  that  is  an  enormous 
sum,  and  almost  treble  the  normal  Naval 
Ordnance  Vote  three  years  ago  ;  but  it  is 
not  sufficient,  because  we  have  recently 
ordered  an  enormous  number  of  new 
breech-loading  guns  that  are  absolutely 
essential  for  the  Service,  and  until  the 
filll  number  of  those  guns  is  completed 
our  ships  will  be  inadequately  armed. 
The  amount  of  ammunition  that  is  re- 
quired for  the  new  big  guns  to  be  made 
this  year  should  cost  £41,000,  and  this 
provides  no  reserves  of  ammunition  what- 
ever. This  will  only  provide  65  rounds 
for  the  large  guns  and  85  rounds  for  the 
small  guns.  The  (Government  have  been 
obliged  to  strike  off  one-third  of  this 
amount.  But  the  case  is  worse  in  regard 
to  the  small  guns,  the  machine,  and 
rapidly-firing  guns.  These  are  necessary 
to  protect  the  iron-clads  from  torpedo 
boats,  and  are,  in  fact,  an  essential  part  of 
the armamentof any largevessel.  Alarge 
number  are  lo  be  made,  but  no  ammuni- 
tion is  to  be  provided.  Forty  torpedo 
boats  werelastyear  ordered,  and  we  were 


iuformei  that  a  portion  of  the  gunboats 
would  accompany  Admiral  Hosklns  to 
the  Baltic ;  but  none  were  forthcoming. 
If  they  ere  fitted  with  guns  they  will 
have  no  ammunition.  Therefore,  in 
order  to  curtail  the  Vote  by  about 
£70,000,  we  are  compelled  to  mar,  if 
not  to  nullify,  the  efficacy  of  an  expen- 
diture of  something  like  £3,000,000  for 
iron-clads.  It  would  be  much  better 
never  to  have  sanctioned  that  expendi- 
ture than  to  be  compelled  now,  when 
that  expenditure  has  been  made  ^  the 
House,  to  frustrate  its  utility.  Tinder 
these  circumstances,  what  would  be  the 
best  course  for  the  House  to  take  ?  I 
am  quito  aware  of  the  financial  difficulty 
in  which  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer is  placed.  Self-preservation  is  an 
instinct  with  everybody — even  with  a 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer — and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  that  during 
a  period  of  depression  there  is  a  limit  to 
the  amount  of  taxation  that  can  be  im- 
posed upon  the  community.  It  would 
not  be  possible  to  take  out  of  taxation 
this  year  the  sum  that  would  be  neces- 
sary for  this  year  and  next  year  to  pub 
the  Navy  in  a  state  of  complete  and 
thorough  preparation.  But  the  sum 
which  I  myaeLE  estimate  to  be  necessary 
is  far  less  than  that  named  by  my  noble 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Marylebone  (Lord  Charles  Beresford).  I 
take  it  at  not  more  than  £2,000,000, 
which  might  be  spread  over  three  years. 
I  believe  that  out  of  the  Vote  of  Credit 
£2,000,000,  if  not  more,  was  absolutely 
wasted,  and  that  the  Navy  is  not  one 
whit  the  better  for  that  expenditure.  I 
am  perfectly  satisfied  that  unless  the 
small  ships,  torpedo  boats,  and  com- 
plete stores  of  ammunition  are  pro- 
vided, we  shall  be  liable  to  another 
scare  ;  then  the  same  wasteful  extrava- 
gance will  occur,  and  we  shall  resort 
affain  to  expedients  which  leave  the 
Navy  no  bettor  than  it  was  before. 
In  these  circumstances,  what  would  be 
the  best  method  of  meeting  the  diffi* 
culty  ?  I  agree  with  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Eastbourne  (Admiral 
Field)  that  the  part  of  the  Motion  of  my 
noble  Friend relatingtothe  Sinking  Fund 
and  Terminable  Annuities  might  with 
advantage  be  struck  out  of  his  Besolu- 
tion.  I  have  a  very  great  objection  to 
touching  the  Sinking  Fund.  I  regretted 
last  year  the  proposal  that  was  made, 
and  to  which  the  House  assented.  The 
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Sinking  Fund  is  an  imtrament  of  great 
potency  for  reducing  the  National  l3ebt. 
Have  iLon.  Members  calculated  the  re- 
BuU  of  allowing  the  full  operation  of  the 
present  Sinking  Fund  to  take  effect  for 
the  next  50  years?    At  the  end  of  50 
years,  if  the  Sinking  Fund  is  un- 
touched, we  shall  have  paid  ofif  the 
whole  interest  and  principal  of  the  Na- 
tional Deht,  which  means  a  permanent 
reduction  of  £28,000,000  sterling  per 
annum  from  the  dead  weight  of  taxation 
now  pressing  on  the  community.  Now, 
Sir,  it  is  absolutely  impossible  by  any 
other  means  to  confer  so  great  a  benefit 
on  posterity,  because  the  great  advan- 
tage o{  the  Sinking  Fund  is  that  the 
process  of  reduction  goes  on  unseen, 
unheard,  and  not  generally  known ;  and 
therefore  the  community,  in  periods  of 
depression,  cannot  lay  hands  on  the  Sink- 
ing Fund.    No  one  has  an  objection, 
when  times  are  good  and  trade  is  pros- 
perous, to  pay  for  reducing  the  liabili- 
ties of  the  nation  ;  but  when  the  times 
are  bad  there  is  a  strong  objection  to 
imposing  more  taxation  than  is  abso- 
lutely necessary.    Therefore,  my  great 
objection  to  touching  the  Sinking  Fund 
is  not  only  that  you  will  suspend  what 
I  believe  is  a  most  beneficent  operation 
for  posterity,  but  that  if  my  noble  and 
gallant  Friend  sets  the  example  of  a  pri- 
vate Member  being  able  to  lay  his  hknd 
on  the  Sinking  Fund,  the  adrocates  of 
fads  and  crotchets  in  their  turn  may  come 
and  make  similar  demands.  This  House, 
like  every  other  distinguished  Assembly, 
is  subject  to  occasional  fits  of  mental 
aberration ;  and,  therefore,  if  this  ex- 
ample is  set  by  a  private  Member,  even 
for  so  worthy  an  object  as  strengtheoing 
the  Navy,  we  may  have  constant  changes 
proposed,  which  will  not  only  leave  us 
with  no  Sinking  Fund,  but,  in  all  proba- 
bility, with  a  largely  increased  national 
liability.    But  in  regard  to  Terminable 
Annuities  the  case  is  quite  different.  I 
hope  I  shall  be  more  successful  with  the 
House  of  Commons  than  I  was  with  the 
Treasury  when  I  was  a  Minister.  The 
Treasury  rejected  the  proposal  which  I 
laid  before  uem,  andwhicn  I  will  now  re- 
peat.  I  would  spread  the  payment  for 
giving  additional  strength  to  the  Navy 
over  the  period  originally  contemplated 
— namely,  five  years;  and  if  a  sum 
such  as  after  consideration  the  Ad- 
miralty  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer may  think  neoessaxy  is  raised 

Zori  Ggorge  BtmiUon 


and  paid  off  by  Terminable  Annuities 
in  five  years,  you  will  then  be  able  to 
separate  the  norm^  from  the  abnor- 
mal Navy  Expenditure.    In  two  years 
I  believe  your  Navy  Exjpenditure  will 
very  considerably  diminish,  and  this 
House  will  always  have  a  much  greater 
control  over  that  expenditure  if  they 
are  able  to  discriminate  between  the 
expenditure  which  is  exceptional,  and 
which  makes  up  for  past  neglect,  from 
that  which  is  normal  and  necessaiy  to 
keep  up  the  annual  expenditure  upon 
the  Navy.  Supposing  my  proposal  were 
adopted,  I  would  suggestt  first,  that 
whatever  sum  is  raised  should  annually 
form,  until  paid  off,  a  ohoi^  on  the 
Navy  Estunates,  and  form  as  much  a 
part  of  the  Navy  Estimates  as  the  non- 
effective charge.    There  are  two  prece- 
dents I  may  quote  for  my  suggestion. 
Thefortifioations  which  Viscount  Palmer- 
ston  proposed  were  erected  with  money 
found  by  the  present  Prime  Minister  and 
raised  by  Terminable  Annuities;  but  the 
period  in  that  case  was  a  long  one — ■ 
namely,  25  years.    I  am  informed  that 
there  is  no  precedent  for  raising  Termin- 
able Annuities  for  so  perishable  an 
article  as  a  ship  or  a  gun ;  and  I  quite 
agree  that  the  raising  of  Terminable 
Annuities  extending  over  25  years  for 
the  building  of  ships  is  a  proposal  which 
ought  not  to  be  assented  to.   But,  at 
the  end  of  five  years,  ships  will  still  be 
efficieut;  and  if  it  was  justifiable  25 
years  ago  to  raise  Terminable  Annuities 
for  building  fortifications,  surely  it  would 
not  be  wrong  to  raise  them  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  the  Navy  properly 
efficient  when  the  period  is  only  five 
years.    A  ship  at  the  end  of  five  years 
is  surely  not  more  likely  to  become 
obsolete  than  the  fortifications  erected 
in  I860  were  at  the  end  of  25  years, 
when  the  Annuities  were  paid  off.  Well, 
Sir,  that  is  the  suggestion  which  I  ven- 
ture to  make.    I  support  the  proposal 
of  my  noble  and  gallant  Friend  ;  but  if 
that  proposal  were  to  become  a  substan- 
tive Motion  I  should  move  to  omit  all  the 
words  in  the  first  line  after  the  word 
"opportunity"  down  to  the  words  "in 
order,"  which  would  make  the  Motion 
read  thus — 

"  That  now  woald  be  a  suitable  opportnoity 
to  put  tiie  Boyal  Navy  in  tiiat  state  of  effi- 
ciency which  is  neceeaary  for  the  safety  of  the 

Empire.'* 

A  great  many  extraneous  matters  have 
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been  introduced  in  the  coarse  of  the 
debate  with  which  I  do  not  think  it 
necessary  at  this  time  of  night  to  trouble 
the  House  ;  but  there  was  one  observa- 
tion made  by  my  noble  and  gallant 
Friend  in  reference  to  coaling  stations 
which  I  think  is  worthy  of  notice.  A 
coaling  station  becomes  of  necessity  a 
source  of  weakness  unless  it  is  properly 
forti&ed,  because  the  Admiral  upon 
whose  station  that  coaling  station  is 
situated  must  detach  vessela  to  protect 
it,  unless  it  can  be  protected  from  the 
land.  This,  of  course,  entails  a  diminu- 
tion of  the  cruising  strength  of  the 
squadron  in  the  seas  in  whi^  the  coal- 
ing station  is  situated.  Unless  the  Go- 
vernment completes,  vhich  I  hope  they 
will  do,  the  fortifications  which  are 
being  carried  on,  our  coaling  stations 
in  di£Ferent  parts  of  the  world  will  be 
a  source  of  weakness  rather  than  of 
strength  to  ua  during  a  time  of  war. 
This  has  been  particularly  brought 
home  to  my  mind  by  the  present  con- 
dition of  Port  Hamilton.  Our  Prede- 
cessors occupied  Fort  Hamilton  at  a 
time  when  we  were  on  the  verge  of  war 
with  Russia.  Let  any  Member  of  Her 
Majesty's  Qoverument  now  aek  the  Ad- 
mirals who  have  been,  or  the  Admiral 
who  now  is,  in  command  of  the  China 
Squadron  whether  Fort  Hamilton,  un- 
fortified, is  a  sonrce  of  strength  or  of 
weakness  to  our  Fleet,  and  I  am  sure 
he  will  be  told  by  one  and  all  that  it  is 
better  to  abandon  that  station  if  it  is 
not  to  be  forti6ed,  because  it  entails  the 
detaching  of  a  certain  number  of  ships, 
which  diminishes  the  effective  cruiaiog 
strength  of  the  squadron.  The  boo.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Eastbourne  (^Admiral 
Field)  made  a  strong  attack  on  the  pre- 
sent system  of  administration  in  the  Ad- 
miralty, and  was  good  enough  to  say 
that  the  different  Naval  Members  of  the 
Board  are  nothing  more  than  mere 
clerks.  Well,  Sir,  I  had  some  six 
months'  experience  of  the  working  of 
the  system  as  at  present  established  in 
the  Board  of  Admiralty. 

Admibal  field  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne)  :  I  beg  pardon  ;  I  did  not  say 
they  were  mere  clerks ;  they  are  in- 
finitely superior  to  clerks ;  but  I  said  that 
they  occupied  the  position  of  chief 
clerks. 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  I  have 
had  some  experience  of  the  system,  and 
I  do  not  believe  that  a  system  was  ever 


in  force  for  administering  the  British 
Navy  superior  to  that  which  exists  at 
the  present  moment  at  the  Admiralty  if 
properly  worked.  You  have  a  Board  of 
Admiralty  of  which  the  First  Lord  must 
necessarily  be  a  politician,  and  who  has 
the  pick  of  the  Service  as  his  Naval  Col- 
leagues. Every  Naval  Lord  is  made  the 
Executive  head  of  a  Department,  and 
he  transacts  all  the  business  of  that  De- 
partment, his  decision  on  all  minor  mat- 
ters being  final.  It  is  only  questions  of 
importance  which  are  refeired  to  the 
First  Lord ;  and  I  believe  that  it  has 
never  happened— certainly  not  in  my 
term  of  Office — ^that  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  gave  a  decision  on  im- 
portant matters  which  would  override 
that  of  the  Naval  Lord  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  which  he  was  the  head  until  after 
full  consultation  and  thorough  discussion 
with  the  other  heads  of  Departments. 
Not  only  have  you  got  the  pick  of  the 
Naval  Service  as  Executive  officers,  but, 
whenever  a  question  of  real  importance 
is  to  be  considered,  the  Board  is  invalu- 
able in  its  consultative  capacity.  I  have 
had  some  experience  of  the  India  Office, 
the  business  of  which  is  transacted  under 
forms  prescribed  by  statute.  The  great 
mistake  in  the  method  of  conducting 
affairs  there  is  that  16  gentlemen  act  as 
an  Executive  Body,  and  without  their 
consent  nothing  smaU  or  great  can  be 
done.  That  difficulty  had  been  avoided 
at  the  Admiralty ;  and  I  believe  tliere  is 
no  Department,  with  a  few  exceptions, 
where  the  business  is  so  rapidly  trans- 
acted, or  where,  with  some  exceptions, 
business  is  better  done  than  under  the 
system  which  has  been  denounced  by 
am  hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  1  am 
certain  that  if  a  similar  system  were 
introduced  at  the  War  Office  you  would 
get  rid  of  the  friction  between  the  mili- 
tary and  the  civilian  element  which 
prevents  the  War  Office  deciding  on 
important  questions  without  a  delay 
which  is  unknown  at  the  Admiralty.  I 
know  there  are  many  Members  in 
the  House  pledged  to  economy  who 
may  consider  'Uie  suggestion  I  have 
made  for  the  grant  of  the  small  and 
limited  sum  necessary  to  put  the  Navy 
in  order,  and  to  be  raised  by  Termin- 
able Annuities,  as  an  extravagant  pro- 
posal, and  one  which,  as  economists, 
they  are  bound  to  protest  against.  If 
there  be  any  such  who  take  this  view  of 
the  present  suggestion,  vill  they  alh}w 
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me  to  ^laee  before  them  one  or  two  oon- 
sidenhons.  Nobody  can  occnpy,  even 
for  the  short  time  I  did,  the  post  of 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  without 
being  impressed  with  the  paramount 
importance,  not  only  of  our  beiog  able 
to  maintain  our  naval  BUpremaey,  but 
to  give  adequate  protection  to  our  carry- 
ing trade  in  time  of  hostilities.  We  are 
more  closely  packed  together  in  this 
commuaity  than  any  nation  haa  ever 
been  before,  and  our  sole  means  of  sub- 
sistence  depend  on  the  maintenance  of 
our  carrying  trade.  If  in  any  time  of 
trouble  and  hostility  that  carrying  trade 
were  to  be  undermined,  or  allowed  to 
pass  into  othw  hands,  it  is  no  exaggera- 
tion to  Bay  that  a  large  proportion  of 
the  population  of  these  Islands  would 
starve  for  lack  of  food,  and  another 
laifi^  proportion  woald  starve  for  want 
of  wages.  This  is  a  contingency  which 
no  man  can  face  with  equanimity  or  in- 
diflFerence.  Can  the  Admiralty  protect 
our  carrying  trade  ?  I  believe  it  can. 
80  far  as  I  know — I  speak  with  the  ad- 
vice and  the  sanction  of  the  naval  men 
who  constituted  my  Board  —  I  believe 
that  by  the  expenditure  of  a  small  sum 
of  money  we  can  protect  and  make  our 
carrying  trade  safe.  If  it  be  clear  that 
the  sum  ia  not  extrav^ant,  that  the 
prD|MMal  is  one  that  can  be  met  without 
putting  undue  taxation  on  the  com- 
munity, and  that  it  will  secure  for  our 
carrying  trade  that  safety  which  we  all 
desire  to  see,  then  I  trust  the  House  will 
not,  from  any  excessive  deference  for 
the  pedantry  of  finance,  refuse  to  sup- 
port the  Motion  of  my  noble  and  gal- 
lant Friend.  \_A  laughf]  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  laughs  at  my  expres- 
sion— "The  pedantry  of  finance."  I 
say  that  anybody  who  will  get  up  and 
maintain  that  the  proposal  which  I  make 
is  one  which,  on  financial  grounds,  ought 
to  be  objected  to,  must  entirely  shut  his 
eyes  to  what  has  occurred  during  the 
past  year.  I  am  obliged  to  the  right 
hon.  Qentleraan  for  hia  laugh. 

The  CHANOELLOE  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  WiLUAM  Hahooubt) 
(Derby):  It  was  the  other  Chancellor 
of  the  iizchequer  who  laughed. 

LoM)  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  Then 
it  was  the  reflection  of  a  laugh  which  I 
caught  on  the  face  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  During  the  past  year  the 
expenditure  on  the  Navy  has  been  enor- 
mous. It  has  been  between  £17,000,000 


and  £18,000,000  sterling.  There  is  an 
excess  of  expenditure  during  the  past 
year  of  between  £6,000,000  aud 
£7,000,000  over  that  of  the  preceding 
year.  Well,  Sir,  how  has  that  expendi- 
ture been  met  ?  It  has  been  met  entirely 
out  of  borrowed  money.  It  has  been 
met  either  by  the  Sinking  Fund,  or  by 
the  issue  of  Exchequer  Bonds.  Then, 
if  the  House  has  assented  to  the  i-aisiog 
of  no  less  than  £6,000,000  or£7,000,000, 
which  was  necessary  last  year  to  put  the 
Navy  in  order,  is  it  now  to  decline,  on 
the  ground  that  the  symmetry  of  the 
financial  system  will  be  upset,  to  support 
a  proposal  which  I  make  to  raise  by 
Terminable  Annuities  this  small  sum  mi 
j£2;000,000,  and  to  spread  the  repayment 
of  that  sum  over  the  next  fire  yeara  ?  I 
think  I  have  nude  out  a  case  for  the 
Motion  of  my  noble  and  gallant  Friend. 
I  hope  I  hare  done  so  in  such  a  way  aa 
not  only  to  enable  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  support  it,  but  I  have  sug- 
gested to  him  the  means  by  which  he 
can  raise  the  money  so  as  to  enable  him 
to  retain  his  popularity  and,  at  the  same 
time,  probably  to  prolong  his  tenure  of 
Office. 

The  CIVIL  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  R.  W.  Duff)  (Banff- 
shire) :  Sir,  up  to  3  o'clock  this  after- 
noon I  had  hoped  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretai^  to  the  Admiralty 
(Mr.  Hibbert)  would  have  been  able  to 
come  down  to  the  House  prepared  to 
undertake  the  charge  of  these  Votes  in- 
stead of  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty. 
As,  therefore,  I  am  called  upon  some- 
what unexpectedly  to  fulfil  the  duties 
which  belong  to  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty,  I  hope  that  I  may  not  ask 
in  vain  for  the  indulgence  of  the  House. 
I  listened  to  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  with  pleasure,  inas- 
much as  he  tells  the  House  that  he  is 
satisfied  with  the  Estimates  of  the  pre- 
sent year  as  far  as  they  go,  but  that  he 
desires  to  raise  £^,000,000  more  by  Ter- 
minable Annuities.  I  confess  that  I  was 
somewhat  astonished  at  the  poutton 
taken  up  by  the  noble  Lord,  becanse 
only  six  weeks  ago  he  was  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  and  left  a^ro- 
gramme  for  his  Successors.  Certainly, 
that  programme  did  not  include  the 
£1,600,000  of  additional  money  which 
he  now  suggests  should  be  raised.  I 
scan»ly  know  how  to  deal  with  theee 
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figures.  I  Till  explain  what  I  mean. 
The  Government  have  presented  to  the 
House  an  Estimate  of  £12,900,000,  and 
this  was  £500,000  less  than  the  pro- 
gramme called  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
programme  which  we  found  at  the  Ad- 
mirulty.  I  should  not  have  alluded  to 
the  programme  of  the  noble  Lord,  be- 
cause I  was  not  aware  how  far  what  the 
noble  Lord  proposed  had  received  the 
aanction  of  uie  whole  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty ;  and,  therefore,  as  I  have  said,  I  do 
not  quite  know  how  to  deal  with  it.  All 
I  know  is  that  we  now  present  Estimates 
which  ore  £500,000  less  than  those  of 
our  Predecessors.  At  all  events,  I  do 
know  that  the  noble  Lord  was  willing 
to  conduct  the  Naval  Service  of  the 
country  for  £500,000  more  than  is  now 
asked  for  by  the  present  Qovern- 
ment. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  I  do 
not  want  to  interrupt  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. The  programme  which  I  left  be- 
hind me  was  £500,000  more  with  regard 
to  ships,  and  the  additional  sum  of 
£2,000,000  I  ask  for  now  would  be 
expended,  although  not  in  the  present 
year,  to  put  the  Navy  in  a  state  of  com- 
plete efficien^. 

Mb.  £.  W.  DUFF:  I  quite  under- 
stand the  noble  Lord;  but,  as  a  Board, 
we  know  nothing  of  these  £2,000,000 
additional;  and  £500,000  is  all  the  re- 
duction we  have  made  in  the  Estimates 
as  prepared  by  our  Predecessors.  The 
Estimates  we  propose  to  pass  now  are 
within  £500,000  for  ^ipbuilding  of 
those  left  by  the  late  Board  of  Admiralty. 
The  noble  Lord  says  he  is  not  satisfied 
with  the  programme  of  the  preeentBoard 
because  we  have  not  laid  down  any  ships. 
Our  reason  for  not  doing  that  is,  in  the 
first  place,  this— that  at  this  moment 
we  have  liabilities  to  the  extent  of 
£3,186,000  for  ships  now  building. 
We  think  that  that  is  a  heavy  liability, 
and  we  are  of  opinitm  that  it  is  ad- 
visable to  make  progress  vi&  the  pro- 
gramme to  which,  we  are  committed 
before  laying  down  any  more  i^ips. 
There  are  large  questions  as  to  the 
naval  policy  involved  in  laying  new 
ships  down.  I  believe  there  is  a  con- 
sensus of  opinion  that  we  do  not  need 
any  armoured  h'ne-of- battle  ships  be- 
yond the  NiU  and  the  Trafalgar.  If 
new  ones  are  contemplated  there  are 
perplexing  problems  to  be  solved  as  to 
the  distribution  of  the  armour;  and. 


having  regard  to  all  the  circumstances, 
it  would  not  have  been  wise  in  a  Board 
of  Admiralty,  only  six  weeks  old,  and 
whose  First  Naval  Lord,  Lord  John  Hay, 
has,  in  consequence  of  his  absence 
abroad,  not  yet  attended  a  Board,  to 
commence  at  once  by  laying  down  a 
now  building  programme,  having  re- 
gard to  our  liabilities.  I  think  that  is 
a  BufBcient  reason  for  our  not  laying 
down  additional  skips  just  now ;  but  I 
may  add  that  the  present  Board  of 
Admiralty  intend  to  carry  out  in  its 
integrity  the  programme  of  the  Earl  of 
Northbrook,  which  it  is  to  the  oredit  of 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  that  he  has 
himself  carried  out  so  well.  I  believe 
the  noble  Lord  admits  that  the  pro- 
gramme he  carried  out  was  the  pro- 
gramme of  the  Earl  of  Northbrook. 
[Lord  Georoe  Hauiltoit:  Certainly.] 
As  far  as  it  went  it  was  quite  satisfactory, 
and  the  present  Board  also  intended  to 
continue  that  programme.  The  noble 
Lord  tells  us  that  there  have  been 
£2,000,000  absolutely  wasted.  I  think 
that  is  a  very  heavy  charge  to  make 
against  the  former  Board  of  Admiralty, 
and  I  should  like  to  know  what  the 
noble  liord  means  about  the  waste  of 
these  £3,000,000?  lundentood  him  to 
say  that  it  was  during  the  scare  that  the 
money  was  wasted.  Now,  I  presume 
that  the  noble  Lord  is  referring  to  the 
hiring  of  merchant  vessels  —  hired  of 
private  firms  on  the  responsibility  of 
the  late  Board  of  Admiralty.  What  do 
I  find  ?  I  find  that  the  cost  of  these 
armed  cruisers,  exclusive  of  coaling  and 
guns,  came  to  exactly  £550,000.  There 
were  five  ships  obtained  in  England  at 
a  cost  of  £244,000;  11  ships  procured 
on  foreign  stations  at  a  cost  of  £280,000, 
and  10  small  vessels  which  cost  £22,000, 
making  altogether  £546,000.  You  can- 
not put  down  coal  as  an  extra  charge, 
because  the  expenditure  for  it  would 
have  been  incnrred  if  we  had  had  men- 
of-war  instead.  Thraefore,  I  think  the 
£2,000,000  the  Earl  of  Northbrook  and 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  are  supposed 
to  have  wasted  dwindles  down  to 
£550,000.  The  noble  Lord  has  asked 
me  about  the  guns.  I  have  here  a  pro- 
gramme from  the  Ordnance  Department 
of  the  Admiralty,  from  which  I  find  that 
we  shall  have  guns  for  all  the  vessels 
as  soon  as  the  vessels  require  them. 
The  guns  will  be  completed  as  soon  as 
'  the  vessels  are  ready.  I  have  a  complete 
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propframme,  which  I  propose  to  print  as 
a  Return  and  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  by-and-bye.  Complaint  has  alao 
boon  inadeabout  thesmallerclasaof  gUDR. 
Of  the  smaller  class  of  guns  there  are  450 
already  provided,  and  159  to  be  received 
this  year  will  give  a  total  of  609  alto- 
gether. Let  me  now  refer  to  the  very 
able  speech  of  my  noble  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Marylebone 
(Lord  Charles  Beresford).  The  Board 
is  happy  indeed  to  see  in  this  House 
Naval  Officers  who,  like  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord,  have  distinguished  them- 
selTes  on  recent  active  serrioe.  The 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  and  the  gallant 
Admiral  the  Member  for  Southampton 
(Sir  J.  E.  Commerell).  both  of  whom  I 
am  glad  to  see  in  the  House,  but  whom 
I  should  prefer  to  have  on  this  side, 
hare  laid  down  an  exhaustive  pro- 
gramme ;  but  it  is  satisfactory  that  we 
have  at  present  a  sufficient  number 'of 
large  iron-clads.  I  understand  that 
they  quite  approve  of  the  policy  of 
building  the  A'tle  and  the  Tra/ulffar, 
and  I  believe  that  when  they  are  com- 
pleted those  vessels  will  be  two  of  the 
most  powerful  vessels  in  the  world. 
However  much  we  may  need  torpedo 
boats,  it  is  certain  that  we  must  keep  up 
in  the  Kavy  a  certain  number  of  line-of- 
battle  ships.  With  regard  to  torpedo 
boats,  we  naTe  been  told  severid  times 
this  evening  that  we  are  short  of  boats 
of  that  description.  We  should,  no 
doubt,  be  glad  to  have  more  torpedo 
boats,  but  of  first-class  torpedo  boats, 
although  the  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral 
the  Member  for  Southampton  says  we 
have  only  18,  we  have  23  complete  with 
torpedo  gear  and  53  building  ;  and,  of 
the  latter  number,  35  are  now  overdue. 
With  the  late  First  Lord  the  present 
Board  are  very  anxious  to  push  forward 
these  torpedo  boats,  and  we  hope  to 
have  those  which  are  overdue  delivered 
immediately.  There  are  18  of  these 
not  yet  due,  so  that  thero  is  a  toted  of 
80,  including  four  for  which  no  date  has 
been  fixed.  These  are  torpedo  boats  of 
the  first  class.  Of  second-clasa  torpedo 
boats  we  have  59,  '21  complete  with 
torpedo  gear,  two  building  by  con- 
tractors, 27  attached  to  ships  in  com- 
mission, and  nine  wooden  boato,  of 
which  six  are  complete  and  three  in- 
complete, bringing  up  the  total  to  139. 
We  hope  to  have  them  ready  very 
shortly,  and  I  hope  that  those  which 

Mr.  R.  W.  Jhiff 


are  now  OTerdue  may  be  delivered  ia 

the  course  of  a  month.  With  reference 
to  the  remark  of  the  noble  and  gallant 
Lord  that  there  are  only  three  places 
where  torpedo  boats  can  be  built,  that 
is  undoubtedly  the  ease;  but  the  Con- 
structors' Department  are  considering  the 
desirability  of  building  these  vessels  by 
the  Admiralty  themselves ;  and  it  is  very 
necessary  that  we  should  have  the  power 
of  constructing  them  at  the  Qovemment 
Dockyards,  so  as  to  have  them  entirely 
under  the  control  of  the  Department. 
My  noble  and  gallant  Friend  has  said 
that  naval  officers  hare  not  had  suffident 
experience  in  manoBurreing,  and  we 
want  more  of  an  experimental  squadron. 
In  that  connection  I  am  reminded  of  the 
interesting  manoeuvres  that  took  place 
last  year  at  Bantry  Bay,  and  it  cannot 
be  denied  that  the  experiments  on  that 
occasion  have  been  of  great  advantage 
to  the  Service.  I  can  only  say  that  I 
believe  the  present  Board  of  Admiralty 
intend  to  continue  these  experiments, 
and  I  hope  that  they  will  be  of  advan- 
tage to  the  country.  Then,  lastly,  I 
come  to  the  general  question  of  the  Chan- 
nel Fleet.  In  the  Channel  Squadron  we 
have  vessels  which  hold  a  g^eat  many 
men.  They  are  broadside  vessels,  and,  no 
doubt,  are  not  the  best  fighting  ships  we 
can  get.  They  constitute  a  sort  of  gymna- 
sium in  which  the  men  on  board  these  ves- 
sels are  able  to  obtain  a  kind  of  practice 
which  they  cannot  acquire  at  any  other 
school.  Therefore,  it  is  desirable  to  keep 
them  in  the  Channel  Squadron.  In  the 
event  of  war,  the  crews  in  the  ships  of 
the  Channel  Squadron  would  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  vessels  of  the  First  Class 
Beserve ;  but  in  ordinary  times  the 
vessels  of  the  Squadron  are  kept  afloat 
because  they  are  most  convenient  afloat 
for  trainiog  the  men.  And  now  I  should 
like  to  say  a  word  in  regard  to  the  coal- 
ing stations.  The  question  of  the  coal- 
ing stations  is,  no  doubt,  an  important 
one ;  and  I  will  just  tell  the  House  what 
has  been  done  already.  I  am  afraid 
that  we  oannot  look  forward  to  the  time 
when  wo  shall  be  able  to  relieve  our- 
selves of  the  necessity  of  protecUng  the 
coaling  stations  by  vessels  consumingoU 
instead  of  coal.  That  may  be  a  dream 
of  the  future ;  but,  in  the  meantime,  we 
must  mske  ample  provision  for  their 
protection.  As  to  what  has  been  done 
already  in  regard  to  the  coaling  stations, 
I  may  say  that  the  work  is  well  in  hand. 
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The  guns  at  Hong  Kong  have  been  con- 
tracted for,  and  tne  works  are  approach- 
ing completion.  The  same  remark  ap- 
plies to  Singapore,  where  the  guns  re- 
quired are  well  in  hand,  and  the  Im- 
perial GoTemment  is  paying  the  whole 
expense  ;  so  also  with  regard  to  Aden. 
At  St.  Simon's  Bay  the  works  are  well 
in  hand  ;  new  guns  are  being  made  ;  and 
there,  also,  the  whole  expense  is  being 
defrayed  by  the  Imperii  GoTornment. 
Progress  is  also  being  made  at  St. 
Helena,  Sierra  Leone,  St.  Luoia,  and  at 
other  stations.  It  is  not  right,  there- 
fore, to  say  that  the  Admiralty  are  doing 
nothing  in  regard  to  the  coaling  eta* 
tions.  The  work  is  being  proceeded 
with ;  and  the  Admiralty  are  very 
anxious  that,  as  far  as  lies  in  their  power, 
they  should  be  proceeded  with  expe- 
ditiously. It  is,  however,  more  a  matter 
which  belongs  to  the  War  Office  than 
to  the  Admiralty.  We  bare  had  a 
very  interesting  speech  this  evening 
from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  the  £a8t  Biding  (Commander 
Bethell).  I  am  sure  that  the  House  lis- 
tened to  that  speech  with  a  great  deal 
of  interest ;  but  in  coming  to  a  decision 
upon  this  matter  it  is,  no  doubt,  very 
difficult  to  say  what  effect  the  employ- 
ment of  torpedo  boats  may  hare  in  the 
future.  At  present  they  form  b  valu- 
able and  important  part  of  naral  war- 
fare; and  I  quite  agree  with  what  has 
been  said  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  J. 
Beed),  that  on  no  account  will  it  be  pos- 
sible to  dispense  with  the  services  of 
I  ine-of -battle  ships.  They  must  always 
form  a  duo  proportion  of  our  Koyal 
Navy.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Southampton  (Sir  J.  E.  Commerell) 
ia  rather  alarmed  about  the  state  of 
Bermuda.  Some  years  ago  1  was  at 
Bermuda  myself,  and  I  have  some  recol- 
lection of  the  place.  I  do  not  think  that 
it  is  an  easy  place  for  large  vessels  to 
get  into ;  and  I  think  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Admiral,  if  he  were  in  com- 
mand, would,  without  much  difficulty, 
find  some  meuis  of  stopping  the  passage 
to  Bermuda,  with  the  aid  of  torpedoes, 
so  that  it  would  take  a  long  time  for  an 
iron-clad  to  get  there  and  oe  able  to  do 
mischief. 

Sib  J.  E.  COMMEBELL  (South- 
ampton) :  Two  80-gnn  ships  got  there 
in  1812,  and  got  out  again.  Bat  then 
there  were  no  torpedoes. 


Mb.  E.  W.  duff  :  The  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  the  Member  for  Mary- 
lebone  (Lord  Charles  Beresford)  gave 
an  account  of  the  number  of  men  in  the 
Service  which  is  not  quite  in  accordance 
with  the  official  Estimate.  I  think  the 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  set  down  the 
number  at  about  79,000.  As  far  as  I 
can  make  out,  however,  from  the  Go- 
vernment list,  we  have  61,398  officers, 
seamen,  and  Marines  on  the  Navy  List ; 
and  we  have  18,215  men  in  the  Boyal 
Naval  Beserve ;  2,072  in  the  Seamen  and 
Boyal  Pensioners  Beserve :  and  1,427 
in  the  Boyal  Artillery  Naval  Reserve — 
making,  altogether,  83,112;  and  adding 
355  officers  on  halC-pay,  and  84  officers 
not  borne  on  the  ship's  books,  we  have 
a  total  of  83,551.  In  addition  to  this, 
all  pensioners  under  55  are  liable  to  be 
called  out  for  active  service  in  case  of 
war ;  and  the  number  available  is  pro- 
bably about  10,000.  I  will  not  detain 
the  House  at  any  greater  length,  be- 
cause the  official  statement  will,  I  hope, 
be  made  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  on  Thursday. 
I  have  endeavoured  to  reply  to  some  of 
the  points  which  have  been  raised  ;  and 
I  can  only  assure  the  House  that  the 
Government  believe  they  have  asked  for 
a  sufficient  sam  to  place  the  Navy  of  this 
country  in  a  thoroughly  efficient  state. 
["  Oh  !  "]  Yea;  I  am  strongly  of  that 
opinion;  and  I  cannot  agree  with  my 
noble  Friend  opposite  with  regard  to 
his  proposal  for  voting  extra  money.  I 
would  remind  the  House  that  within 
the  last  three  years  we  have  been  spend- 
ing something  enormous  on  the  con- 
struction of  our  ships.  I  find  that  in 
the  year  1865-6  we  spent  no  less  than 
£3,115,000;  and  in  the  year  1886-7  we 
propose  to  spend  £3,644,000.  I  think 
the  House  will  agree  that  that  is  a  very 
large  Estimate ;  and  I  must  say  that  the 
question  raised  by  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Gourley) 
that  we  are  spending  £3,644,000, 
while  the  expenditure  of  France  is  only 
£1,310,000,  is  an  important  matter  for 
our  consideration.  I  do  not  wish  to  draw 
an  invidious  comparison ;  but  we  have 
been  generally  told  that  France  was 
ahead  of  this  country ;  and  I  therefore 
think  it  right  to  give  these  figures.  I 
am  very  much  obliged  to  the  House  for 
the  indulgence  with  which  it  has  lis- 
tened to  me  ;  but  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  task  which  I  have  performed  would 
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liaTe  been  much,  more  satisfactorily  dis- 
charged by  my  right  hon.  Friend  tho 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  if  he  could 
have  been  here  to-night. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  (Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
George's)  :  I  am  sure  that  we  alt 
regret  the  absence  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty, and  especially  the  cause  of  his 
absence ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  the 
House  will  agree  with  me  in  express- 
ing an  opinion  that  my  hon.  Friend 
the  GinI  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  has 
discharged  the  duties  which  suddenly 
deroWed  upon  him  in  a  manner  highly 
creditable  to  himself,  and  that  he  has 
shown  that  he  i)os8e8ses  thorough  com- 
mand of  all  the  details  connected  with 
these  questions.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  has  said,  very 
truly,  that  enormous  sums  have  been 
spent  on  the  Navy  during  the  last  two 
or  three  years— larger,  indeed,  than  in 
any  previous  year.  But  why  has  that 
been  so?  It  has  been  because  the  Navy 
has  been  allowed  to  go  down  much 
below  the  strength  at  which  it  ought  to 
be  kept;  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
Admiralty  have  been  forced  by  the 
pressure  of  public  opinion  to  endeavour 
to  bring  up  the  Navy  to  that  position 
which  it  ought  never  to  have  lost.  I 
suspect  that  that  is  the  natural  result  of 
false  economy,  whether  of  a  public  cha- 
racter or  otherwise.  The  result  has  been 
that  large  additional  expenditure — not 
always  an  economical  expenditure — has 
been  entailed  upon  the  country  by  the 
false  economy  of  previous  proceedings. 
There  is  nothing  more  remarkable,  I 
think,  as  an  illustration  of  that  result, 
than  the  hurried  and  extravagant  ex- 

{>enditure  on  which  we  embarked  in  the 
ate  war  scare ;  and  I  have  no  hesita- 
tion in  sayiog  that  a  large  portion  of 
the  money  spent  at  that  time  was  as 
uselessly  spent  as  if  it  had  been  thrown 
into  the  sea.  The  bon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite has  stated  that  the  amount  spent 
in  the  time  to  which  I  refer  was  some- 
thing  under  £500,000  ;  but  I  had  a  good 
deal  to  do  with  the  expenditure  on  that 
occasion  when  I  was  at  the  Admiralty, 
and  I  am  satisfied  that  I  am  much  more 
accurate  in  estimating  the  amount  at 
nearly  £1,000,000.  I  believe  that  it 
will  be  found  that  my  estimato  is  con- 
siderably more  accurate  than  that  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  I  remember  not 
«ily  the  expenditure  incurred  on  the 

Jfr.  R.  W.  Duff 


mercantile  vessels  which  were  converted 
into  cruisers,  but  I  recollect  going 
round  the  Dockyards,  and  seeing  them 
strewed  with  antediluvian  tugs  on  which 
large  sums  of  money  had  been  spent, 
and  which  were  altogether  useless  for 
the  purposes  for  which  they  were  in- 
tended and  for  which  they  had  been 
purchased.  I  may  mention  the  case  of 
an  expensive  tu^  in  one  of  the  Dock- 
yards, on  which  it  was  proposed  to  spend 
a  large  sum  of  money  in  order  to  con- 
vert it  into  a  ship  of  war.  It  never 
could,  however,  have  been  converted 
into  a  ship  of  war ;  and  if  we  had  not 
stopped  the  expenditure  it  would  alao 
have  fallen  into  the  category  of  wasted 
money.  I  have  not  got  the  details  of 
the  Estimates  we  left  behind  us  at  the 
Admiralty ;  but  my  recollection  is  that, 
in  addition  to  what  I  may  call  the  pro- 
gramme we  left  behind  for  building 
gunboats,  which  amounted  to  about 
£500,000  during  the  year,  our  ordinary 
Estimates  were  about  £500,000  in  excess 
of  those  now  presented  to  the  House. 
[Mr.  B.  W.  Duff  made  a  remark  which 
was  inaudible.]  Yes ;  but  I  understood 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  our  whole 
Estimates  were  £500,000  more  than  the 
present  Estimates ;  and  he  further 
stated  that  this  £500,000  included  the 
proposal  we  made  for  the  building  of 
gunboats.  But  I  maintain  that,  in  ad- 
dition to  that  proposal,  we  proposed 
farther  outlay  in  shipbuilding  more  than 
is  now  provided. 

The  CIVIL  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  R.  W.  Doff)  :  I  was  talk- 
ing of  the  shipbuilding  at  home. 

Ms.  RITCHIE:  Yes;  but  there  are 
two  Shipbuilding  Votes.  There  is  the 
Vote  for  Shipbuilding  in  the  Dock- 
yards, and  the  Vote  for  Shipbuilding  by 
Contract ;  and,  as  far  as  my  recollection 
goes,  we  were  perfectly  satisfied  with  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  as  to  ship- 
building in  the  Royal  Dockyards.  But 
I  think  if  I  had  the  Estimates  before 
me — and  it  is  rather  inconvenient  to 
discuss  these  matters  in  their  absence — 
it  would  be  seen  that  tho  present  Boa*^ 
of  Admiralty  have  considerably  cut 
down  the  expenditure  proposed  by 
the  late  Board  in  regard  to  building 
ships  by  contract.  That,  I  think,  will 
be  seen  when  we  come  to  discuss  the  mat- 
ter more  fully  upon  the  Estimates.  My 
noble  Friend  the  Member  fur  Middlesex 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  has  stated  that, 
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in  his  opinion,  £2,000,000  more  ought 
to  bo  spent  in  oi-der  to  bring  the  Navy 
up  to  a  proper  state  of  efficiency,  and  he 
proposed  that  as  an  alternative  proposal 
to  that  of  my  noble  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Marylebone  (Lord  Charles 
Ber6Bford),Thoconstder8that  £5,000,000 
are  required.  Mj  noble  Friend  the  late 
First  Lord  of  the  Admirals  proposed, 
in  addition  to  the  normal  £«tiraate8  of 
the  year,  that  a  sum  of  £2,000,000 
should  be  spent  in  giving  out  work  by 
contract,  in  order  to  place  the  Navy  in  a 
proper  state  of  efficiency  with  special 
reference  to  small  vessels,  and  that  the 
expenditure  should  be  distributed  over 
three  years  instead  of  being  borne  upon 
the  Estimates  of  a  single  year.  I  agree 
with  what  ho  has  said  in  regard  to  the 
condition  of  many  of  the  small  craft  of 
the  Navy,  and  certainly  with  regard  to 
the  gunboats,  upon  which  a  consider- 
able expenditure  for  repairs  will  have 
to  be  incurred,  if  new  vessels  of  that 
kind  are  not  built.  Expenditure  on  obso- 
lete vessels  is  a  wasteful  expenditure.  I 
remember  one  of  the  first  proposals  made 
to  us  at  Uie  Admiralty — a  proposal 
which  had  been  assented  to  by  the  pre- 
vious Board  of  Admiralty — to  spend  a 
large  sum  of  money  in  tbe  repair  of  gun- 
boats. The  first  proposal  was  to  spend 
£10,000  in  the  repair  of  a  gunboat 
called  the  Moorhen  ;  but  we  found  that 
after  we  had  spent  a  considerable  sum  of 
money  upon  it,  its  utmost  speed  would 
not  be  more  than  eight  knots  an  hour, 
liooking  at  the  obsolete  type  of  the  ves- 
sel, and  its  low  speed,  and  the  sum  which 
it  was  proposed  to  spend  upon  it,  we  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  would  be  a 
waste  of  expenditure ;  and,  therefore, 
we  declined  to  expend  our  money  upon  it. 
The  decision  then  arrived  at  governed 
onr  deciuon  with,  regard  to  other  gun- 
boats in  the  Service.  We  found  that 
the  sums  of  money  required  to  be  spent 
in  placing  them  in  a  proper  state  of 
repair  would  be  far  more  than  the  whole 
value  of  the  vessels  after  they  were  re- 
paired ;  and  we  came  to  the  conclueton 
that  it  would  be  better  to  apportion  the 
money  on  the  building  of  gunboats  of 
the  newest  type.  We  left  a  proposal 
behind  us  at  the  Admiralty  for  building 
eight  of  these  gunboats;  and  although 
I  do  not  blame,  and  I  am  sure  my  noble 
and  gallant  Friend  behind  me  (Lord 
Charles  Beresford)  has  no  intention  of 
imputing  blame  to  the  Admiralty  for 


their  programme,  I  do  not  believe  that 
any  expenditure  could  have  been  more 
usefully  made  than  upon  that  pro- 
gramme of  building  gunboats  and  small 
vessels  which  we  left  behind  ua.  Some- 
thing has  been  said  as  to  coaling  sta- 
tions. I  regretted  to  hear  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  J. 
Keed)  deprecate  expenditure  upon  coal- 
ing stations.  For  my  own  par^  I  think 
if  these  stations  are  not  vigorously  taken 
in.  hand,  and  a  proper  sum  spent  on 
them  to  bxing  them  in  a  position  to 
stand  on  their  own  legs  without  the 
assistance  of  the  Navy,  it  would  lead  to  a 
large  waste  of  strength  in.  time  of  war, 
because  it  is  perfectly  certain  that  if  we 
are  not  witling  to  let  these  stations  fall 
into  the  hands  of  the  enemy  they  would 
not  be  a  source  of  strength,  but  would 
be  the  means  of  detaching  naval  force 
from  the  Fleet  which  would  be  useful 
elsewhere.  The  Civil  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty has  made  some  reference  to  these 
coaling  stations,  upon  which  I  should 
like  to  say  a  word.  I  gather  that  there 
seems  to  be  an  impression  that  the 
Colonial  Oovemment  may  undertake 
the  fortification  of  Colombo ;  but  I  can- 
not agree  that  the  Colonial  (Jovernment 
would  be  in  a  position  to  place  that 
splendid  harbour  in  a  position  of  defence. 
1  hope  that  the  Governmeut  will  not 
lose  sight,  not  only  of  that  particular 
port,  but  of  the  general  importance  of 
this  question  of  fortifying  our  coaling 
stations.  All  naval  men  agree  that  it 
is  one  of  the  most  fundamental  points 
which  require  the  attention  of  the  Ad- 
miralty. Something  has  been  said  also 
with  regard  to  repairs.  I  have  alluded 
to  one  question  of  repairs  which  came 
before  the  late  Admiral^  with  reference 
to  gunboats ;  but  that  is  only  a  small 
portion  of  this  great  question  of  repairs, 
and  I  wish  strongly  to  impress  upon  the 
present  Board  of  Admiralty  that  they 
should  be  careful  not  to  spend  money 
upon  vesselB  which  are  not  likely  to  bo 
worth  tiie  money  expended  upon  Uiem. 
Let  me  give  an  illustration.  There  is 
one  vessel  in  particular  upon  which  a 
large  sum  of  money,  unfortunately,  has 
been  and  will  be  spent,  and  in  my 
opinion  very  unwisely — I  refer  to  the 
'J'ourmaline.  When  we  came  into  Office 
we  found  a  proposal  to  spend  £40,000 
in  repairing  this  ship,  a  very  large  sum 
in  proportion  to  her  original  cost,  which 
was  £90,000;  and  when  spent  you 
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would  have  a  veasel  that  ooald  not  steam 
more  than  BOTOn  knots  an  hour.  It 
vas  proposed  to  fit  her  up  with  new 
armaments,  and  to  bring  her  up  as  far 
as  possible  to  the  necessities  of  the  day. 
We  would  have  stopped  these  repairs  if 
it  had  been  at  all  possible ;  but  we 
found  they  had  been  undertaken  before 
we  came  into  Office.  We  considered 
that  it  was  a  wasteful  expenditure  of 
public  money  to  lay  out  large  sums  in 
endeavouring  to  bring  Tessek  up  to  a 
condition  suitable  for  the  wants  of  the 
Navy,  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  no 
expenditure  could  increase  their  speed ; 
and,  after  all,  speed  is  one  of  the  main 
questions  for  conaideration.  I  rose 
mainly,  however,  for  the  purpose  of 
dieabusing  my  hon.  Friend  opposite  of 
the  idea  that  we  have  a  wish  to  attack 
the  Government.  I  can  assure  him  that 
we,  who  were  at  the  Admiralty  before, 
will,  as  far  as  lies  in  our  power,  ^ve  the 
Oovemmoit  every  assistance  in  following 
up  the  programme  they  have  taken  in 
hand  of  building  quickly  and  cheaply 
the  vessels  required  for  the  Public  Ser- 
vice ;  and  I  can  assure  the  Government 
that,  as  long  as  that  continues  to  be 
their  policy,  they  will  meet  with  no 
factious  opposition  from  this  side  of  the 
House,  but,  on  the  contrary,  cordial 
support. 

The  OHANCELLOE  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  William  Haeooubt) 
(Derby) :  I  will  not  detain  the  House 
for  more  than  a  few  moments,  and  I 
should  not  say  a  word  if  it  were  not  for 
the  appeal  which  has  been  made  to  me 
upon  the  financial  aspect  of  this  ques- 
tion. I  shall  not  endeavour  to  enter 
into  the  naval  controversy.  The  late 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  I  am  bound 
to  say,  with  perfect  good  humour  and 
taste,  denounced  and  rather  lectured  me 
on  the  pedantry  of  finance.  Now,  as 
regards  the  pedantry  of  finance,  the 
views  expressed  by  the  noble  Lord  would 
have  carried  a  little  more  weight  if  they 
had  come  from  his  Colleague  who  sits 
beside  him,  who  lately  occupied  the 

fosition  I  have  now  the  honour  to  hold, 
hare  made  myself  acquainted,  as  far 
as  I  could,  with  the  financial  arrange- 
ments of  the  late  Administration ;  but  1 
have  certainly  found  no  record  in  tlie 
Treasury  of  any  plan  for  a  considerable 
expenditure  upon  the  future  of  the  Navy. 
I  need  not  answer  the  proposal  of  my 
noble  and  gallant  Friend  who  introduced 

Mr.  SUchU 


the  Motion  aa  to  the  Sinking  Fund, 
because  the  late  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty has,  extremely  well  I  think, 
explained  why  it  is  not  desirable  to  em- 
ploy that  fiind  for  the  purpose  for 
which  the  noble  and  gallant  Lora  would 
wish  to  lay  his  hands  upon  it.  I 
remember  a  time — a  good  many  years 
ago— when  in  this  House  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  was  an  economical  Party. 
Under  Sir  Bobert  Feel  they  were  a 
great  economical  Party;  but  even  under 
the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield  I  remember  a 
great  speech  in  which  he  denounced 
bloated  armaments,  and  pointed  out 
what  I  hope  the  noble  Ixird  and  his 
gallant  Colleagues  who  sit  near  him, 
will  not  forget — namely,  that  besides 
Bhix>s  and  torpedoes  Uiere  is  a  great 
resource  in  war — namely,  the  sinews  of 
war,  in  the  credit  of  a  nation  whose 
finance  is  sound.  The  Earl  of  Beacons- 
field  enlarged  on  that  text,  and  he  aaid 
that  if  you  overcharge  the  finances  of 
your  country  in  a  manner  and  at  a  time 
when  they  cannot  well  bear  it,  you  are 
providing  a  great  weakness  to  yourselves 
in  the  time  of  your  extremity ;  that 
when  you  come  to  a  great  emergency 
your  prospects  of  success  will  depend 
upon  the  credit  of  the  nation,  and  the 
credit  of  a  nation  in  a  time  of  war 
depends  in  the  great  struggle  upon  the 
manner  in  which  it  has  husbanded  its 
reeources  in  the  time  of  peace.  It  was 
that  which  Mr.  Pitt  found  in  1793,  and 
he  could  not  have  entered  into  the  great 
struggle  which  commenoed  at  that  time 
but  for  the  enlightened  policy  which  he 
bad  laid  down  for  this  country  before. 
Well,  the  late  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty  condemned  the  appropriation  of 
the  Sinking  Fund ;  but  he  proposed  a 
plan  of  his  own  for  raising  money  on 
Terminable  Annuities.  I  wish  that  I 
could  only  advise  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  opposite  (the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)  to  rise  and  take  part  in  this 
debate,  for  I  think  that  he  would  feel 
compelled  to  say  something  about  this 
plan  of  Terminable  Annuities.  If  there 
is  one  fallacy  in  finance  that  has  been 
thoroughly  exposed  it  is  that  of  borrow- 
ing money  for  the  purpose  of  keeping 
up  the  Sinking  Fund.  That  was  a  mis- 
take which  even  so  great  a  financier  aa 
Mr.  Pitt  ocnnmitted;  but  the  Sinking 
Fund  of  Mr.  Pitt  was  soon  found  out  to 
be  a  delusion.  The  Sinking  Fund  can 
only  be  kept  up  by  economy  out  of  the 
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resources  of  the  year,  and  not  by  borrow- 
ing money.  What  is  the  proposal  of 
the  late  First  Lord  of  the  Admiral^  in 
regard  to  Terminable  Annaities?  He 
Bays  that  we  ought  to  keep  up  the  Sink- 
ing Fund  which  is  paying  off  Debt,  and 
that  we  ought  to  borrow  £2,000,000  on 
Terminable  Annuities.  I  will  not  call 
the  plan  of  the  noble  Lord  the  "  pedantry 
of  finance ; "  but  it  is  something  more 
like  file  heresy  of  finance.  Therefore,  I 
cannot  accept  thedoctrine  of  the  lateFirst 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  in  finance  of  this 
character.  He  did  not  even  tell  us  what 
was  to  be  the  length  of  his  Terminable 
Annuities. 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  Five 
years. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAEOOTJET:  I 
hardly  think  that  it  is  worth  while  to 
enter  into  the  question  of  Terminable 
Annuities.  They  do  not  lighten  the 
burden,  and  in  the  end  they  come  to 
very  much  the  same  thing. 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  I  can 
quote  a  precedent.  Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote,  when  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, adopted  a  somewhat  similar  course, 
and  paid  off  £7,500,000  in  seven  years 
by  Terminable  Annuities. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOHRT  :  And 
we  thought  it  very  bad  finance.  That 
was  the  great  doctrine  of  credit ;  and  I 
recollect  how  indignantly  it  was  de- 
nounced by  the  present  Prime  Minister. 
You  had  droits  year  after  year,  and 
spread  out  these  aucumulated  deficits  by 
means  of  Terminable  Annuities.  The 
late  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and 
his  friends  are  trying  now  to  force  on  us 
expenditure  which,  when  in  Office,  they 
did  not  intend  to  recommend.  Now,  let 
me  say  a  word  very  seriously  as  to  how 
the  financial  aspect  of  the  case  strikes 
me.  In  the  year  1 870 — not  so  very  long 
ago — only  16  years— the  Naral  Esti- 
mates were  £9,500,000;  they  are  now 
£13,000,000 — an  increase  of  about  50 
per  cent.  The  Army  Estimates  at  that 
time  were  £12,000,000;  last  year  Uiey 
were  £18,000,000,  again  an  increase  of 
50  per  cent  in  16  years.  I  do  not  speak 
of  one  Government  more  than  another ; 
but  that  is  the  history  of  the  question, 
and  the  Conservative  Government  were 
in  Office  for  six  years  out  of  that  period, 
and  the  Estimates  increased  greatly 
during  their  time.  Look  at  the  effect 
upon  the  country.  Look  at  the  burden 
on  the  country.   You  have  increased  the 


Expenditure  of  the  country  by  50  per 
cent,  and  are  the  Services  satisfied  ?  Is 
it  because  you  have  inoreased  your  Naval 
Expenditure  by  £4,500,000  and  your 
Military  Expenditure  by  £6,000,000? 
Oh,  no !  We  are  told  that  we  have  got 
no  Army  and  have  no  Navy.  Aye,  and 
if  you  give  the  noble  and  gallant 
Lord  the  Member  for  Marylebone 
(Lord  Charles  Beresford)  the  wretched 
£2,000,000  which  the  noble  Lord  the 
late  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  sug- 

gests,  or  the  paltry  £5,000,000  which 
e  asks  for  himself,  we  are  told  that  it 
would  not  include  all  that  it  is  necessary 
to  make  provision  for.  If  we  were  to 
add  £5,000,000  to  the  Naval  Estimates 
this  year,  would  he  be  satisfied  ?  Would 
the  gallant  Admiral  the  Member  for 
Southampton  (Sir  J.  E.  Commerell),  and 
the  eminent  shipbuilders  who  have  sup- 
ported him  to-night,  be  satisfied  with 
this  £5,000,000?  Not  at  all.  It  will 
be  only  the  beginning  of  it.  It  is  like 
the  case  of  a  man  suffering  from  dropsy, 
of  whom  it  was  said — "The  more  he 
drinks  the  more  he  wants."  It  is  so 
with  the  increase  of  these  items  of  Ex- 
penditure. If  I  thought  I  could  see  any 
signs  of  the  addition  of  millions  of  Ex- 
penditure on  the  Nary  satisfying  the 
people  who  call  for  it,  then  I  should 
derive  some  consolation.  But  that  is 
not  the  case.  I  find  that  the  more 
millions  you-  spend  the  more  you  are 
asked  for.   Look  at  some  of  tiie  lan- 

fuage  we  have  heard  to-night.  The  late 
irst  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  said  that  we 
had  hardly  any  efficient  gunboats  in  the 
Service.  Yes;  you  spend  £13,000,000 
more  than  any  other  country  in  the 
world,  and  yet  it  is  said  that  you  have 
not  got  an  efficient  gunboat.  I  do  not 
wish  to  lay  the  blame  on  one  Adminis- 
tration more  than  another.  A  gunboat 
will  last  more  than  fire  years.  How  is 
it,  then,  that  with  such  an  immense 
annual  Expenditure  we  have  not  an 
efficient  gunboat  in  the  Navy  ?  Then 
we  have  been  induced  to  spend  millions 
on  iron-clads  because  we  have  been  told 
that  France  has  been  building  iron-dads 
at  BO  fast  a  rate  that  we  must  keep  pace 
with  her,  and  then  we  proceed  to  enter 
into  contracts  for  iron-clads.  But  an 
hon.  Member  gets  up — the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  the  East  Biding 
(Commander  Bethell) — and,  in  one  of 
the  best  speeches  we  have  heard  in  this 
House,  tells  us  that  it  is  all  a  mistake 
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to  build  iron-dads  at  all.  That  is  the 
enormous  diffloully  we  hare  to  contend 
with.  We  get  the  opinions  and  plans 
of  these  gaUant  experts,  and  we  follow 
their  advice;  but  no  sooner  hare  we 
done  this,  and  incurred  enormous  lia- 
bilities, than  we  are  told  that  the  whole 
thing  is  a  mistake— that  gunboats  are 
wrong,  iroD-clads  are  wrong— and  now 
we  are  told  that  we  have  wasted  our 
money  altogether ;  that  we  ought  to 
have  done  something  else  ;  and  that  the 
type  of  ship  decided  oa  is  all  wrong. 
The  late  First  Lord  also  said  that  we 
have  no  guns  and  no  ammunition.  It 
is  certainly  a  very  extraordinary  thing 
that,  withanExpeuditureof  £1 3,000,000, 
we  should  have  no  guns  and  no  ammu- 
nition. The  hon.  Member  for  the  East 
Biding  (Commander  Bothell),  I  must 
say,  was  most  candid.  He  admitted  that 
there  was  no  finality  in  these  matters. 
Of  course,  there  is  no  finality.  He  tells 
us  himself  that  we  ought  to  expend  our 
money  on  things  upon  whioh  other 
countries  are  expending  theirs.  The 
great  argument  that  used  to  be  brought 
forward  years  ago  was  that,  although 
superior  to  France,  France  was  building 
fio  rapidly  that  we  must  take  care  that 
she  did  not  overtake  us.  If  the  noble 
Lord  wants  to  have  a  lesson  in  finance, 
whioh  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
pedantry  of  finance,  will  he  permit  me 
to  advise  him  to  read  the  letter  from  the 
Paris  Correspondent  of  The  T'/niM  to-day, 
and  he  will  see  what  is  the  financial  con- 
dition to  wliich  France  has  been  brought 
by  successive  Governments  agreeing  to 
aucli  Motions  as  this,  and  b^  a  poli'ty 
which  leads  to  Motions  of  this  kind,  as 
the  result  of  Expeditions  for  the  exten- 
sioji  of  Empire.  You  take  a  place,  and 
then  you  are  told  that  it  is  a  eource  of 
danger  unless  you  spend  millions  in 
fortifying  it,  and  then  that  you  must 
have  ships  to  guard  it.  It  is  exactly 
like  the  case  of  a  man  who  wants  a 
house  and  over-builds,  and  who  then 
finds  it  necessary  to  keep  it  up  by  an 
establishment  of  servants  who  will  ruin 
him.  That  is  the  policy  of  unsound 
finance  that  has  led  countries  to  ruin, 
and  would  ruin  even  such  a  country  as 
England  if  persisted  in.  These  are  not 
times,  I  venture  to  say,  when  anybody 
responuble  for  the  Government  of  this 
country  can  afford  to  add  £5,000,000  to 
the  Expenditure  of  the  country,  or  even 
£2,000,000  to  the  highest  Kaval  Esti- 
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mates  that  have  ever  been  presented  to 
the  House.  In  these  hard  times,  it  is 
perfectly  well  known  that  every  class  is 
suffering  from  distress,  and  the  Re- 
venue, it  is  also  perfectly  well  knuwn,  is 
day  by  day  diminishing.  Surely  these 
are  not  times  when  we  should  be  justi- 
fied in  making  these  demandjs  upon  the 
country,  and  in  laying  additional  bur- 
dens of  this  character  upon  the  people. 
There  was  an  old  rule  in  Greece  or 
Rome — I  forget  which — that  a  man  who 
introduced  a  new  law  must  do  so  with  a 
halter  round  his  neck,  and  if  he  did  not 
carry  the  law  the  halter  was  put  into 
operation.  I  should  be  the  last  man  to 
apply  such  a  rule  to  my  noble  and  gal- 
lant  Friend ;  but  I  should  like  that 
every  man  who  produces  a  proposal  for 
additional  Expenditure  in  this  House 
should  be  compelled  to  accompany  it 
with  a  proposal  for  a  tax  to  meet  that 
Expenditure,  and  that  unless  .he  should 
carry  his  tax  he  should  have  no  chance 
of  obtaining  the  Vote  for  his  Expendi- 
ture. The  principle  of  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord's  Sinking  Fund  is  not  ac* 
cepted  by  the  Front  Bench  below  him. 
He  seems  to  imagine  that  there  is  some- 
thing like  a  well  at  the  Treasury,  and 
that  the  money  does  not  come  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  people.  I  doubt  whe- 
ther the  Terminable  Annuities  of  the 
late  First  Lord  will  find  greater  favour 
with  financial  authorities.  Having  pro- 
posed these  Estimates,  I  trust  that  no 
real  attempt  will  be  made  to  force 
greater  Expenditure  at  the  present  mo- 
ment upon  the  country,  especially  by 
responsible  person^  who  must  be  aware 
that  the  people  are  not  able  to  bear 
those  burdens  which  you  must  impose 
upon  them,  unless  you  are  prepared  to 
take  the  fatal  course  of  borrowing  money 
for  your  ordinary  Naval  and  Military 
Establishments  in  a  time  of  peace— a 
course  which,  in  my  opinion,  when  you 
liave  once  commenced  it  and  once  set 
the  example,  will  be  followed,  you  may 
depend  upon  it,  to  a  dangerous  extent, 
and  a  course  which  means  nothing  less 
than  unsoxmd  finance  and  possibly  na- 
tional bankruptcy. 

Sir  MIGBLAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.):  I  majr  not  be  entirely 
disposed  to  agree  with  my  noble  and 
ntllant  Friend  behind  me  (Lord  Charles 
Beresford) ;  but  I  think  he  has,  at  any 
rate,  approached  the  consideration  of 
this  question  with  greater  knowledge 
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and  on  broader  grounds  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  It  does  not  seem  to  me 
that  the  question  for  the  House  to  con- 
Bider  is  vnether  the  Naval  Eatimatea  are 
£13,500,000  now,  and  were  £9,000,000 
in  fiome  previous  year,  or  whether  we 
are  spending  more  or  spending  less  than 
any  other  country.  The  great  question 
for  this  House  to  consider  is  whether 
the  Naval  Estimates  are  sufficient  to 
keep  up  our  Navy  in  an  efficient  state, 
and  whether  the  money  voted  by  this 
House  is  properly  expended.  Now,  Sir, 
that  is  a  matter  which  has  been  entirely 
left  out  of  consideration  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  My  noble  and 
gallant  Friend,  approaching  this  ques- 
tion from  this  point  of  view,  is  dissatisfied 
with  the  Nav^  Estimates.  He  would  de- 
sire, by  some  financial  process  with  which 
I  am  afraid  I  cannot  quite  agree,  to  in- 
crease the  exj)enditure  of  the  present 
year  in  connection  with  these  Estimates. 
But  my  noble  and  gallant  Friend  has 
placed  before  the  House,  in  a  very  able 
speech,  his  view  of  the  present  state  of 
the  Navy,  on  which  he  is  competent  to 
epeak  with  authority ;  and  1  am  not 
quite  sure,  in  the  absence  of  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  that  the  respon- 
sible Ministers  on  the  Bench  opposite 
have  entirely  answered  his  oonteution. 
Now,  Sir,  it  is  not  fair,  I  will  venture  to 
say,  to  treat  this  question  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  treated  it— as  a  question 
merely  brought  before  the  House  by 
hon.  Gmtlemen  who,  in  speaking  in  this 
House  or  in  writing  to  the  Press,  repre- 
sent the  Services.  The  question  is  not 
whether  the  Services  are  satisfied  or 
not.  It  is  a  far  larger  one ;  it  is  this 
— is  the  country  satisfied,  and  ought 
the  country  to  be  satisfied,  with  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  the  Navy  ?  I  am  not 
here  to  find  fault  with  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates. I  am  ioclined  to  the  opinion 
that,  lucking  to  all  the  points  of  the 
case,  these  Estimates  have  been  fairly 
considered,  and  that  they  are,  perhaps, 
as  large  as  any  we  can  expect  from  uie 
present  Government.  But  the  policy 
which  I  think  my  noble  Friend  the  late 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  was  anxious 
to  impress  on  the  House  was  this.  He 
referred  to  the  expenditure  for  naval 
and  military  purposes  during  tho  past 
year,  and  argued  that  the  amount  of  it 
was  partly  due  to  insufficient  expendi- 
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ture  in  previous  years.  Do  we  not  all 
know  that  expenditure  in  a  moment 
of  panic  is  as  wasteful  as  any  expendi- 
ture that  can  be  conceived?  And  will 
anyone  venture  to  say  that  there  was 
not  very  much  that  was  wasted  in  the 
expenditure  of  last  summer  ?  Why 
was  that  ?  May  it  not  have  been  that 
the  state  of  the  Navy  and  of  the  Army, 
was  at  that  moment  not  as  efficient  as  it 
ought  to  have  been  ;  that  the  Navy  waa 
not  as  veil  supplied  with  storeys  as  it 
ought  to  have  been ;  and  that  possibly 
the  sum  which  Parliament  was  called 
upon  to  vote  in  a  sudden  emergency 
last  summer  might  really  have  been 
saved  to  the  country  by  the  exercise  of 
ordinary  prescience  ?  That  I  understand 
to  be  at  the  bottom  of  the  contention  of 
my  noble  Friend.  My  noble  Friend 
suggests  that,  for  the  purposes  contem- 
plated by  him,  £2,000,000  should  be 
raised  by  Terminable  Annuities.  Well, 
I  confess  that  T  do  not  agree  with  that 
proposal.  I  hold  very  strongly  that  al- 
though we  adopted  this  mode  of  raising 
money  for  erecting  fortifications,  at  the 
instance  of  a  Liberal  Government,  at  a 
time  when  we  were  paying  off  a  debt 
previously  incurred,  yet  that  is  not  a 
precedent  which  ought  to  be  readily  fol- 
lowed, and  I  do  not  think  that  Ter- 
minable Annuities  ought  to  be  re- 
sorted to  except  for  eome  object  of  per- 
manent benefit  to  the  country.  Then 
the  question  remains,  Can  you  meet 
these  requirements  in  any  nther  way? 
Certainly,  you  might  meet  them  by  ad- 
ding to  the  taxation  of  the  year.  It  is 
not  for  me  to  enter  upon  the  details  of 
the  Estimates,  of  which  I  am  not  com- 
petent to  judge;  but  if,  in  the  Na^ 
Estimates  ot  the  year,  some  provision  is 
not  made  for  placing  the  Navy  in  a 
more  efficient  state  than  it  was  in  in 
April  and  May  last,  when  that  addi- 
tional and  wasteful  expenditure  was  re- 
quired all  of  a  sudden,  then  I  think  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  in  some 
degree  failed  in  their  duty  to  this  House. 
I  understood  from  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr. 
R.  W.  Duff),  who  has  with  much  ability 
fulBlled  the  duty  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Hibbert)  who  is,  unfortunately, 
obliged  to  be  absent  to-night — I  under- 
stood from  him  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment were  carrying  out  the  policy 
of  the  Earl  of  Northbrook.  Well,  but  I 
am  very  much  afraid  that  Her  Majesty's 
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(}oTenmi6ni  are  not  carrying  oat  in 
these  Estimates  the  policy  which  the 
Earl  of  Northbrook  enunciated  in  De- 
cember, 1884.  I  am  very  much  afraid 
they  have  receded  from  that  policy,  and 
are  really  about  to  cripple  our  Fleet,  in 
the  (utare,  by  not  providing  for  an  ade- 
quate expenditure  on  the  defence  of  these 
coaling  atationa  abroad,  on  which  so 
much  of  the  efficiency  of  our  Fleet 

Tbb  BEOBETABY  of  STATE  fob 
"WAR  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Bankeuuan) 
(Stirling,  &:c.):  The  armaments  are  pro- 
Tided  by  the  War  Office. 

SiE  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Yes ;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  re- 
presents the  Admiralty  on  this  occasion 
told  ua  something  to-night  about  the 
fortification  of  these  coaling  stations, 
and  I  confess  I  was  not  satisfied  with 
the  account  he  gave,  either  as  to  the 
progress  of  these  works,  or  as  to  the  in- 
tentions of  Her  M^esty's  Ctovernment 
with  regard  to  them.  We  are  not  now 
deiding  with  the  armaments,  but  with 
the  works  themBelTes.  They  are,  I  un- 
derstand, in  the  Estimates,  and  that  is 
the  question  we  are  now  upon.  At  any 
rate,  what  did  the  hon.  Gentleman  refer 
to?  Hereferredtoamatterwhich is  essen- 
tial to  the  efficiency  of  our  Fleet.  That 
matter  may  not  be  technically  included 
in  the  Estimates ;  but  it  is  perfectly  cer- 
tain that,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
our  Fleet  depends  for  its  usefulness  on 
these  coaling  stations,  that  Fleet  will 
not  be  efficient  imless  these  coaling  sta- 
tions are  safe  from  the  attack  of  an 
enemy.  Therefore,  nothing  can  be  more 
pertinent  than  the  consideration  of  the 
question  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment  are  doing  what  they  consider 
necessary,  and  what  their  FredeceBsors 
in  Office  considered  to  be  necessary,  to 
secure  the  defence  of  these  coaling  sta- 
tions abroad.  I  rery  much  wish  we 
had  had  from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and — if  I  may  say  so  without  dis- 
respect to  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite — 
from  some  more  important  Member  of 
Her  Hajeaty's  Government,  a  more  re- 
assuring statement  on  that  point.  I 
confes",  rememberiog  my  own  experi- 
ence as  to  Colonial  affairs,  remembering 
the  defenceless  nature  of  many  of  these 
positions  which  are  of  such  vital  im- 
portance to  this  country,  I  do  not  think 
that  any  money  can  be  better  spent  than 
in  placing  them  in  a  position  to  defend 
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themselves  as  quickly  as  possible.  And 
if  It  be  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
for  this  year  are  taking  only  half  the 
Vote  which  the  Earl  of  Northbrook  had 
intended  to  take  for  this  purpose,  then, 
I  will  venture  to  say,  they  are  dealing 
with  a  matter  which  they  ought  to  pni 
forward  as  rapidly  as  possible  to  the 
very  great  danger  of  the  country.  I  do 
not  wish  fo  dwell  any  longeron  tlie  Esti- 
mates that  are  now  before  us.  I  am 
unable  to  support  the  Motion  of  my 
noble  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  Marjlebone  (Lord  Charles  Beresford). 
The  Sinking  Fund  is,  I  suspect,  though 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  not 
say  BO,  already  mortgaged  for  other  pur- 
poses, and  I  very  much  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  opinion,  as 
I  have  already  stated,  as  to  the  policy  of 
the  creation  of  Terminable  Annuities ; 
but  what  I  do  hold  strongly  is  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  ought  to  do  their 
very  best  to  secure  the  efficiency  of  this 
great  line  of  the  defence  of  our  country, 
and  in  no  way  can  they  more  thoroughly 
secure  it  than  by  devoting  the  means 
they  have  at  their  command,  as  rapidly 
as  possible,  to  preserve  these  coaling 
stations,  which  are  so  essential  to  the 
good  working  of  our  Fleet  against  the 
sudden  attack  of  an  enemy. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.):  Sir,  I  have  been  present  during 
nearly  the  whole  of  this  naval  debate, 
and  can  only  picture  the  House,  while  it 
has  been  going  on,  as  the  Board  Room 
at  the  Admiralty ;  and  I  am  disposed  to 
regret  that  the  able  Gentlemen  who 
have  taken  part  in  it  bad  not  beeu 
gathered  around  the  Table  there  with 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  because 
the  intervention  in  the  debate  of  a 
civilian  is  regarded  as  almost  entirely 
out  of  place.  I  do  not  wish  to  say  thi^ 
the  debate  has  not  been  most  entertain- 
ing, although  I  regret  that  I  am  not, 
with  the  hon.  Meml>er  for  Cardiff  (Sir 
Edward  J.  Beed),  able  to  say  that  ithas 
been  gratifying.  Right  hon.  Gentiemen 
opposite  have  deprecated  a  scare  with 
regard  to  tho  condition  of  the  Navy. 
No  doubt,  such  statements  as  we  have 
listened  to  are  very  readily  uttered ;  but 
I  think  if  the  utterances  which  we  have 
had  to-night  are  taken  Beriously  by  the 
public  when  they  are  read  to-morrow  in 
the  Press,  that  there  will  be  very  con- 
siderable alarm.  The  only  thing  that, 
in  my  opinion,  may  have  the  effect  of 
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leseening  thai  alarm,  vill  be  that  these 
utterances  will  be  taken  for  what  they 
are  worth,  and  no  more.  I  am  willing 
to  admit  that  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
introduced  bis  Uotion  in  a  speech  which, 
shows  conspicuous  ability ;  I  readily 
acknowledge  the  experience  which  he 
has  in  his  Profession ;  and  if  to  kill, 
burn,  and  deetroy,  were  among  the 
highest  Ohristian  duties,  then  I  ahould 
say  that  he  would  be  one  of  the  most 
eminent  Obristians  of  which  this  countiy 
could  boast,  and  that  when  the  noble 
and  gallant  Lord  departed  from  this 
scene,  be  would  be  entitled  to  be 
canonized  and  regarded  as  one  of  the 
most  conspicuous  in  the  Calendar.  Sir, 
I  hope  the  House  will  receive  with  great 
caution,  if  not  with  suspicion,  utterances 
from  interested  sources.  I  do  not  doubt 
the  sincerity  of  the  utterances  of  these 
naval  Qentlemen  ;  but  I  think  that  they 
take  altogether  a  one-sided  view  ef  the 
case.  They  forget  the  taxpayer  and 
other  considerations  which  we,  as  guar- 
dians of  the  taxpayer's  interests,  have 
to  keep  in  view,  the  whole  tendency  of 
their  argumento  being  to  show  that 
"there  is  nothing  like  leather."  I 
venture  to  think  that  the  two  reasons 
vhich  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  gave 
in  support  of  his  Motion  are  altogether 
untenable.  The  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
speaks  of  the  cheapness  of  materials; 
but  I  would  remind  bim  that  cheapness 
is  altogether  a  question  of  relativity. 
The  taxes  laid  upon  the  people  are 
already  very  difficult  to  get,  and  the 
burden  would  be  felt  more  acutely  if  the 
proposals  of  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
were  adopted,  and  I  venture  to  say  that 
the  taxpayers  of  the  country  deserve  a 
little  breathing  time.  liast  year  we  were 
indulged  with  an  increased  expenditure 
on  the  Navy  alone  of  £6,500,000,  and 
-we  have  been  reminded  by  ^e  Ohan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  of  the  leaps  and 
bounds  by  which  our  Naval  and  Military 
Expenditure  is  increasing ;  and  I  wish  to 
tell  right  bon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  that 
while  the  expenditure  on  the  Naval, 
Military,  and  Civil  Services  has  increased 
of  later  years  in  a  greater  degree  than 
beforo,  the  trade  of  the  country  bas 
been,  during  that  time,  diminishing. 
We  have  had  very  important  debates  in 
this  House  of  late  as  to  the  existing 
depression  in  the  country,  and  I  believe 
there  is  a  universal  concensns  as  to  the 
nature  and  extent  of  that  depreseion. 


Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  we  must  now  ad- 
mit that  this  has  become  chronic,  and, 
further,  that  it  is  not  affecting  Qreat 
Britain  alone,  but  that  it  is  having  very 
serious  effects  upon  those  nations  who 
are  our  best  customers.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  £xobe(|uer  has  made  a  most 
signiBcant  allusion  to  what  is  passing  in 
France  at  this  moment.  France  bas 
found  that  there  is  something  for  her  to 
do  to-day  beyond  making  provision  for 
naval  and  military  operations.  She  has 
to  meet  a  deficit,  and  if  the  spirit  which 
has  been  manifested  in  this  House  is  to 
be  further  exhibited  I  believe  that  this 
country  will  find  itself  in  a  position 
scarcely  more  fortunate.  Now,  Sir,  there 
have  been  various  remedies  suggested 
for  this  widespread  depressioD.  Some 
of  them  have  been,  in  my  judgment, 
unsound,  such,  for  instance,  as  the 
adoption  of  the  principle  of  "  Fair 
Trade;"  but  of  all  the  absurdities  sug- 
gested for  meeting  the  depression  in  the 
country,  the  most  singular  of  ell  is  that 
we  should  add  an  additional  charge  of 
£5,500,000  to  our  Naval  Expenditure. 
Now,  I  should  like  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  to  have 
been  a  little  more  candid  as  to  the  way 
in  which  he  would  propose  to  meet  this 
expenditure.  He  bas  admitted  that  he 
is  opposed  to  the  raising  of  Terminable 
Annuities.  What,  then,  is  left  to  us 
except  to  increase  the  taxation  on  the 
fihonldere  of  the  people  ?  I  confess 
that  I  had  some  regrets  on  account  of 
the  recent  change  of  Government.  I 
should  like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  explaining  to  us 
in  a  Budget  Statement  the  way  he  would 
have  acted,  and  maintained  the  opinion 
which  he  has  to-night  expressed.  [/»- 
Urruption.']  It  is  my  intention  to  go 
through  with  the  observations  whioh  I 
think  it  my  duty  to  make,  and  I  venture 
to  think  that  this  House  has  fallen  upon 
an  evil  period  if  the  cries  of  Gentlemen 
opposite  are  to  drown  the  voices  of  those 
who  represent  the  people.  I  have  never 
been  backward,  when  the  Governments 
with  which  I  have  been  in  some  way 
identified  have  been  extravagant  in  ex- 
penditure, in  protesting  against  such 
expenditure,  and  in  this  way  I  feel  bound 
to  make  a  verbal  protest  against  tiie 
proposals  of  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord. 
The  noble  and  gallant  Lord  bas  given 
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it  as  one  reason  why  ibis  enormous  ad- 
ditional expenditure  should  be  incurred, 
that  at  this  moment  there  is  a  large 
number  of  artizans  accuatomed  to  ship- 
building out  of  employment.    Sir,  the 
very  vorst  form  of  Soc  ialism  is  to  expend 
public  money  on  unproductive  public 
vorka ;  but  there  is  another  more  mon- 
strous and  ruinous,  and  that  is  to  spend 
money  lavishly  on  instruments  of  de- 
BtruoUon.   For  my  own  part  I  would 
warn  the  House  of  Commons — it  ia  not 
necessary  to  warn  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
have  seats  at  the  Admiralty,  because 
they  are  accustomed  to  these  debates; 
but  there  are  a  great  many  new  Members 
in  the  House — to  look  very  closely  to 
this  question,  and  conscientiously  dis- 
charge their  duty  by  preventing  the 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  from  emascu- 
lating his  own  Motion  and  gettiog  it 
carried  in  another  form.    We  have  been 
reminded  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer that  there  seems  to  have  been 
no  additional  seourity  given  to  the  coun- 
try by  these  Army  and  Navy  Estimates. 
I  say  there  ia  no  finality  to  the  spirit 
which  prevails  in  Eui;ope  ;  there  is  no 
finality  as  between  ships  and  guns ;  and 
ships  and  other  implements  of  war  will 
in  a  few  years  become  obsolete,  such  is 
the  stimulus  given  to  invention  by  this 
competition  in  instruments  of  destruc- 
tion.   I  do  not  think  we  shall  have 
either  undor  a  Liberal  or  Conservative 
Qovemment  any  very  active  measures 
taken  to  check  this  extravagance  which 
is  going  on  at  home  and  abroad  ;  but  I 
do  appeal  to  hon.  Members  to  remember 
that  in  their  places  they  are  bound  to 
speak  for  the  down-trodden  people  over 
the  heads  of  tho  Government  and  over 
the  heads  of  highly -paid  officials,  appeal- 
ing to  them  to  consider  that  there  is 
widespread  depression  in  this  country, 
to  abandon  this  rivalry  which  is  so 
fraught  with  evil  consequenoea,  to  come 
to  an  understanding  as  to  the  means 
whereby  the  condition  of  the  people  may 
be  improved,  and  to  learn  how  the  rela- 
tive security  of  every  State  iu  the  world 
maybe  increased  by  means  other  than 
those  suggested  by  the  noble  and  gallant 
Lord.    For  my  own  part  I  can  see  no- 
thing but  great  disaster  before  ua,  if  we 
continue  in  the  spirit  which  has  been 
ahown  in  this  debate ;  and  I  am  not 
sure  that  it  would  not  be  wise  for  the 
House  to  resolve  that,  if  it  ia  considered 
well  to  admit  naval  and  military  officers 
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into  its  deliberations,  they  should  be 
bound  to  silence,  and  that,  if  they  have 
anything  to  communicate  that  is  worth 
knowing,  such  communication  of  their 
knowledge  should  be  made  privately  to 
those  who  preside  over  the  Naval  and 
Military  Departments.  "Why,  Sir,  what 
has  happened  to-night?  Hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  have  apoken  with  the 
greatest  candour,  and  have  no  doubt  in 
all  sincerity  made  suggestions  to  the  (ro- 
vernment ;  but  what  is  the  result  of  this 
candour?  AU  their  suggestions  are  iu 
the  Press,  and  they  will  be  known  in 
the  newspaper  offices  in  every  country 
in  Europe;  the  suggeetiona  we  make 
here  will  immediately  be  made  public 
and  available  to  Foreign  Governments. 
It  is  because  I  see  no  limit  to  and  no 
advantage  in  the  course  we  are  now 
pursuing  that  I  venture  to  make  this 
protest  against  the  proposals  of  the  noble 
and  gallant  Lord. 

LoBD  CHABLES  BEBESFOKB 
(Marylebone,  E.):  Mr.  Speaker^  with 
your  permission  and  with  the  permis- 
sion of  the  House,  I  would  ask  leave  to 
withdraw  my  Amendment,  and  substi- 
tute another  omitting  certain  words  now 
contained  in  that  Amendment. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  noble  and  gal- 
lant Lord  aska  the  permission  of  the 
House  to  withdraw  his  Amendment  for 
the  purpose  of  omitting  certain  words. 
Is  it  your  pleasure  that  the  Amendment 
be  withdrawn? 

Admibal  EGERTON  (Derbyshire, 
N.E.)  :  I  venture  to  suggest  to  the 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  that  it  would  be 
better  if  he  withdrew  his  Amendment 
altogether.  I  am  sorry  to  find  myself 
obliged  to  vote  against  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  and  gallant  Lord,  and  that,  aa 
it  seems  to  me,  on  very  good  grounds. 
I  submit  to  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
that  he  should  be  satisfied  with  the  dis- 
cussion that  has  taken  place.  For  the 
first  time  since  I  have  been  in  Parlia- 
ment, an  Amendment  to  the  Motion  for 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply  on 
Naval  Estimates,  has  induced  the  occu- 
pants of  the  two  Front  Benches  to  enter 
into  a  contest  not  as  to  what  is  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Navy  itself,  but  as  to 
which  Government  has  produced  the 
largest  Estimates.  I  think  we  must  also 
appeal  to  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  to 
bear  in  mind,  among  other  things,  that 
he  has  been  thrown  over  by  both  his 
Leaders,  and  ^so  that  he  has  not  been 
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entirely-  supported  by  hon.  Members 
sitting  on  bis  own  side  of  tbe  House 
behind  him.  I  think  also  vre  ought  to 
remember  what  has  been  said  by  tbe 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beacb),  that  the  great 
point  is  not  whether  we  are  to  spend 
large  sums  of  money,  but  whether  they 
areproperly  expended.  If  tbe  £5,500,000 
were  voted,  it  is  not  at  all  certain  that 
the  money  would  be  properly  expended, 
I  remember  that  in  the  last  Parliament 
a  right  hon.  Gentleman  sitting  in  tbe 
place  which  he  now  oocupiea  was  per- 
petually informing  tbe  House  that  wo 
wanted  no  less  than  33  iron-dads.  Well, 
Sir,  if  the  money  had  been  invested  in 
that  way,  I  think  we  should  all  have 
come  to  tbe  conclusion  that  it  bad  been 
thrown  away.  I  am  of  opinion  that  the 
House  and  the  country  should  be  satis- 
fied with  tbe  Estimates  which  have  been 
produced  by  Her  Majesty's  Government ; 
and  I  venture,  for  the  reaeons  I  have 
stated,  to  ask  tbe  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment  absolutely 
and  allow  you,  Sir,  to  leave  the  Ohair. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided:— Ayes  206 ;  Noes 
S8:  MajoritylOS.— [Dir.List,No.  31.) 

Maia  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Ohair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to, 

SUPPLY-NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — considered  iu  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  61,4U0  Men  and  Boys. 

LoED  GEORGE  HAMILTON  (Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing) :  Of  course,  under  ordi- 
nary circumstances  this  is  the  Yote  upon 
which  we  should  expect  the  annual 
Statement  of  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  regard  to  tbe  Navy ;  but,  in  the 
unfortunate  absence  of  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  I  think  we  may  allow  this 
Vote  to  be  taken  now,  and  then,  on 
Thursday,  when  the  remaining  Yote  for 
money  will  be  taken,  the  explanation 
can  be  given  which  is  uaoal  on  this 
Vote. 

The  CIVIL  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  R.  AV.  DuFP)  (Banff- 
shire) :  I  am  vory  much  obliged  to  the 
noble  Lord  for  his  suggestion.  I  hope 
by  Thursday  next  my  right  lion.  Friend 
will  be  in  his  place. 

Vote  agreed  to. 


Resolution  to  be  reported  To  marrow. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wednes- 
day. 

MAEHIAGES    VALIDITY    BILL  [Confo]. 
(The  Lord  Advoeate.) 
[bIIJ.  137.]      BKOOHD  BXADHTO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Thb  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfotth)  (Clackmannan,  &o.):  Perhaps 
I  may  be  allowed  to  say  a  few  words  on 
this  Bill  which  has  come  down  from  the 
House  of  Lords.  The  BUI  is  directed  to 
the  removal  of  doubts  regarding  the 
validity  of  marriages  contnuted  in  some 
of  the  Border  counties  between  two  per- 
Bons  one  resident  in  Scotland  and  an- 
other in  England.  Where  such  persons 
desire  to  be  married  after  banns  in  an 
English  church,  the  Scotch  person,  not 
infrequently,  comes  over  the  Border, 
bringing  with  him  a  certificate  of  his 
intended  marriage  having  been  pro- 
claimed in  a  Presbyterian  church,  and 
the  English  clergyman  accepts  this  certi- 
ficate as  publication  of  banns,  which  it 
is  not,  according  to  the  definition  given 
in  Geo.  IV.  c.  76,  p.  2.  It  is  plainly  de- 
sirable to  remove  any  doubt  as  to  tbe 
validity  of  such  marriages  contracted 
bond  fide.  The  Bill  was  introduced  into 
the  House  of  Lords  by  tbe  Bishop  of 
Carlisle,  and  was  expreaaly  approved 
by  the  present  Lord  Ghanoellor  (Lord 
Herschell),  as  also  by  Lord  Selbome 
and  Ijord  Halsbury ;  and  I  hope,  under 
tbe  circumstances,  the  House  will  allow 
it  to  go  through. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  tbe  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (J>4*  Lord  Advoeate.) 

Motion  agreed  to, 

BUI  read  a  seoond  time,  and  eommitted 
for  Thursday, 

LUNACY  (VACATINW  OF  SEATS) 
BILL.— [Bill  85.] 
{Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Charles  Rmtell,  Mr.  Ptdeetotif 
Mr.  William  Corba.) 
GOUICITTEB. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Me.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Tyrone,  S.):  I 
beg  to  move,  Sir,  that  you  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  loave  to  sit  again.  My 
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hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Deny  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy),  who  is 
not  here  now,  has  a  very  important 
Amendment,  and  I  think  he  onght  to 
hare  an  opportunity  of  bringing  it  on. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**Tbat  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr.  W. 
O'Brien.) 

De.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will  not  press 
his  Motion,  and  for  this  reason.  The 
Bill  has  been  on  the  Paper  for  several 
weeks  past,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  South  Derry  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  has  put  down  a  Motion  on  it  for 
the  dieouBsion  of  another  matter  alto- 
^ther.  The  difficulty  whioh  the  Bill 
18  intended  to  meet  is  this— that  in 
the  case  of  a  Member  being  elected  to 
this  House  who  was  a  lunatic,  there 
would  be  no  m^ans  of  vacaUng  the  seat, 
as  his  state  of  mind  would  incapacitate 
him  from  resigning  his  eeat.  Such  a 
case  has  been  before  the  House,  and 
therefore  a  measure  on  these  lines  is  very 
necessary.  There  is  another  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  which  I  am  perfectly 
wilHog  to  accept.  It  is  simply  the  mat- 
ter of  the  alteration  of  a  word  in  the 
title  of  the  Act.  I  trust  that,  under  the 
circumstances,  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
not  interfere  with  the  passage  of  the  Bill 
through  Committee. 

Mb.  sexton  (Sligo,  S.J :  I  have  no 
desire  to  delay  the  Bill ;  but  I  cannot 
understand  the  extraordinary  haste  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron)  in  this  matter.  If  the  BiU  is 
worth  passing  at  all,  it  is  worth  passing 
properly ;  and  in  tiie  absence  of  an  as- 
surance from  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Derry 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy),  we  cannot  allow  this 
Bill  to  go  on  at  the  present  time. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
CiiABLES  Ecbsell)  (Haokney,  S.)  :  The 
Government  do  not  desire  to  go  on  with 
the  Bill  at  the  present  time,  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  South  Derry 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  seziously  desires  to 
move  his  Amendment. 

Me.  O'BRIEN  (Tyrone,  8.):  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  South 
Derry  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  does  most 
seriously  intend  to  move  his  Amend- 
ment, and  until  we  get  an  assurance 
firom  him  that  he  is  satisfied,  we  cannot 
allow  the  Bill  to  go  on. 
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Db.  OAMEBON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  have  no  desire  to  push  this  Bill 
through  with  too  much  haste.  It  has, 
however,  been  postponed  already  to 
enable  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
South  Derry  (Mr.  T.  H.  Healy)  to  bring 
on  his  Amendment,  but  he  hu  not  done 

MB.8EXTONf8!igo,  8.):  If  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  South  Derry  is 
not  here  on  the  next  occasion,  we  will 
arrange  that  someone  else  on  these 
Benches  shall  move  the  Amendment  for 
him. 

Thb  chairman  (Mr.  Cottbtney) 
(Cornwall,  Bodmin) :  I  would  point  out, 
as  a  matter  of  Order,  that  it  is  very 
doubtful  if  the  Bill  could  be  enlarged  as 
suggested  in  the  Amendment.  As  it  at 
present  stands,  the  Amendment  means 
nothing  in  relation  to  the  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  rextort  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

COAL  MIKES  BILL.— (Bill  92.] 
{Sir  Siehari  Oroit,  Mr.  Stuart-  WorUe^, 

Mr.  Fortcood.) 

COHUITTEE. 

Bill  eontidorod  in  Committee. 

fin  the  Committee.) 

Sir  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham,  Bar- 
nard Castle) :  I  would  like  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor) 
has  already  brought  in  a  Bill  on  this 
subject,  and  the  Government  have  also 
consented  to  bring  in  a  complete  mea- 
sure dealing  with  the  whole  question. 
It  seems  to  me  that  we  shall  get  into 
difficulties  if  we  go  on  with  the  Commit- 
tee on  this  Bill  before  we  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  dealing  with  the  Government 
Bill.  If  we  have  this  confusion  of  Bills 
before  the  House  and  the  Committee,  it 
will  be  very  difficult  to  deal  with  the 
question ;  and,  therefore.  Sir,  I  beg  to 
move  that  you  now  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 

and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (Sir  Joteph 

Peate.) 

SiB  B.  ASSHETON  CROSS  (Lan- 
cashire, S.W.,  Newton):  I  wish  to 
point  out  why  I  want  this  Bill  to  go  on 
at  once.   After  the  Beport  of  the  Soyal 
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Commission  on  this  subjeot,  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  late  GoTemmrat — and 
I  haTB  no  doabt  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
present  Gtovernment — to  introduce  saoli 
a  measure  as  will  conduce  to  the  saving 
of  life  in  coal  mines.  I  ^ould  like  to 
pay  a  tribute  to  the  Gentlemen  who 
Braved  on  that  Oommission,  because,  al- 
though they  have  been  a  very  long  time 
in  coming  to  a  conclusion,  thejhave  taken 
a  very  large  amount  of  trouble  in  the 
matter  ;  and  it  must  be  remembered  that 
they  were  all  scientific  people  engaged 
on  other  matters.  I  am  quite  sure  that 
their  Eeport  will  be  satisfactory  to  the 
couotry.  But  about  this  particular  Bill. 
It  was  brought  before  the  late  Govern- 
ment,  and  the  reason  why  I  want  to  go 
on  with  it  now  is  the  same  reason  I  had 
for  pressing  it  on  the  then  Cabinet,  be- 
cause there  are  one  or  two  questions 
dealt  with  in  the  Bill  seriously  affecting 
miners,  wliich  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
Boyal  Commission  at  ail.  Therefore, 
this  Bill  was  introduced.  Of  course,  we 
cannot  regulate  the  time  at  which  col- 
liery accidents  shall  take  place;  and 
they  may  take  place  at  any  moment 
under  these  constant  chaoges  of  tem- 
perature. When  an  accident  did  occur, 
during  the  time  that  I  was  Secretary  of 
State,  I  always  sent  down  and  held  in- 
quiry into  the  matter;  but,  although  in 
the  case  of  a  gunpowder  explosion,  it  was 
possible  for  me  to  send  dowu  a  Commis- 
sion, I  found  that  in  the  case  of  coal 
mine  explosions,  we  had  no  power  to 
take  evidence  ou  oath. 

Thb  CHAIEMAN  (Mr,  Couhtnet) 
(Cornwall,  Bodmin) :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  confine  his  remarks  to 
the  Motion  to  report  Progress. 

Sib  B.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  That 
is  precisely  what  I  was  trying  to  do.  I 
hold  that  matters  are  urgent,  and  that  it 
is  not  necessary  to  wait  for  the  Beport 
of  the  Commission,  at  any  rate,  on  these 
points — that  is  to  say,  the  points  relating 
to  the  appointment  of  a  check-weigh- 
man,  to  the  right  of  the  relatives  of  men 
killed  in  mines  to  appear  before  the 
Coroner,  and  to  the  power  of  the  Home 
Secretary  to  send  down  ao  official  to  in- 
quire and  take  evidenco  on  oath.  The 
late  Government  had  decided  to  bring  in 
a  measure  bearing  on  these  points  with- 
out delay,  irrespective  of  any  larger  mea- 
sure that  might  afterwards  bo  intro- 
duced to  carry  out  the  recommendations 
of  the  Boyal  Commission ;  and,  there- 
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fore,  I  hope  that  the  Government  will 
not  consent  to  report  Progress,  but  will 
go  on  with  the  consideration  of  the  Bill 
to-night. 

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  :  I 
hope  that  this  Bill  will  be  allowed  to 
pass  to-night.  I  represent  the  coal 
mining  dismot  of  Wigan,  and  I  can  say 
that  in  that  district  there  is  great  anxiety 
that  this  Bill  shall  pass.  It  is  greatly 
desired  by  the  working  colliers  oi  Lan- 
cashire generally ;  and,  therefore,  I 
hope  the  Committee  will  promptly  and 
readily  paes  it. 

Toe  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  fob  the  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Bboadhubst)  (Birming- 
ham, Bordesley) :  I  feel  some  difficulty 
in  following  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Sir  R.  Aseheton  Cross),  for 
fear  I  should  transgress  the  Rules  of 
Order.  The  Committee  will  remember 
that  a  Bill  was  down  for  second  reading 
a  fortnight  ago,  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor).  That  Bill  was  read  a  second 
time  by  ^neral  oonaent  without  a  divi- 
sion. This  Bill  stood  on  the  Paper 
lower  down,  and  the  Government  con- 
sented to  the  second  reading  of  it  on 
one  distinctly  expressed  condition — 
namely,  that  the  Committee  stage  should 
be  put  o£f  to  the  date  agreed  to  for  the 
discussion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Donegal's  Bill.  That  time  was  fixed 
to  meet  the  time  at  which  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  able  to  bring  in  their 
Bill.  Those  conditions  have  been 
honourably  fulfilled  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Donesal,  and  the  Govern- 
ment understood  that  they  were  agreed 
to  also  in  the  case  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Bill.  That  being  the 
arrangement,  it  ia  now  impossible  for 
the  Government  to  break  faith  with,  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Don^fal,  and  to 
agree  to  go  on  with  the  Bill  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  should  like  the 
Committee  to  remember  that  these  are 
not  the  only  proposals  before  the  coun- 
try with  regard  to  mining  legislation. 
"We  have  a  very  valuable  and  elaborate 
statement  from  the  Miners'  Conference ; 
their  proposals  are  contained  in  resolu- 
tions exceedingly  important  and  valu- 
able. Then  we  have  also  proposals  of  a 
very  valuable  nature  from  the  hon. 
MeiQber  for  East  Donegal,  as  well  as 
the  proposals  of  the  nght  hon.  Gentle- 
man, Then  we  have,  in  addition  to  that, 
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the  very  valuable  BuggesttoDB  which  j 
liare  been  made  in  the  Keport  of  the 
Royal  GDmmission,  which  Report  is  now 
in  the  hands  of  Her  Afajesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  will,  I  beliove,  in  a  very  few  i 
days  be  in  the  hands  of  every  Member  of 
this  House.  Under  these  circumstances, 
the  Government  think  that  it  is  only 
reasonable  and  right  that  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  G^nUe- 
man  Bhonld  be  postponed  in  order  to 
be  considered  with  the  other  proposals 
that  are  to  come  before  the  House,  and 
that  we  should  not  be  asted  to  legis- 
late piecemeal.  Under  these  circum- 
stances I  fed  bound  to  support  the 
Motion. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  (Lan- 
oaehire,  8. W.,  Newton) :  I  cannot  allow 
the  moment  to  pass  without  disputing 
the  statements  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Broadhurst).  Aa 
to  what  took  place  on  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor),  it  is 
quite  true  that  the  Home  Secretary 
(Mr.  Childers)  asked  me  if  I  would  con- 
sent to  the  second  reading  of  my  Bill 
on  the  same  terms ;  but  I  distinotly  said 
I  would  do  nothing  of  the  kind.  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  look  at  the  report 
in  TVmm  newspaper  of  the  following 
day,  he  will  see  a  distinct  refusal  on  my 
part  to  accept  the  second  reading  on  the 
terms  mentioned  under  any  circum- 
stances whatever.  It  is  not  for  me  to 
state  publicly  what  has  taken  place  be- 
tween myself  and  the  Home  Secretary; 
but  perhaps  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
better  consult  the  Home  Secretary.  But 
I  mean  to  go  to  a  division  on  this  mat- 
ter, and  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  stops 
this  Bill,  on  him  will  rest  fhe  responsi- 
bility. These  are  questions  upon  which 
there  is  no  dispute  whatever,  and  the 
reason  why  I  strongly  press  this  Bill 
is,  that  in  case  of  an  accident  taking 
plac6  in  a  mine,  the  Seeretary  of  State 
will  not  be  able  to  hold  the  inquiry 
which  this  Bill  enables  him  to  hold. 
Let  it  be  known,  therefore,  to  all  the 
miners  throughout  the  country,  that  if 
this  Bill  is  stopped,  it  is  stopped  in  con- 
sequence of  the  opposition  of  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment;  and  although  the  late  Govera- 
ment  regarded  this  Bill  as  being  inde- 
pendent of  the  larger  Bill,  Notice  of  it 
was  given  before  they  left  Office.  It 
shall  be  known  throughout  the  Iwgth 


and  breadth  of  the  country  that  it  is 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment who  has  stopped  it. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Ohables  Bussbll)  (Hackney,  S.) :  I  do 
not  quite  understand  why  the  right  boo. 
GenUeman  should  import  so  much  heat 
into  the  discussion.  He  differs  from  the 
impression  which  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretarr  has  as  to  certain 
arrangements  wluoh  have  been  made. 
I  am  quite  sure  that  the  rig^t  hon. 
Gentleman  has  stated  his  clear  under- 
standing of  what  took  place ;  but  be- 
cause  it  appears  in  27te  Timet,  it  does 
not  follow  that  it  is  absolutely  correct. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary 
is  only  stating  what  he  understood  to 
be  the  arrangement,  and  he  may  fairly 
claim  exactly  the  same  tolerance  that 
was  shown  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
But  then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went 
on  to  attack  my  hon.  Friend,  and  indi- 
cated his  intention  to  appeal  from  this 
House  to  the  country  in  order  to  show  up 
my  hon.  Friend,  as  if  he  is  not  interested 
in  the  miners,  as  if  his  life  has  not  shown, 
and  strongly  so,  his  interest  in  the  mat- 
ter, and  as  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
forsooth  I  has  greater  interest  in  this 
matter  than  he.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman forgot,  however,  that  the  oppo- 
sition to  proceeding  with  the  Committee 
on  this  Bill  does  not  turn  merely  on 
who  is  right  or  who  is  wrong  as  to 
the  understanding  with  the  Home  Se- 
cretary. It  has  been  pointed  out  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Joseph  Pease)  and 
by  my  bon.  Friend,  very  clearly,  that  this 
is  only  one  part  of  a  very  large  subject; 
and  one  thing  to  be  avoided,  if  possible, 
is  that  it  should  be  dealt  with  in  this 
fragmentary  manner. 

Mr.  BURT  (Morpeth) :  I  was  in  the 
House  when  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  and  that  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  were  moved,  and  I  was  cer- 
tainly under  the  same  impression  as  my 
hon.  "Friend  the  Under  Seeretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Broad- 
burst).  At  the  same  time  I  frankly  accept 
the  disavowal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. Now,  in  my  opinion,  this  Bill  is  a 
very  goodBill.  It  is  good  as  faras  it  goes; 
but  it  only  deals  with  a  very  email  part  of 
the  question,  and  I  am  of  opinion  that  it 
is  very  undesirable  to  deal  with  a  subject 
of  this  kind  in  a  piecemeal  and  f  raemen- 
tary  manner ;  and,  therefore,  at  all  risk, 
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T,  for  one,  jriW  support  the  Motion  for 
reporting  Progress. 

Mb.  STUABT-WORTLEY  (Shef- 
field, Hallam):  The  Oommittee  must 
remember  that  the  existence  of  Govern- 
ments is  precarious ;  therefore  it  is  de- 
sirable to  pass  this  Bill,  although  it 
only  deals  with  a  part  of  the  subject. 
This  is  not  the  first  time  that  it  has  been 
argued  that  because  a  proposal  only 
dealt  with  a  part  of  the  question  it 
should  wait  for  a  complete  measure,  or 
in  which  Bills  so  put  ofif  have  been  put 
oS  for  an  almost  indefinite  time.  The 
Committee  will  also  reoiember  that  on 
the  last  ocoaeion  not  only  did  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Gross)  not 
accept,  and  absolutely  refueo,  but  he 
also  evidenced  that  refusal  by  putting 
this  Bill  down  for  the  following  Monday. 
Then,  again,  if  my  right  hon.  Friend's 
memory  is  backed  up  by  the  report  of 
TXtf  TVmm,  that  in  itself  is  a  very  signi- 
ficant fact.  This  Bill  contains  the 
minimum  of  what  cannot  be  accepted 
without  question  by  all  concerned,  and 
if  it  is  passed  now  it  can  be  easily  re- 
pealed on  being  superseded  by  more 
comprehensive  legislation. 

Sir  ARCHIBALD  CAMPBELL 
(Renfrew,  W.):  As  a  large  number  of 
my  constituents  are  miners,  perhaps  I 
may  be  allowed  to  say  that  this  Bill, 
although  it  does  not  go  so  far  as  I  could 
wish,  is  a  very  good  instalment.  It 
will  extend  to  Scotland  great  benefits ; 
and  I  do  hope  that,  if  it  is  to  go  on  at 
all,  it  shall  be  passed  through  aa  rapidly 
as  possible. 

Mb.  sexton  (Sligo,  S.) :  lamoom- 
pelled  to  support  the  Motion  of  the 
noD.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Joseph 
Pease).  What  happened  on  the  last 
occasion  was  this.  After  the  second 
reading,  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
East  Donegal  (Mr.  Art.hur  O'Connor) 
said— "This  day  month."  The  Home 
Secretary  (Mr.  Ohilders)  then  offered  to 
accept  the  second  reading  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman's  Bill  on  the  same  terms. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  below  me 
(Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  remained  silent, 
and  made  no  sign  of  dissent.  [  Cries  of 
"  No  ! "]  I  observed  him  very  closely, 
because  I  was  oneo  played  a  similar 
trick.  When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
named  an  earlier  day  for  the  Oommittee 
than  that  named  by  tiie  hon.  Member 
for  East  Donegal  for  his  Bill,  the  Home 
Secretary  (Mr.  Ohilders)  immediatdy 


gave  Notice  that  he  would  oppose  the 
eonsideration  of  the  Bill,  and  would 
move  to  put  it  down  for  the  same  day 
as  the  other  Bill.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther he  did  do  80 ;  but  I  will  tell  you 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
R.  Assheton  Gross)  did  on  Wednesday. 
At  a  quarter  to  6,  he  managed  to 
smuggle  the  Speaker  out  of  the  Chair. 

SiH  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  (Lanca- 
shire, 8.W.,  Newton):  1  must  appeal 
against  those  remarks.  The  Home  Se- 
cretary was  sitting  exactly  in  front  of 
me  when  I  made  the  Motion  to  go  into 
Committee.  I  must  appeal  to  the  only 
Cabinet  Minister  present  to  let  this  Bill 
pass.  I  want  it  to  pass,  and  I  hope  it 
will  be  taken  now. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  to  thb 
LORD  LIEUTENANT  of  IRELAND 
(Mr.  John  Moblet)  (Newcastle-on- 
Tyne) :  I  was  not  present  when  this 
arrangnnent  wiUi  the  Home  Seoretaty 
was  made ;  but  it  is  very  evident  to  me 
that  to-night  the  feeling  of  the  Com- 
mittee is  very  strongly  in  favour  of  post- 
poning the  consideration  of  the  mea- 
sure. 

Question  put. 

The  Oommittee  divided: — Ayes  128; 
Noes  69 :  Majority  69.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  32.) 

Motion  made,  and  (Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Oommittee  have  leave  to  sit 
again  To-morrow." — (Sm*  M.  Mtheton 
Cross.) 

Mr.  sexton  (Sligo,  8.):  I  beg  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  taken  on  the  3Ist 
of  March.  It  was  well  understood,  and 
the  Committee  has  by  the  division  just 
taken  resolved,  that  the  Bill  should  not 
be  taken  before  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor). 

Mr.  SPEAKER;  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  agree  to  that  ? 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  (Lan- 
cashire, S.W.,  Newton):  No,  Sir;  not 
at  all. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  To-morrow,"  in  order  to  in- 
sert the  words  *'upon  Wednesday,  the 
Slst  day  of  this  instant  March,"— (ifr. 
&2£o»,)— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  tho  words 

S reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
tuestion." 
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Sir  B.  ASSHETON  OEOSS  :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Childers)  was  present  when  this  Bill 
was  at  the  stage  that  you,  Sir,  should 
leave  the  Ohair,  and  he  did  not  raise  the 
slightest  objection  to  the  Motion  to  that 
effect. 

The  chief  SECRETAHT  toe  IEE- 
LAND  (Mr.  John  Mqbley)  (Newcaetle- 
on-Tyne) :  I  think  that,  considering  this 
rather  disagreeable  misunderstanding,  it 
would  be  better  if  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  E.  Assheton  Cross) 
were  accepted,  so  as  to  give  the  Home 
Secretary  (Mr.  Childers)  an  opportunity 
of  making  any  explanation  he  may  have 
to  make.  I,  therefore,  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment, 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Upon  the  understand- 
ing that  it  is  to  allow  the  Home  Secre- 
tary an  opportunity  of  explaining,  I 
do  ask  leave  to  withdraw  my  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow, 

LABOUEEES  (IRELAND)  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.— [Bill  10."] 
{Mr.  M»ipu,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor^  Mr.  WiUiam 
O' Brian,  Mr.  StxtM,  Mr.  Sheek^.) 
couifirrBE. 
[Progre$»  \2th  March.'] 

Bill  eontidtred  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  3  (Amendment  of  46  &  47 
Vict,  c  60,  8.  6,  as  to  certificate  of  sani- 
tary officer). 

MB.BEODRICK:(Surrey,GuUdford): 
Mr.  Chairman,  I  beg  to  move  that  you 
do  report  Ingress.  Atthis  hour(1.3u), 
I  do  not  think  it  is  unreaeonahle  to  pro- 
pose that  we  should  report  Progress, 
and  endeavour  to  elicit  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  whether,  in  pur- 
Buance  of  the  understanding  we  arrived 
at  the  other  night,  he  has  made  pny  ar- 
rangement with  his  Colleagues  to  take 
this  Bill  at  a  reaeonable  hour.  It  is 
scarcely  fair  to  ask  us  to  enter  on  the 
discussion  of  the  Bill  at  the  hour  at 
which  the  House  deoided  to  adjourn  the 
discussion  the  other  night.   We  have 


done  a  great  deal  of  varied  work  this 
evening.  \A  laugh.']  Hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  seem  amueed ;  but 
I  may  venture  to  point  out  to  than  this 
fact,  that  on  the  List  three  measures  in 
Committee  they  haveBtrongly  supported 
to  report  Proeress.  The  htm.  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  has  moved  to  put 
off  two  measurea.  The  Goremment  are 
willing  to  give  full  consideration  to  the 
measure,  and  hon.  Members  on  these 
Benches  are  most  anxious  to  ensure  the 
passing  of  the  measure.  I  rose  to  make 
this  Motion  without  any  consultation 
whatever  with  hon  Gentlemen  repre- 
senting constituencies  in  the  North  of 
Ireland,  and  who  sit  near  me,  and  I  did 
so  simply  in  the  interest  of  the  House. 
I  think  it  is  wrong  that  at  this  hour  of 
the  night  we  should  be  asked  to  consider 
a  question  which  involves  three  intricate 
Acts.  Besides,  there  is  no  reason  why 
we  should  hurry  on  the  consideration  (UE 
this  Bill.  The  measures  with  which  we 
are  dealing  ware  passed  in  1883  and 
1885.  One  of  them  was  only  passed  in 
August  last,  and  has  not  yet  been  six 
months  in  operation ;  and  I  submit  that 
a  measure  to  amend  a  measure,  before  it 
is  possible  to  test  its  operation,  ought  to 
bo  considered  at  a  time  when  the  House 
can  deal  with  it  properly.  For  my  ovn 
part  I  have  no  wish  to  obstruct  the  Bill. 
I  never  have  obstructed  any  measure  in 
this  House,  and  I  am  perfectly  prepared 
to  discuss  this  measure  on  its  merits.  I 
took  up  the  question  of  the  labourers 
long  before  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway — ["  Oh!  "]~and  I  can  justify 
the  statement  whoi  the  time  comes.  I 
hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  give 
some  aaeurance  on  some  later  day  this 
week,  or  on  some  day  early  next  week, 
that  he  will  do  his  best  to  get  this  mea- 
sure taken  at  a  reasonable  hour,  say,  not 
later  than  midnight.  I  should  think  it 
might  be  arrangea  tliat  the  Bill  should 
stand  as  the  second  Order  of  the  day. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  —  (2fr. 
Brodriok.) 

Me.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) :  I 
hope  the  Committee  will  proceed  with 
this  Bill.  On  a  former  occasion  I  sup- 
ported tho  Motion  to  report  Progress 
made  by  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Brodrick) ; 
but  in  the  interest  of  the  labourers  of 
Irdand  I  do  not  think  it  is  well  the  pro- 
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gress  of  the  measure  ehoutd  be  any 

longer  delayed. 

Question  put. 

The  Oommittee  divided  t—Kjes,  47  > 
Koes  125:  Majority  78. — (Dir.  List, 

No.  33.) 

Me.  MACAETNEY  (Antrim.  S.): 
The  Amendment  which  I  propose  ia  this 
clause  is  one  which  I  hope  will  meet 
with  the  sympathy  of  the  Committee. 
It  is  one  directed  to  an  enlargement  of 
the  operation  of  this  Act,  though  it  does 
not  interfere  with  the  principle  of  the 
two  previous  Acts,  or  introduce  any  novel 
element  into  the  legislation.  These  Acts, 
which  were  supposed  to  confer  benefits 
upon  the  labourers  of  Ireland,  hare  not, 
in  many  instances,  operated,  owing  to 
the  fact  that  it  was  diffioult  to  put  the 
preliminary  machinery  of  the  Acts  in 
force.  The  representation  wbioh  it  is 
necessary  to  make  under  the  Acts,  and 
which  must  bo  signed  by  12  rate- 
payers, cannot,  in  many  districts,  be 
made,  because  12  ratepayers  cannot 
he  found  to  sign  it.  Now,  this  Amend- 
ment proposes  to  repeal  that  portion 
of  the  5th  section  of  the  Act  of  1883 
which  makes  it  neceseary  that  the  repre- 
sentation, which  is  the  basis  of  the  im- 
provement scheme  of  the  Act,  shall  be 
signed  by  12  ratepayers.  This  will  not 
in  any  way  invalidate  the  rights  of  the 
ratepayers  or  the  rights  of  the  owners  or 
the  occupiers  of  the  districts  which  will 
be  chargeable  under  any  scheme  of  im- 
provement formed  by  the  Sanitary 
Authority  or  indicated  in  the  repre- 
sentation. They  will  have  am[)le  oppor- 
tunities afterwards  of  protecting  their 
rights  or  regulating  the  charge  that  may 
be  made  on  the  area  either  before  the 
Sanitary  Authority  or  before  the  Local 
Government  Board.  My  Amendment 
simply  enables  that  portion  of  the  popu- 
lation of  Ireland  for  which  these  Acts 
were  passed,  and  which  the  Aots  were 
designed  specially  to  benefit,  to  put  in 
motion  the  preliminary  machinery  of  the 
Acts.  The  Amendment,  of  course,  is 
not  complete.  I  do  not  know  whether  I 
am  in  Order  in  alluding  to  the  Amend- 
ment, in  line  10,  whic^  stands  in  my 
name.  That  Amendment  enables  "  12 
houaeholders  "  to  be  substituted  for  "  13 
ratepayers."  I  earnestly  hope  the  Oom- 
mittee will  allow  this  slight  alteration 
to  be  made  in  the  Bill,  and  that  they 


will  thus  fedUtate  the  material  uneliora- 
tion  td  the  house  and  sanitary  accom- 
modation which  the  Acts  had  endea- 
voured to  extend  to  the  labourers  of 
Ireland.  I  beg  to  move  the  Amendment 
which  stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

la  page  1,  line  21,  after  the  word  "alleged," 
to  insert  the  words  "  and  so  maoh  of  the  fifth 
section  of  '  The  Lahourera  (Ireland)  Act,  1883,' 
as  enacts  that  a  representation  in  pursuance  of 
the  said  Acta  ahalf  be  signed  not  leai  than 
twelve  persons  rated  for  the  relief  of  the  poor 
within  the  sanitary  district." — {Mr.  Macartney,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  BRODEIOK  (Surrey^GuUdford) : 
I  sincerely  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  will  not  accept  this  Amend- 
ment. I  do  not  think  that  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Antrim 
(Mr.  Macartney)  has  at  all  made  out  a 
case  for  the  acceptance  of  so  broad  an 
Amendment  as  this.  The  principle  of 
all  the  measures  we  have  passed  for  the 
amendment  of  the  condition  of  the 
labourers  in  Ireland  is  that  those  who 
are  to  pay  for  these  experiments — ^for 
they  are  nothing  more  than  experiments 
— shall  be  the  persons  who  shall  set  the 
Act  in  motion,  and  who  shall  carry  out 
its  provisions ;  and  the  proposal  of  my 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Macartney)  is  that 
those  who  are  not  to  pay  a  farthing  are 
to  set  the  Act  in  motion.  I  hope  the 
ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
will  consideT  that  point  in  the  reply  he 
is  about  to  make,  and  I  hope,  also,  that 
if  he  adrises  the  Oommittee  to  accept 
the  Amendment,  he  will  acquaint  ua 
with  some  previous  instabce  in  which 
Parliament  has  given  so  extraordinary 
a  power  to  those  who  are  in  no  sense 
affected  by  it  except  beneficially,  and 
who  are  not  in  any  way  responsible  for 
any  payment  in  regard  to  the  benefit 
they  are  to  receive.  I  refer  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  the  evidence  given  to 
the  Committee  which  satin  1884,  and  on 
which  I  had  the  honour  to  sit.  Before 
that  Committee  it  was  plainly  stated 
that  the  Guardians  and  uiose  rated  to 
the  relief  of  tiie  poor  looked  with  the 
utmost  concern  at  the  prospect  of  carry- 
ing out  sobemea  hurriedly,  knowing,  aa 
they  did,  that  in  time  of  pressure,  au^  as 
the  preset  time,  there  would  be  most  ex- 
treme difficulty  in  collecting  the  rates 
which  would  have  to  be  levied  in  order  to 
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provide  labourers'  cottages.  Every  etep 
vKich  we  take  in  the  direction  of  taking 
the  matter  out  of  the  hands  of  those 
who  have  to  provide  the  necessary  funds 
Till  be  a  step  of  political  danger.  On 
that  ground  I  hopo  the  zight  bon.  Qen- 
tleman  the  Chief  Secretary  wUl  not 
accept  this  Amendment. 

Tbe  chief  8ECBETABY  fobIBE- 
LANB  (Mr.  John  Koblet)  (Newoastle- 
on-Tyne):  I  confess  I  do  not  see  my 
way  to  recommend  the  Committee  to 
accept  the  Amendment,  or  rather  the 
two  Amendments,  of  thehon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Macartney).  The  two  Amendments 
undoubtedly  go  together,  because  the 
first  would  not  be  complete  without  the 
second.  Now,  the  effect  of  the  Amend- 
ments is  to  substitute  "householders" 
for  "ratepayers"  as  the  source  of  the 
representation  which  sets  the  Act  in 
motion.  That,  of  course,  is  a  vital 
alteration  in  the  whole  principle  of  the 
Ijabourers'  Acts ;  for  wnat  is  that  prin- 
ciple ?  It  is  this — ^that  the  ratepayers  are 
to  have  a  voice  in  the  proceedings  at 
overy  stage,  from  the  signing  of  tiie  re- 
presentation down  to  the  ultimate  settle- 
ment of  the  schema  ;  and  it  is  obviously 
right,  for  the  reason  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Brodriok)  pointed  out,  that  they 
should  have  this  voice.  It  is  upon  them 
that  the  sacrifice,  whatever  it  may  be, 
will  ultimately  fall.  The  whole  weight 
and  force  of  this  security  is  involved  in 
the  representation  proceeding  from  the 
ratepayers,  and  the  whole  weight  and 
force  of  the  security  would,  as  I  take  it, 
disappear.  The  representation  would 
become,  shall  I  say  a  farce,  if  it  is  allowed 
to  recede  from  the  ratepayers  to  those 
who  expect  to  got  certain  advantages  at 
the  price  of  others.  If  the  Amendments 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  are  carried,  the 
ratepayers  would  be  placed  in  a  worse 
position  than  they  are  in  now;  therefore  I 
fun  unable  to  accept  the  Amendments. 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.) :  I 
cannot  allow  this  Amendment  to  be  dis- 
posed of  without  saying  one  or  two 
words  in  its  support.  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  failed  to  show  suf- 
ficient reason  why  it  should  be  so  per- 
emptorily rejected.  It  appears  to  me 
that  the  persons  who  are  tlie  sufferers 
under  the  evil  are  the  natural  persons  to 
originate  the  complaints  against  it.  The 
rights  of  the  ratepayers  are  sufficiently 
guarded  in  the  stages  subsequent  to  the 
representation,  and  therefbre  I  think  it 

Mr.  Brodrirli 


is  monatrouB  to  expect  a  labourer  to  get 
the  signatures  of  12  ratepayers  before 
he  can  set  the  law  in  motion.  I  do  not 
apprehend  that  the  interests  of  the  rate- 
payers would  be  damaged  by  this  altera- 
tion. If  I  did,  it  is  not  likely,  paying,  as 
I  do,  a  very  large  proportion  of  the  rates 
whidi  are  imposed  on  the  property  in  the 
district  in  which  I  live,  I  should  be  found 
advocating  the  Amendment.  I  hope  this 
small  but  very  important  alteration  will 
be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  sexton  (Sligo,  S.) :  I  should 
hnvG  been  glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  had  seen  hie  way  to  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Antrim  (Mr.  Macartney).  It  does 
not  follow  that  the  12  householders  shall 
not  be  ratepayers;  but  even  12  honse- 
holders  who  are  not  ratepayers  are  per- 
haps more  likely  to  have  sympathy 
with  those  who  need  the  benefit  of  tho 
Act.  It  cannot  be  said  that  12  rate- 
payers are  selected  because  they  have 
to  bear  a  portion  of  the  burden.  They 
may  be  spread  over  a  wide  area  and 
not  liable.  I  should  be  more  reconciled 
to  the  view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  if  I  could  learn  from 
him  whether  ho  proposes  to  accept  the 
Amendment  of  which  I  have  given 
Notice  lower  down,  which  provides  that 
where  there  are  fewer  than  12  residents 
in  a  division,  six  may  send  a  representa- 
tion, and  three  may  appeal  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  to  amalgamate  divi- 
sions. The  representation  signed  by  the 
12  persons,  whether  they  be  ratepayers 
or  householders,  only  sets  the  Board  of 
Guardians  in  motion.  If  the  Board 
choose  not  to  proceed  they  need  not  do 
so ;  and  even  if  they  act,  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  may  withold  its  assent. 
There  is  abnadance  of  security,  and, 
therefore,  I  think  no  harm  could  be 
done  by  the  acceptance  of  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  ditided : — Ayes  55 ; 
Noes  85:  Majority  30. — (Div.  List, 
No.  34.) 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Appeal  from  certificate  of 
sanitary  officer  in  certain  cases). 

Viscount  CEANBOENE  (Lancashire, 
N.E.,  Darwen) :  Sir,  I  rise  to  move  that 
you  do  now  report  Brogress,  a  course 
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which  I  think  Ib  rendered  really  desir- , 
able  by  the  condition  of  hon.  and  right 
hoD.  Geutleraen.  On  the  last  Amend- 
ment, I  was  listening  to  and  watdhine 
with  great  commi&eration  the  voice  and 
expression  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  I 
know,  from  personal  acquaintance  with 
the  subject.that  the  right  hon.Oentleman, 
who  is  leaving  the  House  at  this  moment, 
was  engaged  this  morning  in  duties  of  a 
very  exalted  kind,  and  must  be  quite  ex- 
hausted. I  am  also  sure  that  maoy  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  took  part  in  the  last 
division  were  not  in  the  least  aware  what 
they  were  voting  for,  and  that,  under  the 
circumstances,  the  Government  will  be 
the  first  to  say  that  the  hon.  Member 
who  is  now  speaking  was  quite  right  in 
moving  Progress. 

Uotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 

fress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
Fiaeount  Cranhome.) 

Mb.  JOHN  HOBLEY :  I  think  the 
next  three  Amendments  will  not  take 
more  than  five  or  ten  minutes ;  and  per- 
haps, under  the  drcnmstances,  the  noble 
Viscount  will  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Me.  sexton  (Sligo,  8.) :  I  would 
point  out  that  it  is  not  an  uncommon 
thing  for  Members  of  this  House,  at  2 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  not  to  know  what 
they  are  voting  about. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  County,  Bin) 
said,  if  the  noble  Lord  was  fatigued  with 
the  amount  of  work  he  had  done  in  the 
House  that  evening,  he  should  go  home 
to  bed. 

ViscoTnrr  OEANBORNB  :  After  the 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite^  I  shall  be  most  happy  to  with- 
draw my  Motion,  on  the  unaerstanding 
that  after  die  Amendments  are  dispofled 
of  tiie  right  hon.  Gentl^an  himself  will 
move  Progress. 

Motion,  by  leave,  wiihiraum. 

Clause  agrtei  to. 

Clauses  6  to  8,  inolusive,  t^wd  to. 

Clause  9  (Extension  of  powers  of  com- 
pulsory purchase). 

Me.  BEODEICK  (Surrey,  Guild- 
ford) :  This  is  a  very  important  clause, 
and  one  which  we  should,  consequently, 
discuss  with  great  care.  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
say  whether  he  can  hold  out  any  hope 


that  we  shall  have  an<^portunityof  dis- 
cussing this  clause  at  a  reasonable  hour 
on  another  night  ? 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — ( Mr, 
JSrodrich.) 

Mb.  JOHN  MOBIiEY:  I  shall  not 
oppose  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member. 
With  re^rd  to  his  question,  however,  I 
must  pomt  out  that  it  is  quite  impossible 
for  me  to  fix  anything  in  the  shape  of 
an  hour  of  the  day  for  the  discussing  the 
clause.  I  can  onl;  say  that  I  ho^e  it 
will  be  brought  on  at  a  reasonable  tmie. 

Motion  agrttd  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Thursday. 

ULSTER  CANAL  AKD  TYRONE  NAVT- 
GATION  BILL. 
1I03X0N  TOB  I^TB.  [ADJOTntHED 
DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [Ist  March], 

"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  transfer  of  the  Ulster  Canal  and 
the  Tyrone  Navigation  or  Coal  taland  Canal 
from  the  Commissioners  of  Fablic  Works  in 
Ireland  to  the  Lagan  Navigation  Company ; 
and  for  other  purpoBe8."~(Jfr.  Henry  S. 
Fowler.) 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  returned. 

Question  put,  and  egretd  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
JoBN  MoRUET  and  Mr.  Hshby  H. 

FOWLXB. 

BjUpreamUd,  and  read  the  flrst  time.  [Bill  141.] 


LIQ1T0B  XBAFFIO  (LOOAL  VETO)  TTLSTSB 
BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Jtesolved,  That  tho  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  That  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  enable  voters  in  towns  and  distriots, 
in  the  province  of  Ulster,  to  prevent  the  common 
sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors,  or  otherwise  to 
have  effeotual  oontrol  ovot  the  Brink  Traffic 
within  such  areas. 

Resolution  reported  :  —  BUI  ordered  to  he 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Johnston,  Lord  Arthur  Hill, 
and  Mr.  I>.  Oobain. 
Bill preitHUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  142.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Two  o'clocfc. 
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MINUTES.]  —  Ski^ct  Comkittib  —  GoTem- 

ment  of  India,  nominated. 
Public  Bills  —  Second  Reading  —  Women'i 

Suffrage  (10),  negatived. 
Second  Readily— Mefemd  to  Select  CommUtet— 

Parish  ChorohM  (6). 

PARISH  CHURCHES  BILL— (No.  fi.) 
(Tfttf  Lwd  Bi$hop  of  PeUrhor9Hgh.) 
SBOORD  BBADIKO. 

Order  of  Ihe  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  Bishop  of  PETEEBOHOUGH 
(Dr.  Maoee),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
read  the  second  time,  said,  that  he  spoke 
with  some  anxiety,  as  the  Bill  had 
heen  a  ^ood  deal  misapprehended  and 
unintentionally  misrq[>re8ented  in  a 
manner  which  might  rouse  some  pre- 
judice against  it  in  their  Lordships* 
minds.  His  anxiety  was  not  diminished 
hy  the  thought  that  he  had  so  ahle 
an  opponent.  But  the  Bill  was  not 
by  any  means  the  rash,  revolutionary, 
and  confiscatory  measure  which  it 
was  by  many  supposed  to  be.  He 
hoped  to  show,  on  the  contrary,  that 
it  was  really  a  very  moderate  mea- 
sure of  reform,  although  it  was  exten* 
sire  as  regarded  the  area  to  which  it 
applied.  It  was  not,  in  fact,  a  measure 
enacting  any  new  law,  or  making  illegal 
what  was  legal  before.  It  only  enforced 
old  principles,  and  sought  to  bring 
existing  practice  into  conformity  with 
existing  Iaw.  From  its  very  moderation 
he  feand  it  might  lack  some  interest  in 
their  Lardships'  ^es,  at  least  ia  com- 
parisou  with  some  more  ambitious  re- 
forms of  which  lately  so  much  had  been 
heard.  It  was  not  a  Bill  for  turning 
the  Church  of  England  inside  out  or 
upside  down.  He  oould  not  ask  their 
Lordships  to  join  with  him  in  the  excit- 
ing pastime  of  abolishing;  the  old  his- 
toric Church  of  England  and  substi- 
tuting for  it  a  modem  and  brand-new 
State  Establishment  for  the  teaching  of 
morality  without  distinctiTe  religious 
doctrine — a  sort  of  common  denominator 
for  all  the  religious  fractions  of  the  coun- 
try. There  was  not  the  excitement  of 
any  great  novelty  about  it  It  was  not 


one  of  the  Beform  Bills  of  the  Church 
which  the  Bishops  were  supposed  to 
be  bringing  now  in  a  panic  to  the 
House  in  consequence  of  the  recent 
attack  upon  the  Church  of  England.  It 
was  not  a  now  measure  of  reform;  it 
had  been  advocated  for  many  years  and 
urged  by  more  than  one  Bishop.  It  had 
been  read  a  Mcond  time  in  the  House  of 
Oommons,  when  it  obtained  the  support 
of  a  leading  Member  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment ;  and,  above  all,  it  embodied 
and  gave  e£feot  to  the  Besolutions  of  a 
large  and  representative  Committee  of 
their  Lordships*  House  which  sat  as 
long  as  28  years  ago  to  report  to  the 
House  upon  the  spiritual  destitution  of 
England.  The  Bill  divided  itself  into 
two  parts.  The  one  would  affect  old 
parish  churches,  the  other  would  afi'ect 
newer  churches  created  under  special 
Acts  of  Parliament  since  1818.  The  old 
parish  churches  were  those  built  before 
that  date.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  re-enact  and  re-dedare,  not  in 
any  way  to  alter,  the  old  law  of  the 
Church— namely,  that  parish  churches 
should  be  free  for  the  common  use  of 
all  parishioners.  That  had  been  the 
common  law  of  the  Church  and  the  land 
from  time  immemorial.  Numerous 
judicial  decisions  had  been  given  upon 
it.  Their  Lordships'  Committee  ex- 
pressly gave  the  same  view  of  the  law 
m  these  very  remarkable  words — 

"  It  is  a  retam  to  the  nomul  state  of  tidngs 

when  it  remains  unaffected  by  special  privileges. 
The  body  of  every  pariah  church  belongs,  of 
common  right,  to  all  the  parishioners,  and  is  a 
right  which  cannot  lawfully  be  defeated  by  the 
permanent  appropriation  to  particular  persons.'* 

That  was  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  It 
was  a  natural  and  necessary  corollary  of 
the  principle  of  a  Parochial  and  National 
Church.  Mudi  had  been  sud  as  to  the 
meaning  of  a  National  Church,  and 
strange  interpretations  were  given  of  it. 
Their  Lordships  would  agree  with  him 
that,  whatever  privilege  or  status  or 
emoluments  might  be  implied  by  the  term, 
the  idea  of  a  National  C>hurch  involved  an 
obligation  and  duty  of  all  its  ministers  to 
all  the  nation.  Every  minister  of  the 
Church  was  bound  to  render  his  ser- 
vices gratuitously  in  the  church  and  out 
of  it.  The  Church's  endowments  were 
a  great  and  sacred  trust,  held  upon  the 
condition  that  in  each  parish  there  should 
be  a  clergyman  rendering  gratuitous 
services  to  me  people.   If  a  dergyman 
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refused  such  serrices  he  was  liable  to 
serious  ecclesiastical  penalties.  He  was 
forbidden  to  charge  for  .them  bj  the 
canons.  No  charge  could  even  be  made 
for  burial,  as  by  a  oiiriotts  le^al  fiction 
burial  fees  were  paid  for  the  disturbance 
of  the  soil,  whion  was  the  rector's  free- 
hold, and  even  these  fees  could  not  be 
recovered.  Free  ministration  was  the 
principle  of  a  Parochial  and  National 
Church ;  and  it  was  the  clergyman's 
duty  to  press  his  services  even  on  those 
who  did  not  desire  them.  It  was  strange 
that  those  who  were  anxious  for  free 
education  in  the  present  day  should  be 
anxious  to  stamp  out  the  only  form  of 
free  religion  which  existed  in  this  coun- 
try. There  was  another  theory  which 
might  be  called  the  congregational  or 
commercial  one,  acoording  to  which  re- 
ligion was  a  luxury  which  could  only  bo 
bad  for  the  paying.  Acoording  to  the 
congregational  theory,  |>er8onB  of  similar 
religious  views  might  ]oin  together  and 
form  a  religious  society  or  club,  which 
would  hire  the  services  of  its  minister, 
who,  without  disrespect,  might  be  de- 
scribed as  its  spiritual  servant.  The 
appointment  and  dismissal  of  the  minis- 
ter on  that  theory  rested  entirely  with 
the  congregation.  He  would  not  enter 
into  the  comparative  merits  of  the 
national  and  congregational  theories. 
He  was  once  himself  the  minister  of  a 
proprietary  chapel  in  which  he  sold 
sermons  at  so  much  each  Sunday,  and 
in  that  capacity  he  spent  some  happy 
and,  he  trusted,  not  unuseful  years. 
But  the  congregational  theory  had  one 
great  defect.  It  oould  not  evangelize 
the  masses ;  it  could  not  reach  the  poor. 
When  a  neighbourhood  became  poorer 
thepew-rentedcbapel  had  toseek  another 
locality.  A  Free  Church  was  the  natural 
result  of  the  great  principle  of  a  National 
Church  —  free  religion  for  those  who 
oould  not  afford  to  provide  it  for  them- 
selves,  and  free  religion  to  be  pressed 
upon  those  who  did  not  desire  it.  There- 
fore, he  maintained  that  the  principle  of 
the  National  Church  was  that  the  Church 
should  be  free,  and  as  the  Church  of 
England  claimed  and  desired  to  be  na- 
tional her  churches  should  be  free  to  all. 
If  that  were  so,  how  was  it  that  all 
parish  churches  had  not  been  free  to  the 
parishioners  f  He  thought  he  was  cor- 
rect in  saying  that  until  the  Beforma- 
tion  no  such  thing  as  a  fixed  and 
permanent  pew  was  ever  known  in  a 


parish  church.  But  after  the  Beforma- 
tion  permanent  property  in  pews  was 
introduced  into  the  Church.  It  was 
a  remarkable  coincidence  that  the  ap- 
propriation of  pews  by  patent  came  into 
the  Ohnroh  just  about  the  date  of  the 
Beformation,  whioh  was  the  date  of  the 
great  impoverishment  of  the  Ohuroh. 
The  most  successful  liberator  on  a  large 
scale  in  English  history,  who  devoted 
Church  property  largely  to  secular  uses, 
and  who  swept  away  many  of  the  en- 
dowments of  the  Church — he  meant 
Henry  VIII. — was  the  Sovereign  under 
whom  permanent  property  in  pews  was 
invented.  It  came  in  the  shape  of  a 
faculty  from  the  Bishop's  Court  or  by 
prescription  implying  and  presuming  a 
faculty.  With  all  deference  to  the  noble 
Lord  who  opposed  the  Bill,  he  must 
say  that  he  had  never  been  able  to  see 
the  use  of  a  faculty  pew.  The  pew 
was  frequently  attached  by  faculty  to  a 
house,  but  the  house  was  not  in  the 
habit  of  going  to  church.  The  tenant 
of  the  house  might  go  to  church  or  he 
m^ht  not.  He  might  be  a  Churchman, 
a  Dissenter,  or  an  infidel ;  or  he  might 
be  a  bachelor  or  married  and  have  a 
large  family.  But  in  any  case  he  had 
the  use  of  a  pew  with  seats  for  perhaps 
eight  or  nine  persons,  and  he  occupied 
so  many  square  feet  of  the  parish  church 
which  belonged  to  all  the  parishioners. 
But  whether  the  tenant  required  few  or 
many  sittings  he  represented  the  house, 
which  was  the  sacred  thing  in  English 
law.  As  soon  as  a  pei'son  succeeded  in 
appropriating  a  pew  he  put  in  a  hassock 
and  a  prayer  book,  and  after  that  it 
was  sacred  for  ever  to  him.  These 
were  idols  of  British  pewd<nn,  the  sym- 
bols and  forms  by  whioh  seisin  and 
livery  of  a  part  of  the  parish  church 
were  taken  for  ever.  And  then  a  man 
dared  anyone  to  come  into  his  pew,  to 
sit  on  his  cushion,  to  kneel  on  his  has- 
sock, for  was  it  not  all  his  property  P 
Very  early  in  his  clerical  life  he  was 
curate  in  a  parish  church  where  there 
were  large  old-fashioned  pews,  owned 
by  difi'erent  persons.  After  service  one 
Sunday  the  holder  of  one  of  these  pews 
came  to  him  in  a  state  of  great  irritation 
and  rage  because  of  the  intrusion  of  a 
single  stranger  into  his  pew,  which  was 
a  large  one,  with  seats  for  eight  or  nine 
persons,  of  which  he  was  the  sole  occu- 

Sant.  "  Sir,"  he  said,  *'  I  would  not 
are  to  disturb  Divine  service  to  pull 
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bim  out  of  pev,  but  I  took  the 
Blight  libertj  of  sitting  upon  his  bat." 
The  appropriation  of  pews  bad  made 
thetn  so  much  a  kind  of  property  that 
tbey  were  bought  and  sold,  and  even  in- 
cluded in  marriage  eettlemente.  The 
most  important  alterations  emd  renova- 
tions in  churches  had  been  stopped  by 
the  faculty  pew-owners,  some  of  whom 
be  knew  possessed  as  many  as  1 1  pews 
in  a  elDgle  church.  Ooeof  theseowners 
was  positively  resident  as  far  as  50  miles 
from  the  church,  and  was  in  receipt  of 
a  comfortable  snm  from  the  pew.  A 
clergyman  told  him  that  when  be  first 
went' to  his  living  be  fonnd  160  ait- 
tingB  in  the  parish  church  appropriated 
by  the  family  of  his  predecessor,  who 
claimed  legal  rights  id  them.  The  im- 
portant matter  was  that  so  much  of  the 
area  of  a  parish  church  was  appropriated 
by  individuals,  whereas  a  parish  church 
was  for  the  accommodation  of  all  the 
parishioners.  Aparishchurch  might  be 
used  by  different  classes  of  persons  in 
the  parish  at  different  times;  but  for 
that  purpose  the  pew-owner  must  give 
up  possession,  and  that  he  would  not  do 
— he  would  not  allow  anyone  to  sit  on 
bis  cushion,  to  kneel  on  his  haaeook,  or 
to  read  in  Hs  book.  A  clergyman  in  his 
diocese  recently  held  a  very  successful 
oburoh  mission  to  which  people  thronged 
in  large  numbers ;  but  owing  to  the  re- 
sistauoe  of  the  pew-owoers,  the  church 
could  not  be  freely  used  for  eveDiug 
services.  There  was  a  deep  significance 
in  this,  for  it  was  significant  of  the 
fdienation  of  the  poor  from  their  parish 
church.  The  poor  man  could  not  afford 
to  take  out  a  faculty,  nor  could  he 
afford  to  rent  a  pew  by  the  year  in 
bis  parish  church.  The  poor  man 
was  thus  practically  excluded  from  his 
parish  church;  for  it  was  one  of  the 
most  honouzable  traits  of  our  English 
poor  that  they  were  not  noisy  and  self- 
asserting.  There  was  a  ktod  of  shy 
pride  about  them  which  did  tbem 
honour,  and  whioh  he  should  be  sorry  to 
see  ohan^d.  The  poor  man  in  this 
country  did  not  elbow  nor  crioge ;  but 
if  be  found  no  plaoe  left  for  him  but 
some  narrow  benches  down  the  middle 
of  the  church,  or  some  other  uncomfort- 
able seat  or  corner,  he  accepted  the  posi- 
tion even  although  he  would  only  catch 
but  a  sentence  or  two  of  an  eloquent 
sermon  on  the  text — "To  the  poor  the 
Gospel  is  preached."   But  be  did  not 

The  BUhop  of  PeUrhorwgh 


like  it,  and  the  effect  was  that  the  poor 
were  silently  and  quietly  alienated  from 
their  parish  church.  They  did  not  make 
much  disturbance  and  they  did  not  write 
to  the  papers ;  and  the  reason  was  that 
they  soon  lost  the  desire  for  the  religion 
whioh  was  so  persistently  denied  them. 
So  the  poor  man  turned  his  back  upon 
his  parish  church,  and  when  bis  clergy- 
men invite  him  to  stand  np  in  defence  of 
his  parish  church,  the  only  answer  he 
gave  was  that  it  was  not  his.  The  poor 
man  said — "My  parish  church!  It  is 
not  mine,  it  is  yours,  it  is  the  oburoh- 
wardens*,  it  is  the  manufactnrW,  it  is 
the  well-to-do  men's  church."  The  ex- 
pression was  very  often  heard—"  The 
parish  church  is  for  gentlefolks,  not  for 
the  likes  of  us."  How  was  aclergyman 
to  fulfil  the  mission  of  his  Divine  Master 
to  go  into  the  highways  and  tbe  bye- 
ways  and  bid  the  people  to  the  feast, 
"  for  all  things  are  now  ready,"  when 
he  knew  that  two  things  were  not  ready 
— one  was  a  place,  and  another  was  a 
welcome  ?  In  our  great  cities  when  the 
poor  took  their  weary  walk  on  Sunday 
through  the  long  lines  of  closed  shops, 
they  found  only  two  kinds  of  places 
open  to  them — places  of  worship  and 
public-bouses ;  and  he  grieved  to  think 
that  in  too  many  cases  they  got  a 
warmer,  a  freer  welcome  at  tbe  latter 
than  tbe  former.  He  asked  whether 
the  poor  were  to  be  admitted  freely  to 
their  parish  churches  ?  He  held  that  no 
churchwarden  had  any  right  to  appro- 
priate a  seat  and  keep  it  permanently 
for  any  particular  person  bo  as  to  exclude 
the  poor  parishioners.  It  was  all  very 
well  to  say  that  the  churchwardens  were 
acting  on  behalf  of  tho  parishioners. 
The  word  parishioners,  like  the  word 
"people,"  was  a  noun  of  multitude. 
"The  people"  did  not  always  mean 
the  whole  people,  or  even  the  ma- 
jority of  the  people.  They  often  con- 
sisted of  a  noisy  minority  who  pushed 
themselves  to  the  front.  So  in  this  in- 
stance the  parishioners  did  not  mean 
tbe  whole  of  the  parishioners,  but  merely 
parishioners  who  enjoyed  seats  in  the 
church  by  virtue  of  their  property 
in  pews.  The  churchwardens  were 
elected  not  by  the  parish  as  a  whole, 
but  by  tbe  ratepayers  only,  and  they 
had  no  right  to  appropriate  to  the  rich 
what  belonged  to  all.  Supposing  that 
it  were  the  case  of  the  village  green 
instead  of  the  village  oburoh,  would  the 
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majority  of  the  paridiioners  have  a  right 
tocutthegreenup.aod  toappropriatethe 
plots  to  form  gardens  for  the  rich  ?  De- 
pend upon  it  that  in  suoh  a  case  the 
parishioners  would  be  noisj  and  out- 
spoken enough;  and  the  reason  that 
they  were  not  noisy  and  outspoken  in 
the  matter  of  the  appropriation  of  seats 
in  their  Village  church  was  because  they 
had  been  schooled  iuto  indifference  acd 
silence  in  the  matter.  It  was  objected 
that  if  the  pew  rents  in  old  parish 
churches  were  touched,  the  income,  al- 
ready small  enough,  of  the  clergyman 
would  be  diminished.  He  should  be 
the  last  person  in  the  world  to  do  any- 
thing which  would  diminish  the  income 
of  the  olei^ ;  but  his  r^y  to  Uiat  argu> 
ment  waa  that,  in  the  first  place,  the 
pew  rents  often  contributed  to  the 
income,  not  of  the  clergyman,  but  to 
that  of  the  rich  pew-owner.  There 
were  often  some  200  or  300  seats 
in  a  parish  church  that  were  let  to 
those  who  said  that  they  wore  good 
Churchmen  enough,  but  that  they  would 
not  give  a  single  Id.  towards  the  support 
of  the  clergyman  unless  he  gave  them  in 
perpetuity  in  return  a  portion  of  the  pro- 
perty which  belonged  to  other  people. 
In  his  opinion,  such  individuals  might 
well  be  asked  to  pay  £1  a-year  towards 
the  support  of  their  clergymen  without 
seeking  to  appropriate  to  themselves 
what  was,  in  fact,  tne  property  of  others, 
and  to  which  they  had  not  the  lightest 
legal  or  moral  right.  Having  demo- 
liiMied  that  objection,  he  was  confronted 
with  the  oushion  and  hassock  argument. 
He  knew  of  nothing  that  created  such 
bittemees,  and  revealed  so  much  of  the 
worst  passions  and  infirmities  in  our 
nature,  as  the  contests  for  seats  in 
church,  unless  it  were,  perhaps,  those 
for  seats  in  Parliament,  when  certainly 
human  nature  reached  its  lowest  level 
of  degradation.  But  what  did  the 
cushion  and  hassock  argument  amount 
to  ?  It  was  not  a  very  formidable  diffi- 
culty. They  disposed  of  it  almost  every 
day  of  their  lives  in  that  locomotive  age. 
When  they  travelled  in  a  railway  car- 
riage they  pressed  the  oushion  that  had 
been  pressed  a  few  moments  before  by 
somebody  else,  and  would  be  occupied 
after  they  left  by  another  person  ;  and 
he  did  not  think  the  fact  that  the 
cushion  had  been  pressed  by  some 
working  man  before,  say,  an  Earl  or  a 
Bishop,  in  the  least  interfered  with  its 
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purity,  or  its  sanctity,  or  its  fitness,  and 
he  cotdd  not  see  why  it  should  do  so  in 
the  Church.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
hassock  of  the  rich  man  would  be  verjr 
much  hurt  if,  when  he  went  on  the  Sun- 
day to  kneel  on  it,  it  retained  the  print 
of  the  poor  man's  knee.  In  their  Lord- 
ships' House  each  individual  Peer  did 
not  retain  his  own  peculiar  cushion ; 
they  used  all  the  cushions  in  common  ; 
and  they  were  even  content  to  sit  upon 
cushions  that  had  shortly  before  been 
occupied  by  noble  Lords  opposite.  Then, 
as  regarded  the  Bible  and  hymn<book 
question,  it  did  appear  to  him  to  be 
within  the  resources  of  modem  civiliza- 
tion to  provide  a  small  box,  furnished 
with  a  look  and  key,  beneath  the  seat,  in 
which  the  rich  man  could  lock  up  his 
books.  The  fact  was  that  he  waa  almost 
ashamed  to  argue  so  ludicrous  a  point  as 
that  before  their  Lordships  on  the  small 
question  of  cushion  and  hassock;  and 
there  was  something  grotesque  in  the 
idea  of  the  garrison  of  pewdom  sallying 
out  to  the  rescue  of  pews  with  the  cry  of 
"hassocks  to  the  rescue."  He  would 
now  pass  to  the  question  of  the  right  of 
the  churchwarden  to  assign  seats  in  the 
parish  church  to  particular  parishioners, 
and  upon  this  matter  he  confessed  that 
he  was  not  in  harmony  with  the  more 
advanced  Church  reformers.  He  had 
no  desire  to  deprive  the  churchwarden 
of  the  right  he  legally  possessed  to 
assign  seats  to  the  parishioners.  He 
held  that  that  was  necessary,  not  in 
the  interests  of  the  rich,  but  in  the  inte- 
rests of  the  poor.  Bank  and  wealth 
could  very  well  take  care  of  themselves  ; 
but  if  they  left  the  Church  entirely  un- 
appropriated, the  result  would  be  that 
wealth  aud  rank,  and  more  especially 
local  wealth  and  rank,  would  appropriate 
pews  to  themselves,  and  the  poor  would 
practically  be  confined  to  remote  cor- 
ners as  before.  He  thought  that  the 
parishioners  had  their  rights  in  the 
parish  church  ;  and  it  was  all  very  well 
to  £ay  that  if  they  wanted  seats  the 
pari^ioners  should  come  early,  because 
m  that  case  the  non-parishioners  might 
come  earlier  still.  Ho  did  not,  therefore, 
propose  to  deprive  the  churchwarden  of 
the  power  which  he  now  had  to  assign 
seats  to  the  parishioners;  and,  therefore, 
he  suggested  that  the  churchwardens 
should  be  allowed  to  assign  seats  tempo- 
rarily from  time  to  time,  but  not  to  perma- 
nently appropriate  any  particular  seats 
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to  aaj  partioular  persons.  Upon  this 
point  the  measuro  \rould  exactly  give 
effect  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
(Committee  of  their  Lordships'  House, 
who  expressed  their  earnest  hope  that 
some  plan  might  be  devised  by  which, 
in  every  church  in  the  land,  the  rich  and 
the  poor  mieht  meet  together  on  an 
equality,  and  that  all  permanent  ap- 
propriation of  pews  might  be  abolished. 
If  their  Lordships,  therefore,  thought 
that  this  measure  was  intended  to  ini- 
tiate a  free  scramble  for  seats  they 
would  be  mistaken.  It  was  intended  to 
place  the  churchwarden  in  the  church  in 
somewhat  the  same  position  as  that  oc> 
oupied  by  a  policeman  at  a  crowded  point 
in  the  streets,  so  that  he  could  prevent  a 
scramble  for  place  in  which  the  strongest 
might  win,  and  might  assign  them  from 
time  to  time  among  the  parishioners  in 
such  a  way  as  to  keep  them  ^e  for  alL 
The  sooner  all  parish  churches  were  made 
free  to  the  extent  be  had  mentioned  the 
better  it  would  be.  If  churchwardens 
had  the  power  to  say — "  A,  you  sit  here ; 
and  B,  you  sit  there,"  after  a  brawl,  he 
ventured  to  think  it  was  better  that  they 
should  have  it  before  the  brawl  com- 
menced. But  with  that  limitation  only 
he  would  put  an  end  to  all  right  in  a 
pew  which  hindered  the  restoration  of 
churches,  terribly  limited  the  area  of 
churches,  and  which  excluded  and  alien- 
ated the  poor  from  the  parish  churches. 
He  had  a  few  words  more  to  say  upon 
the  subject  of  the  new  district  churches. 
Fractioally  speaking,  modern  diurch  ex- 
tension began  in  the  year  1818,  by  an 
Act  of  58  Oto.  III.,  which  was  remark- 
able, among  other  reasons,  for  this — 
that  it  was  almost  the  only  occasion 
on  which  the  State  really  endowed 
the  Ohurch.  It  was  an  Act  devised 
to  carry  out  what  was  commonly  known 
as  the  Million.  Grant,  which  was  a 
national  grant  of  £1,000,000  for  the 
building  of  new  churches.  It  laid 
down  the  principle  that  some  portion  of 
the  sittings  of  every  church  created 
under  it  should  be  for  free  sittings. 
That  was  perfectly  just  and  right.  It 
should  be  remembered  that  when  they 
created  a  new  district  parish  they  cut  on 
a  portion  of  the  area  of  the  old  parish 
and  constituted  it  a  new  parish,  and  they 
cut  off  the  parishioners  of  the  new  dis- 
trict from  all  their  rights  in  the  old 
parish.  They  lost  their  right  to  a  free 
sitting  there ;  and  was  it  not  reasonable 
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and  just  that  when  they  did  that,  with- 
out the  parishioners  having  even  a  voice 
in  the  matter,  they  should  give  them 
some  right  to  a  free  sitting  in  the  new 
parish,  otherwise  they  woidd  be  exduded 
from  all  euch  rights  whatever.  He  main- 
tained, then,  that  that  Act  of  Qeorge  III. 
laid  down  a  perfectly  sound  and  just 
principle  when  it  said  that  some  portion 
of  the  sittings  in  every  new  district 
church  should  be  free.  That  principle 
was  adhered  to  in  all  the  innumerable 
Ohurch  Building  Acts  that  had  since 
been  passed.  He  dared  not  attempt  to 
take  their  Lordships  through  the  history 
of  these  Acts.  He  dared  not  say  how 
many  of  these  Acts  there  were,  and 
tho  attempt  to  master  them  was  cal- 
culated to  reduce  the  unfortunate  stu- 
denc  to  the  verge  of  lunacy.  He  was 
told  that  the  only  person  in  England  who 
ever  understood  the  Gharoh  Building 
Acts  was  now  deceased,  and  he  could 
well  conceive  that  the  mao  had  been 
hurried  to  a  pVemature  grave  by  his 
efforts  to  understand  those  legal  conun- 
drums. He  himself  had  studied  them  so 
far  as  to  be  able  to  assure  their  Lordships 
that  there  was  not  one  of  those  Acts 
which  did  not  affirm  the  principle  that 
some  portion  more  or  less  of  the  sittings 
of  the  new  district  churches  should  be 
allowed  to  be  free.  By  the  first  of  those 
Acts,  however,  only  one-fifth  of  the  sit- 
tings were  bound  to  be  free,  and  those 
free  sittings  might  be  in  any  out-of-the- 
way  part  of  the  church,  and  must  be 
ticketed  and  labelled  as  free  seats, 
and  no  one  could  sit  in  them  without 
being  thus  a  ticketed  and  labelled 
pauper.  Afterwards  an  Act,  known  as 
the  New  Parishes  Act,  was  introduced 
by  the  late  lamented  Duke  of  Marl- 
borough and  passed  in  1856  through 
Parliament  which  showed  a  great  ad- 
vance in  the  true  principles  of  church 
extension.  It  enabled  pew  rents  to  be 
impcied  if  no  endowment  was  provided 
from  any  other  source  ;  but  it  said  first 
that  one-half  of  the  sittings  should  be 
free,  and  next  that  the  free  sittings 
should  be  equally  advantageously  placed 
with  the  rented  and  reserved  sittings. 
That  was  a  reasonable  compromise,  and 
he  was  very  thankful  to  say  that  the 
Gommissioners  had  very  lately  passed  a 
resolution  that  in  all  future  sanctioning 
of  scales  of  pew  rents  they  would  require 
that  only  half  of  the  seats  should  be  pew 
rented,  and  that  the  other  half  shoola  be 
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free  and  equallj  ftdvantageouslj  placed 
with  those  taat  were  rented  and  reserved. 
If  that  law  bad  been  observed  since  1856 
there  would  have  been  little  occasion  to 
trouble  their  Lorships  as  he  was  doing 
that  evening ;  but  it  had  not  been  ob- 
served. Many  churches  had  been  built 
since  that  Act  was  passed  in  total  and 
complete  defiance  and  disregard  of  its 
provisions,  and  without  any  limit  being 
assigned  to  pew  renting.  Was  it,  there- 
fore, a  very  revolutionary  thing  to  ask 
in  regard  to  those  parish  churches  tiiat 
the  law  which  the  Legislature  bad  en- 
acted should  simply  be  carried  out  ?  If 
Parliament  had  been  wrong  in  passing 
that  Act,  and  bad  not  been  sufficiently 
conserrative  of  the  rights  of  the  wealthy, 
let  them  go  back  on  their  steps  and  say 
that  only  one-fifth  of  the  sittiogs  should 
be  free,  and  that  the  free  sittings  should 
be  ticketed  and  labelled.  But  if  they 
were  not  to  go  back — and  he  did  not 
think  they  would  dream  of  doing  so — 
then  it  was  only  reasonable  and  just 
that  those  churches  which  had  been 
created  by  the  Legislature  should  be 
regulated  according  to  the  direction  of 
the  law.  On  the  other  hand,  he  frankly 
admitted  that  many  incumbents  had  been 
appointed  to  district  churches  in  which 
pew  rents  were  illegally  taken  in  perfect 
good  faith ;  and,  believing  that  they  were 
perfectly  legal  and  secure,  they  com- 
plained that  his  Bill  would  deprive  them 
of  thoso  pew  rents.  In  the  first  place, 
his  Bill  would  deprive  no  one  of  any- 
thing to  which  they  were  legally  entitled ; 
but  he  did  not  want  to  take  advantage 
of  any  lapse  or  mistake  on  the  part  of 
any  incumbent  or  churchwarden,  or  to 
promote  any  confiscation  of  clerical  in- 
comes. Therefore  he  thought  it  was 
only  reasonable  that  those  who  had,  in 
perfect  good  faith,  accepted  that  posi- 
tion, should  have  a  remedy,  and  be  en- 
titled to  go  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missionara  and  obtain  such  a  scale  of  pew 
rents  as  might  and  ought  to  have  been 
obtained  at  tba  time  when  the  church 
was  built  The  Bill  would,  therefore, 
practically  be,  in  the  main,  prospective 
and  not  retrospective  in  its  action, 
and  would  not,  as  had  been  alleged, 
reduce  any  of  the  clergy  to  beggary. 
They  were  told  that  it  was  very 
desirable  that  respectability,  rank, 
and  wealth  should  have  a  place  in 
the  parish  churches;  ho  did  not  deny 
that.   He  held  that  respectability,  rank, 


and  wealth  had  spiritual  interests  to  be 
looked  after  as  much  as  the  poor  had ; 
but  then  he  thought  that  respectability, 
rank,  and  wealth  should  not  have  pos- 
session of  the  parish  church  to  the  exclu- 
sion of  the  poor.  Then  it  was  said  that 
the  spiritual  wants  of  the  poor  should  be 
provided  for  by  the  building  of  cheap 
churches  and  chapels  in  poor  localities, 
which  people  said  were  suitable  churches 
for  the  poor.  Now,  he  hated  the  very 
words — "Churches  suitable  forthepoor." 
It  was  in  the  very  poorest  neighbourhood 
that  one  should  desire  to  have  the  most 
beautiful  church  they  could  build.  When 
they  looked  at  the  dull  monotony  of  their 
daily  life,  with  so  little  that  was  beauti- 
ful in  it,  surely  it  was  desirable  that  the 
one  place  in  the  parish  to  which  they 
might  have  free  resort  and  access— the 
house  of  their  common  Father — should 
be  a  place  that  would  bring  some  of  the 
beauty  and  grace,  and  something  of  the 
sense  of  human  brotherhood,  into  the 
weary  and  saddened  lives  of  the  poor. 
He  held  that  it  was  not  well,  even  in 
the  interests  of  the  rich,  to  have  cheap 
churches  for  the  poor.  It  was  not  a  wise, 
not  a  safe  thing  that  wealth  and  rank 
and  respectability  should  have  one  place 
of  worship  on  Sunday,  and  that  the  poor 
should  have  another.  One  of  the  sorest 
and  nddest  evils  of  19th  century  life 
was  the  erer-wideniog  chasm  whii^ 
separated  class  from  class  and  rank  from 
rank  ;  and  thoso  who  cared  for  the  State 
trembled  to  see  the  ever-widening  gulf 
in  the  forum,  into  which  they  might  yet 
see  more  than  one  of  their  most  pre- 
cious things  cast  before  it  was  closed. 
He  did  not  say  that  that  separation  of 
classes  was  only  caused  by  the  separa- 
tion on  Sundays  of  which  he  was  speak- 
ing ;  but  he  said  that  it  was  enhanced 
and  increased  by  it.  They  could  not 
over-estimate  the  healing  and  uniting 
infiuence  of  a  common  sanctuary 
for  rich  and  poor,  in  which  they 
would  feel,  in  the  highest  sense  of  i^ 
their  religious  equality,  and  that  there 
was  at  least  one  place  on  this  side  of 
the  grave  where  rich  and  poor  might 
meet  together.  Therefore,  that  was  not 
a  small  matter ;  for  though  his  mea- 
sure might  be  a  moderate  one  in  itself, 
he  asked  that  those  divisions  between 
rich  and  poor  on  Sundays  might  not  be 
made  too  wide  and  too  deep.  Wealth 
and  respectability  had  been  too  much  in 
tiie  habit  of  putting  the  poor  aside  on 
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Sundaja.  They  did  not  see  those  who 
ware  not  regular  churoli-goers  —  who 
were  not  in  l£e  state  of  respectable  and 
orderly  citizens,  but  who  had  souls  to 
be  saved— in  the  parish  churches  on 
Sunday  with  the  wealthy,  the  reapeot- 
able,  and  the  welt-to-do.  Where  did  they 
see  those  outcasts  from  our  churches  ? 
They  were  to  be  seen  in  our  squares  and 
streets  on  the  Monday ;  they  were  seen 
in  Trafalgar  Square  and  St.  James's 
Street  a  few  weeks  ago,  and  the  re- 
spectability which  shrank  from  and 
shuddered  at  the  presence  of  poverty  on 
the  Sunday  might  be  brought  into  un- 
loasant  contact  with  it  on  the  week 
ay.  Those  things,  no  doubt,  were 
the  result  of  many  causea,  and  tbey 
would  do  well  to  study  them.  It  was 
oertainly  a  grieTOUS  loss  to  the  country 
when  the  healing  and  uniting  influences 
of  religion  were  taken  away  from  a  large 
section  of  the  people  on  one  day  of  the 
week,  and  when  the  community  was 
broken  up  into  classes,  one  far  apart 
from  the  other.  He  was  asking  for 
this  reform  in  no  extravagant  spirit. 
He  was  ready  to  meet  all  reasonable  ob- 
jections and  alarms.  He  desired  to  see 
all  the  abominations  of  the  square  pews 
and  the  rent  charges  swept  out  of  their 
old  parish  churches,  and  the  provision 
of  the  Legislature  with  regard  to  new 
district  churches  fairly  carried  out  and 
complied  with.  He  entreated  their 
Lordshipa  not  to  reject  this  BiU  on  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite.  He 
had  no  doubt  there  were  legal  defects 
in  the  Bill,  and  he  should  hope  that  the 
noble  Lord  who  opposed  the  measure 
would  lend  bis  great  ability  to  the 
amending  of  it  in  Committee.  But 
their  Lordshipa  should  not  show  them- 
selves to  be  less  regardful  of  the  inte- 
rests of  the  poor  than  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  which  had  read  this  Bill 
a  second  time.  He  asked  the  assistance 
of  their  Lordships  in  the  endeavours  of 
the  clergy  to  make  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land what  she  was  becoming  more  and 
more,  and  what  she  in  theory  desired  to 
be  in  fact — the  Church  of  the  people 
and  the  Church  of  the  poor,  th^  right 
rev.  Prelate  moved  the  second  readiu&r 
of  the  Bill. 

Moptd,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'." 
— (25S<  Lord  Bitkop  of  PeUrhorough.) 

LoBB  aBIMTHOBFE,  in  rising  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
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time  that  day  six  monUis,  said,  that  if 
it  was  necessary  for  him  to  apologize  for 
intervening  in  an  ecclesiastical  disputQ 
there  were  two  reasons  why  ho  did  so. 
The  first  was  he  believed  he  was  tho 
only  layman  in  their  Lordships'  House 
who  held  an  ecclesiastical  office  except 
the  Deaa  of  Arches,  who  was  not  pre- 
sent. The  second  reason  was  that  in  that 
character  he  had  been  written  to  by  no 
small  number  of  clergy  aaking  him  to 
interfere  as  he  was  now  doing,  becauso 
they  looked  on  the  Bill  with  g^eat 
alarm.   The  right  rev.  Prelate  said  that 
the  alarm  was  unreasonable ;  but  he 
held  that  it  was  not  at  alt  unroasonable. 
Another  reason  which  justified  his  inter- 
ference  was  to  be  found  in  the  fact  that 
there  were  only  three  Prelates  at  present 
on    the  Episcopal   Bench.     It  cer- 
tainly was  unlucky  that  this  measure 
should  have  been  brought  forward  in  a 
week  when  most  of  the  Bishops  were 
necessarily  absent  for  their  ordmations. 
He  was  unaware  of  the  general  opinion 
of  the  Bishops  with  regard  to  the  Bill ; 
but  he  was  acquainted  with  the  opinions 
of  someof  them,  and  they  were  as  strongly 
opposed  to  the  measure  as  the  clergymen 
who  had  written  to  him.  Another 
reason  why  he  thought  it  right  to  inter- 
pose was  because  he  did  not  think  that 
any  Ecclesiastical  Judge,  however  small, 
ought  to  sit  still  when  a  Bill  was  being 
pressed  through  their  Lordships'  House 
containing  a  wrong  declaration  of  the 
law.  TheFtearable  was  wrong  in  laying 
it  down  as  the  law  that  "  every  parish 
church  was  tor  the  free  use  in  common 
of  all  parishioners."    He  knew  that  the 
Free  and  Open  Church  Association  had 
long  been  making  this  declaration  as  to 
the  present  state  of  the  law ;  but  they  had 
been  wrong  all  the  time.     They  had 
never  ventured  to  litigate  the  question 
in  order  to  establish  that  proposition. 
If  they  had  honestly  believed  their  own 
statement  of  the  law  they  would  have 
endeavoured  to  assert  it  in  a  Court  of 
Law.  The  fact  was  that  this  paragraph 
of  the  Preamble  was  a  quotation  of  part 
of  a  sentence  in  a  judgment  by  a  cele- 
brated Eoolesiasticai  Judge,  omitting  the 
other  part — ' '  but  the  distribution  of  the 
seata  is  in  the  churchwardens,  subject 
to  the  control  (rf  the  Ordinary," — which 
obviously  altered  the  meaning  entirely. 
The  word  "  free  "  was  never  used  in  that 
sense  in  anyEcclesiasticalAot,but  merely 
as  opposed  to  "rented."   On  this  one 
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point,  vhioh  was  the  foundation  of  the 
Bill,  the  statement  in  the  Preamble  was 
clearly  wrong;  and,  according  to  the 
practice  in  Goramittoes,  if  a  Preamble 
was  not  proved  there  was  an  end  of  the 
Bill.  So  it  ought  to  be  in  this  case. 
The  second  paragraph  of  the  Preamble 
was  equally  wrong.  It  said  that  "  the 
rights  of  the  parishioners  according  to 
law,"  which  he  had  shown  were  not 
their  legal  rights,  had — 

For  many  years  been  infringed  in  many 
pariahes  and  places  by  the  appropriation  of 
•eats  and  pews  to  certain  of  the  pattahioaers  to 
the  exclorton  of  others,  and  especially  of  the 
poorer  classes." 

As  the  rights  had  not  existed  iu  the 
form  in  which  they  were  stated  in  the 
first  paragraph,  they  could  not  have 
been  infringed  in  the  form  alleged  in  the 
aecond  paragraph.  These  two  para- 
graphs constituting  the  Preamble  and 
giving  the  reason  for  the  introduction  of 
the  Bill  were  both  wrong  in  their  de- 
clarations as  to  the  law  and  the  breach 
of  the  law ;  and  that  was  a  simple  matter 
of  fact  or  of  law  which  no  one  having 
any  legal  knowledge  on  the  subject 
would  for  a  moment  dispute.  With  a 
Preamble  so  utterly  wrong  there  ought 
to  be  an  end  of  the  Bill.  The  first  ope- 
rative clause — the  3rd— declared  that 
the  lav  for  the  future  was  to  be  that 
which  it  was  wrongly  asserted  to  be  in 
the  Preamble;  it  said  that  every  parish 
church  was  declared  to  be  for  the  free 
vae  in  common  of  all  parishioners  ;  but 
if  the  Preamble  were  altered  this  ope- 
rative clause  would  not  accord  with  it 
when  it  was  altered.  The  object  of  the 
clause  was  to  re-assert  a  law  which  did 
not  exist.  The  law  was  that  the  parish 
church  should  be  free  for  such  use  as  the 
churchwardens,  under  the  control  of  the 
Bishop  and  his  Ohancellor,  chose  to  de- 
cide upon.  It  was  further  provided  that 
a  faculty  should  net  be  granted  or  con- 
firmed to  appropriate  a  seat  or  pew ; 
but  existing  titles  by  faculty  or  pre- 
Bcription  were  saved.  No  faculty  had 
been  granted  for  many  years. 

The  Bishop  of  PETERBOEOUGH  : 
Oh,  yes;  last  year. 

LoKD  GRIMTHORPE  said,  perhaps 
that  occurred  in  the  diocese  of  Peter- 
borough, when  the  Ohancellor  was  not 
a  lawyer.  Speaking  for  himself,  if  any- 
body asked  him  for  a  faculty  he  would 
refuse  to  grant  it,  except  for  very  special 
reasons,  as  for  an  exchange  for  the  bene- 


fit  of  the  parish,  the  only  case  in  which 
he  had  ever  been  asked  to  grant  one. 
He  had  never  known  a  disputed  faculty 
title  maintained ;  but  titles  by  prescrip- 
tion wore  more  serious  thin^.  They 
had  often  arisen  by  private  persons 
building  a  part  of  a  church  themselves ; 
and,  in  some  cases,  they  had  repaired  it 
from  time  immemorial.  A  pew  could  be 
attached  by  faculty  to  a  house — that  was, 
to  the  persons  occupying  it,  and  pro- 
vided they  did  occupy  the  pew ;  or  it 
might  be  assigned  to  a  man  and  his 
family,  but  only  so  long  as  they  lived 
in  the  parish.  The  5th  and  the  ?th 
clauses,  by  saving  all  existing  rights, 
and  those  conferred  by  special  Acts, 
would  leave  all  the  high  pews  of  which 
such  complaint  had  been  made  as  ob- 
structing restorations,  which  practically 
they  hardly  could  do,  as  every  restored 
church  indicated.  Such  a  Bill  ought  to 
come  before  the  House  frith  more  autho- 
rity than  that  of  even  the  eminent  Bishop 
who  introduced  it ;  but  it  was  really  the 
Bill  of  the  Free  and  Open  Church  Asso- 
ciation ;  it  was  altogether  wrong ;  and, 
for  the  object  which  was  ostensibly 
aimed  at,  it  would  be  a  mistake  to  pass 
it.  He  would  not  follow  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  in  his  sentimental  language 
about  the  poor,  or  into  the  great  cushion 
and  hassock  question,  which,  in  fact,  he 
had  given  up  by  admitting  that  he  was 
in  favour  of  churchwardens  assigning 
seats,  only  not  "permanently,"  as  ho 
now  proposed  to  alter  the  Bill.  But  he 
had  somesuapicion  of  Ecclesiastical  Bills, 
as  it  had  been  his  business  to  see  to  their 
administration.  The  blunders  in  those 
Bills  were  beyond  conception.  Judges 
often  remarked  upon  the  blunders  in 
Actsof  Parliament;  but  there  were  more 
blunders  in  Eoolesiastioal  Acta  than  in 
any  others.  The  Public  Worahip  Regu- 
lation Act  was  a  striking  case  in  point ; 
the  Dilapidations  Act  was  another.  At 
first  clergymen  were  delighted  with 
it ;  but  he  had  warned  many  of  them 
that  they  would  find  it  anything  but 
a  boon.  It  had,  in  fact,  turned  out 
to  be  an  Act  for  the  benefit  of  sur- 
veyors and  architects,  and  of  nobody 
else.  Questions  of  dilapidations  were 
much  more  rapidly  and  cheaply  settled 
by  the  friendly  meeting  of  two  sur- 
veyors representing  the  two  parties 
than  by  the  machinery  of  that  Act.  He 
was  not  disposed,  to  use  the  language 
of  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  to  turn  the 
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churoh  insideoui  in  13,000  out  of  15,000 
parishes  in  the  country.  He  therefore 
moved  that  the  Bill  be  read  that  day 
six  months. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out 
("  now  ")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  ("this  day  six  months.") — {The 
Lord  Oritnthorpe,') 

E4BL  NELSON  said,  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  who  had  just  spoken 
had  not  proved  that  the  statement  of 
the  existing  law  in  tiie  Bill  was  not 
correct.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
asked  what  was  the  good  of  passing  the 
Bill  when  it  preserved  aU  existing  facul- 
ties and  presoriptive  rights  ?  The  ob- 
ject was  to  prevent  those  rights  from 
arising  in  the  future.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  said  that  no  new  rights  of 
the  kind  were  created ;  but  immediately 
went  on  to  say  that  he  had  himself 
given  fresh  rights  of  the  same  nature. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  bad  also 
denied  that  pews  were  attached  to  cer- 
tain houses ;  but  he  remembered  in 
visiting  the  church  where  Charlotte 
Bronte  was  buried  that  brass  plates 
were  put  up  in  the  pews  stating  that 
th^  were  attached  to  such  and  such  a 
farm.  He  believed  that  it  was  the  law 
of  the  land  that  the  body  of  the  churoh 
should  be  the  property  of  the  people  in 
common.  For  ages  the  church  had  con- 
tinued without  the  pew  system,  a  proof 
of  what  was  the  OommoA  Law,  and  they 
now  wanted  an  enactment  to  put  an  end 
to  exclusive  rights  in  the  House  of  Ood. 
Everyone  would  admit  that,  certainly  in 
parish  churches  which  were  endowed, 
they  had  no  right  to  seat  the  rich  to  the 
exclusion  of  the  poor.  The  Bill  would  do 
something  towards  providing  a  remedy, 
by  making  the  church  more  open^and  they 
might  have  more  clergymen  and  a  repe- 
tition of  services  for  men,  for  women, 
and  for  boys.  He  agreed  with  the  right 
rev.  I^date  that  where,  in  ignorance 
of  the  law,  pew  rents  were  paid,  time 
should  be  given  for  the  introduction  of 
the  new  state  of  things,  and  the  pew 
rents  should  not  be  too  suddenly 
abolished.  Then  it  was  said — "  If  you 
have  free  and  open  churches,  what 
would  you  do  to  keep  the  ohurohes  in 
the  hands  of  the  parishioners  ?  "  There 
was,  no  doubt,  some  difficulty  in  water- 
ing places,  and  in  London  and  other 
large  towns.  There  was  no  doubt  that 
in  those  oases  the  parochial  system  had 

Zori  Oritnthorpe 


to  a  large  extent  broken  down.  But 
free  churches  did  not  prevent  parish- 
ioners from  attending,  and  the  pew 
system  certainly  did  not  preserve  the 
parochial  character  of  churches.  It  was 
perfectly  impossible  to  support  the 
system  of  pew  rents  without  making 
the  Church  sectarian.  Nonconformists 
were  seeing  the  evil,  and  were  saying 
that  it  was  perfectly  impossible  to  call 
themselves  a  Christian  Church  unless 
they  were  doing  missionary  work.  As 
a  National  Churoh  the  Churoh  of  Eng- 
land would  have  no  |»osition  whatever 
if  it  ceased  to  be  a  missionaiy  Church  ; 
and  he  defied  any  Church  to  do  mis- 
sionary work  if  it  were  hampered  by 
pew  rents.  Whenever  a  mission  was 
made  in  one  of  our  large  towns  it  was 
found  impossible  to  reach  the  masses 
of  the  people  unless  all  the  churches 
were,  for  the  time  being,  free  and  open. 
The  testimony  of  working  men  showed 
that  the  system  of  pew  rents  in  the 
Church,  although  a  portion  of  the 
church  was  kept  for  the  people,  had 
done  more  than  anything  else  to  alienate 
the  people  from  the  Church  of  their 
fathers.  From  the  very  first  the  Church 
of  England  had  moved  ver^  much  with 
the  movements  of  the  nation,  and  he 
believed  it  was  so  moving  now.  The 
Church  of  the  Beformation  was  essen- 
tially a  middle-class  Church,  and  it  was 
^m  the  middle  class  that  this  system 
of  pewdom  took  its  rise.  He  rejoiced  in 
the  extension  of  the  franchise,  and  had 
always  accepted  it  from  the  time  when 
it  was  proposed  by  their  great  Leader. 
He  was  certain  it  was  in  God's  good 
providence  that  the  Church  of  England 
should  be  again  what  she  called  herself 
in  very  truth,  the  Church  of  the  People ; 
but  if  she  were  to  become  so  the  system 
of  pewdom  must  be  swept  away.  Al- 
though the  present  Bill  did  not  go  very 
far,  yet  if  their  Lord^ps,  by  assenting 
to  the  second  reading,  approved  the 
principle  of  the  measure,  they  would 
show  the  people  that  they  in  that  House 
and  the  Church  of  this  nation  reallv 
wished  to  see  in  the  House  of  God  aU 
class  distinctions  removed,  and  the 
churches  opened  for  private  and  public 
prayer  and  praise  throughout  the  length 
and  breadth  of  the  land. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  COLONIES  (Earl  Giuimuji): 
The  longer  we  live  in  this  world  the 
more  convinced  we  must  be  that  it  is 
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better  to  hear  both  sides  before  ooming 
to  a  decision.    I  listened  with  great  at- 
tention to  the  ri^ht  rev.  Prelate  who  in- 
troduced this  Bill  in  a  speech  of  great 
Parliamentary  power.    The  right  rev. 
Prelate  stated  what  the  law  was,  and  ex- 
plained the  objects  of  the  Bill  and  the 
machinery  by  which  he  hoped  to  effect 
his  object.   When  he  sat  down  I  was 
finaly  convinced  of  the  desirability  of 
giving  a  second  reading  to  the  Bill.  But 
^en  got  up  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
who  dealt  step  by  step  with  the  whole 
machinery,  and  he  appeared  to  me  to 
entirely  destroy  the  assumption  that  the 
law  was  rightly  defined  in  the  speech 
and  in  the  Bill  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate ; 
aod  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  further 
showed  that,  however  desirable,  or  not 
the  object  might  be,  the  Bill  would  en- 
tirely fail  to  effect  it.    I  reserved  myself 
for  the  argument  of  the  noble  Earl  who 
has  just  addressed  the  House,  and  who 
has  much  knowledge  of  the  subject.  I 
expected  that  he  would  give  some  answer 
to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  as  to  the 
Bill  itself.    Not  a  bit  of  it.  So  far  from 
doing  this,  he  went  into  an  interesting 
description  of  the  whole  question,  as  to 
which  your  Lordships  are  agreed,  of  the 
great  evil  of  the  pew-rent  system,  and 
the  greater  evils  which  follow  therefrom 
in  excluding  the  poor  from  their  proper 
place  of  worship.    So  far  from  replying 
to  the  criticisms,  the  noble  Earl  ex- 
pressed regret  that  the  Bill  did  not  go 
far  enough.    Unless  there  is  some  au- 
thoritative answer  to  the  arguments  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  I  think  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  must  feel  that,  without 
abandoning  the  purpose  which  he  has 
in  view,  it  will  be  better  to  withdraw 
the  present  Bill,  and  re-introduce  one 
which  will  not  be  open  to  the  cnicitismB 
which  have  been  made. 

The  Eaiu.  of  SELBORNE  said,  he 
regretted  to  hear  the  remarks  of  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville).  He  should 
be  forgiven  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate  and 
by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  for  say- 
ing that  in  his  opinion  things  were  very 
much  overstated  in  both  their  speeches. 
His  impression  of  the  actual  state  of 
things  in  the  parish  churches  was  not 
such  as  had  been  stated  by  the  right 
rev.  Prelate.  He  thought  that  the 
Church  was  the  Church  of  the  people 
already,  and  that  they  did  not  want 
any  Act  of  Parliament  to  make  it 
BO.   He  did  not  observe  any  such  ex- 
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elusion  of  the  poor  from  their  parish 
churches  as  the  enemies  of  the  Church, 
taking  up  and  echoing  the  language  of 
the  right  rev.  Prelate,  might  possibly 
suppose.  Still,  he  agreed  with  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  that  some  evils  existed,  and 
he  wished  it  were  possible  to  sweep  away 
many  of  the  rights  which  had  been  re- 
ferred to.  Bat,  taking  the  thing  at  its 
worst,  he  did  not  think  it  was  a  correct 
statement  of  the  actual  state  of  the  case 
in  the  Church  of  England  to  say  that 
the  poor  were  driven  from  our  parish 
churches.  From  whatever  source  the 
statement  came  he  must  express  his  re- 
gret to  hear  it  and  his  inability  to  adopt 
it. 

The  Bishop  of  PETERBOEOUGH 
said,  he  did  not  intend  to  refer  to  all 
parish  churches. 

The  Earl  of  SELBOENE  said,  he 
was  thankful  that  he  had  not  the  rhe- 
torical power  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate, 
who  spoke  so  eloquently  that  he  pro- 
duced impressions  which  he  did  not 
mean  to  convey.  Those  who  had  heard 
him  might  go  away  under  the  impression 
that  he  was  describing  a  general  state  of 
things.   

The  Bishop  of  FEIIEEBOEOUGH  : 
Certainly  not. 

The  Earl  of  SELBOENE  said,  he 
was  glad  now  to  learn  that  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  did  not  mean  that  statement  to 
be  a  description  of  the  general  state  of 
things.  The  present  Bill  did  not  go 
very  far  ;  but  he  thought  that,  when  it 
had  received  such  Amendments  as  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  had  expressed  his 
readiness  to  make,  its  moral  and  legal 
effects  would  be  good  as  far  as  it  went. 
During  the  last  60  years  this  movement 
against  the  pew  system  had  been  going 
on,  and  in  that  period  he  believed  that 
scarcely  a  church  had  been  restored, 
scarcely  a  dhuroh  built ;  but  they  had 
made  more  and  more  inroads  upon 
that  system.  An  immenae  deal  had 
been  done  in  that  way;  and  one  of 
his  reasons,  if  no  other,  for  support- 
ing the  Bill  was  that  it  would  put  a 
stamp  upon  the  principle  that,  as  far 
as  they  could,  they  ought  to  prevent  any- 
thing for  the  future  going  on  which 
should  tend  by  any  possibility  to  exclude 
the  poor  from  their  just  rights  in  our 
churches.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  had 
spoken  of  an  ever-widening  and  increas- 
ing chasm  between  the  Church  and  the 
poor.   He  denied  the  fact,  and  asserted, 
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on  the  contrary,  that  it  was  ever  dimi- 
nishing, and  likely  still  more  to  di- 
minish ;  and  there  was  nothing  of  more 
importance  to  the  welfare  of  the  country 
than  that  it  should  diminish.  Nothing 
stirred  up  in  his  mind  a  greater  feeling 
of  indignation  than  when  prominent  per- 
sona went  about  the  country  using  lan- 
guage which  would  seem  to  be  inteoded, 
or,  at  all  events,  had  a  tendency  to 
create  or  increase  that  alienation.  He 
believed  it  to  be  entirely  contrary  to  the 
fact ;  he  believed  that  there  never  was  a 
time  when  classes  superior  in  rank,  posi- 
tion, and  wealth  were  more  desirous  of 
being  upon  those  terms  on  which  they 
ought  to  be  with  those  who,  in  respect  of 
the  accidents  and  worldly  advantages  of 
life,  though  not  as  fellow- men  or  fellow- 
Christians,  were  beneath  them.  Among 
the  benefits  which  would  result  from  the 
late  extension  of  the  franchise,  one  of 
the  greatest  might  be  that  it  would  give 
an  additional  stimulus  to  that  union,  co- 
operation, fuid  friendly  feeling  of  class 
towards  class  which  ought  to  exist,  and 
the  destruction  of  which  would  be  pro- 
ductive of  so  much  barm  to  our  country. 
With  regard  to  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill, 
he  could  not  agree  with  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  that  it  misrepresented  the 
law,  or  that  there  was  any  real  dififer- 
ence  as  to  the  law  between  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  and  the  right  rev. 
Prelate.  Both  had  stated  the  law  in 
the  words  of  the  same  authority,  Sir 
John  NichoU  ;  and  there  was  no  incon- 
sistency between  the  existence  of  a  right 
to  the  free  use  of  the  parish  church  by 
all  parishioners  in  common,  and  a  regu- 
lative power  in  the  churchwardens  as 
to  the  way  in  which  that  right  was  to 
be  enjoyed.  It  was  impossible  for  all  the 
parishioners  to  ait  at  the  same  time  in 
the  same  seat ;  and  any  contention  for 
seats  in  the  church  would  he  disorderly. 
As  to  the  statement  that  the  rights 
of  parishioners  had  been  sometimes  in 
practice  infringed,  he  did  not  think  it 
was  without  foundation.  The  practice 
of  assigning  pews  for  money  payments, 
which  could  not  legally  be  required, 
was  certainly  an  abuse ;  and  the  extent 
to  which,  in  some  churches,  the  differ- 
ence between  the  principle  of  temporary 
assignment  of  seats,  and  that  of  the 
permanent  appropriation  of  pews  and 
other  large  spaces  of  church  room,  had 
been  lost  si^t  of,  was  an  abuse  also. 
Thiswas  an  exclusion  of  the  common  right 
Th»  Earl  of  Selborne 
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of  the  parishioners,  rather  than  a  reason- 
able provision  for  the  manner  of  en- 
joying that  right ;  and  it  was,  no  doubt, 
the  only  real  foundation  of  many  of 
those  claims  to  pews  by  prescription, 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
admitted  to  create  difficulties,  of  which 
the  solution  by  a  British  jury  was  not 
always  satisfactory.  It  was  one  of  the 
objects  of  this  Bill  to  check  those  abuses, 
and  so  far  as  that  was  its  object  he  was 
in  favour  of  it.  Upon  the  whole,  he 
thought  the  reasons  in  favour  of  a  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  preponderated. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Hbbsohell)  said,  that  he  agreed  with  a 
great  deal  that  had  fallen  from  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend.  He  was  not,  how- 
ever, so  well  able  to  dissociate  the  re- 
citals of  the  Bill  and  its  declaratory  parts 
from  the  arguments  of  those  who  hod 
been  the  means  of  introducing  it.  The 
Bill  declared  that  all  parishioners  had  a 
free  right  to  their  parish  churches,  but 
that  for  many  years  their  rights  had 
been  infringed.  That  would  seem  to 
declare  that  the  ohnrchwardens  were 
wrong  in  making  any  appropriation  of 
sittings ;  and,  though  he  believed  it  was 
not  the  object  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
to  enact  &at,  yet  it  was  the  object  of 
thope  who  advocated  the  Bill.  They 
had  sent  him  a  long  legal  argument 
with  the  view  of  persuading  him  that  for 
the  last  few  centuries  churchwardens  had 
been  acting  illegally  when,  with  or  with- 
out claim,  they  assigned  a  pew  to  a  par- 
ticular individual.  He  trusted  that  that 
would  not  be  the  view  of  the  law  to  which 
their  Lordships  were  prepared  to  give 
their  moral  sanction  and  great  support. 
If  they  were  to  pass  the  Bill  in  its  pre- 
sent form,  considering  the  views  of  those 
who  advocated  it,  they  would  be  giving 
their  moral  weight  to  a  statement  they 
disapproved.  Although  he  sympathized 
thoroughly  with  what  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  had  said  about  the  poor  having 
as  much  right  to  the  Church  as  the  rich, 
yet  he  could  not  help  doubting  whether 
the  advocates  of  the  Free  and  Open 
Church  system  were  proposing  what 
would  make  the  poor  love  the  Church 
better  or  come  to  it  more.  He  was 
strongly  impressed  with  the  idea  that 
the  more  that  system  was  adopted 
the  more  it  would  tend  to  keep  the 
poor  out  of  the  parish  churches.  He 
very  much  doubted  whether  in  many 
parish  chnrohes  in  towns  it  would  not 
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bebetterfor  the  churchwardens  to  assign 
free  seats  to  the  poor  of  the  parish  who 
desired  a  seat  in  the  church  than  to  leave 
all  the  seats  to  be  occupied  by  the  rich 
who  came  from  other  parishes  to  any 
church  where  tbe  preacher  was  popular. 
It  was  not  his  opinion  that  the  poor 
were  driven  from  the  Church  by  the 
chnrohwardens  assigning  the  seats ;  and 
he  had  great  objection,  unless  something 
good  was  to  be  attained,  to  declaring  that 
people  had  been  acting  illegally.  Tbe 
law  always  sought  to  find  a  legal  origin 
for  what  it  found  going  on  for  many 
years  without  the  interference  of  the 
Courts.  If  it  were  necessary  to  alter  the 
law,  instead  of  declaring  that  church* 
wardens hadbeenactingillegally,  it  would 
be  better  to  enact  that  in  future  no  church- 
warden should  assign  any  seat  in  a 
church.  As  a  rule,  it  was  the  declara- 
tory part  of  an  Act  which  he  objected 
to,  as  he  did  not  think  it  ever  did  much 

food  ;  but  in  the  present  case  it  would 
e  especially  mischievous,  as  it  would  be 
contended  that  it  carried  out  the  view  of 
the  Free  and  Open  Ghorch  advocates. 
For  his  own  part,  he  was  perfectly  pre- 
pared to  assist  in  carrying  a  measure 
which  would  put  an  end  to  the  perma- 
nent legal  right  of  any  individual  to  a 
particular  part  of  a  church ;  because  he 
regarded  such  a  right  as  altogether  ob- 
solete in  the  present  day.  On  the  other 
band,  he  had  no  desire  that  there  should 
be  an  unseemly  scramble  for  seats  in  a 
church ;  and  therefore  he  should  be  will- 
ing that  the  churchwardens  should  beat 
liberty  to  assign  seats  from  time  to  time 
to  the  different  parishioners.  In  view 
of  the  objections  that  had  been  raised  to 
some  parts  of  this  measure,  he  thought 
that  it  would  be  better,  on  the  whole,  to 
introduce  an  amended  Bill ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  if  the  right  rev.  Prelate  was 
willing  that  the  I^amble  should  be 
altogether  withdrawn,  and  that  several 
of  the  clauses  ahonld  be  amended  in 
Committee,  he  had  no  objection  to  the 
Bill  being  read  a  second  time  upon  that 
understanding.  He  could  assure  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  that  he  made  these 
observations  from  no  want  of  sympathy 
with  the  object  he  had  in  view,  there 
being  no  great  difPerence  between  them ; 
but  because  he  was  afraid  that  if  the 
House  were  to  pass  this  measure  in  its 
present  form  both  he  and  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  would  be  committed  to  that 
which  they  did  not  mean. 


Thk  Archbishop  of  CANTERBUET 
said,  that  he  felt  much  sympathy 
with  the  objects  of  the  Bill,  because  bis 
own  experience  had  convinced  him  that 
there  were  wrongs  existing  which  the 
promoters  of  this  measure  sought  to  put 
an  end  to.  With  the  permission  of  the 
House  he  would  state  the  facts  of  an  ex- 
treme case,  bearing  on  this  question, 
with  which  he  was  familiar.  A  short 
time  ago  a  large  parish  church  was  re* 
stored,  and  during  the  progress  of  the 
restoration  a  large  body  of  the  labourers 
living  in  the  parish  were  rejoicing  in 
the  prospect  of  having  a  free  parish 
church  when  the  alterations  were  com- 
pleted. All  the  ratepayers,  however,  of 
the  parish  were  small  farmers ;  and 
after  a  short  time  the  clergyman  went 
to  his  Bishop  and  informed  him  that  the 
churchwardens,  with  the  approbation  of 
the  small  farmers,  had  assigned  almost 
the  whole  of  the  seats  to  the  farmers 
themselves,  and  that  he  could  not  pre- 
vail upon  them  to  allow  the  poor  to  have 
even  seats  which  were  vacant  after  the 
service  had  commenced.  The  Bishop 
remonstrated  against  this  proceeding 
without  success,  and  the  consequence 
was  that  the  poor  could  no  more  worship 
in  that  church  than  they  could  before  ito 
restoration.  What  existed  in  that  parish 
in  a  very  disgraceful  form  prevailed,  in 
a  lesser  degree,  in  many  other  places. 
That  these  wrongs  existed  in  a  large 
number  of  cases  was  proved  by  the  re- 
ception this  Bill  had  met  with  through- 
out the  coimtry.  He  had,  however,  an 
objection  to  the  measure  in  its  present 
form  which  would  prevent  him  from 
voting  with  his  whole  heart  even  for 
its  second  reading,  and  one  which 
had  not  yet  been  clearly  mentioned. 
There  were  in  our  large  towns  a  great 
number  of  churches  which  had  been  built 
without  endowments,  and  wluoh  were 
mainly  supported  out  of  the  pew  rents. 
The  money  received  for  pew  rents  went> 
not  only  to  pay  the  clergyman,  but  to 
repair  the  fabric,  to  meet  the  expenses 
of  additional  ministers,  and  the  main- 
tenance of  the  beautiful  services  which 
were  very  dear  to  those  who  frequented 
those  churches.  The  Bill  as  it  stood, 
therefore,  while  intended  to  do  away 
with  wrongs  which  no  doubt  existed, 
would  inflictother  wrongs  upon,  and  quite 
enfeeble,  many  very  useful  churches. 
He  therefore  suggested  that  the  measure 
ehoitld  be  read  a  second  time,  with  the 


Digitized  by 


947       London,  Brighton,  and       ]C0MV0N8}    South  Coast  Railway  Bill.  948 


object  of  its  being  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  so  that  full  information  on 
the  subject  might  be  obtained. 

ViacouNT  OEANBROOK  said,  that 
the  course  which  had  been  suggested  by 
the  most  rev.  Prelate  would  be  the  most 
convenient  for  them  all.  He  quite 
agreed  with  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Selbome)  that  in  most  of 
their  parish  churches  the  evils  that  had 
been  complained  of  did  not  exist ;  and 
he  believed  that  the  assignment  of  seats 
by  churohwardens  among  the  poor  and 
the  rich  would  be  better  than  a  scramble 
for  them.  He  objected  to  persons  who 
came  late  into  church,  and  who  found 
other  persons  in  their  places,  turning 
them  out;  that  was,  a  disgraceful  pro- 
ceeding, and  the  churchwardens  should 
have  power  to  prevent  it. 

The  Bishop  of  PETERBOEOUGH 
said,  that  he  fully  acquiesced  in  the 
suggestion  that  had  been  made  that  the 
Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

On  Question,  That  ("now")  stand 
part  of  the  Motion  ?  rstohed  in  th$  affirma- 
tive. 

Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

WOMEN'S  SUFFRAGE  BILL. 

{Th4  Lord  J>Miium.) 
(no.  10.)     SECOND  BZADIira. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Lord  BEN&f  AN,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
that,  as  he  proposed  before,  he  asked 
their  Lordships  to  give  a  second  reading 
to  this  Bill,  postponing  discussion  till 
the  Motion  for  going  into  Committee, 
which  he  would  not  hasten  forward.  In 
1884,  on  July  10,  when  a  similar  Bill 
was  printed,  the  late  Earl  Oaims  wrote 
to  him  not  to  press  it,  as  he  himself  was 
in  favour  of  the  principle,  and,  he  (Lord 
Denman)  supposed,  wished  to  bring  it 
forward  himself;  so  he  brought  in  a 
Bill  with  a  beginning  and  ending,  but 
with  the  enacting  line  left  out.  It 
was  postponed,  with  two  other  im- 
portaat  Bills.  No  one  had  opposed 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  a  Bill 
from  "another  place"  might  come  up 
before  it. 

Th4  Anhhithop  of  CanUi'Jmry 


Ifbvtd,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'." 
— {Tk«  Lord  Bmman.) 

On  Question  ?  Rttolved  in  the  negatict. 

House  adjoomed  at  Seren  o'clock, 
0  Xliurwiay  next,  a  qaarter 
past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
7Ste$day,  I6th  March,  1886. 

MINUTES.]— Si7FPLT—Miw>(<«rw(  m  Committm 
•~-Sit»oltUion  [March  16]  rtporUd. 

Wats  axd  Msakb — mmieUrei  in  Committei-' 
£544,772,  Consolidated  Fund. 

PttiTATB  Bills  {by  Order) — Second  Seading~ 
London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Bail- 
way  ;  LondiOD,  OhaUiam,  and  Dover  EaQ* 
way.* 

Public  Bills— ^iVif  Rtading — DxiU  Qroonds* 

[1*3]. 

Second  Seadinf  —  lUvers  Pnrification  [101], 
put  off, 

SeUet  (hmmittu  —  Employtn'  liahiUty  Act 
(1880)  Amendment*  [OOJ,  nminmUd. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


LONDON,  BRIGHTON,  AND  SOUTH 
COAST  RAILWAY  BILL 
(iy  Ordtr). 
SECOND  EEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time."— (Sir  CharUt  FortUr.) 

Me.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  (Done- 
gal, E.)  :  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
moving  the  Instruction  which  staods 
upon  the  Paper  in  my  name. 

SiE  OHAELES  FORSTER  (Walsall) : 
The  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  wilt 
come  in  more  properly  after  the  Bill  has 
been  read  a  second  time. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eom- 
mitted. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
moving — 

"  That  it  be  an  Iiutruotion  to  the  CommittM 
on  the  LoodoD,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast 
Railway  Bill,  to  insert  a  Clause  prondiag  thit 
the  Company  shall,  at  the  expiration  of  thar 
present  agreements  with  the  contractors  for,  or 
teoaots  of,  the  bookstallB  apon  the  premises  of 
the  Company,  put  such  iMKMcstiills  np  to  pnbUc 
competition  among  the  newsvendors  and  ottwn 
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b^g  Itonfl  fide  readanta  in  the  Ixavugh,  or,  if 
outaide  a  boroagb,  in  the  coantjr  in  which  such 
stallfl  are  situate,  and  that  the  Company  shall 
he  hound  to  enter  into  no  agreement  for  the 
letting  of  any  boohitall  for  any  period  longer 
than  three  years.*' 

The  object  of  the  Motion  I  have  placed 
on  the  Paper  is  to  put  an  end  to  the 
present  virtual  monopoly  of  railway 
t>ookstallB,  which  acts  not  only  in  re- 
straint of  trade,  but  also  establishes  a 
practical  and  irresponsible  censorship 
of  the  Press.  Hon.  Members  have 
probably  received,  like  myseU^  a  paper 
which  purports  to  oome  from  the 
Brighton  Bulway  Company,  as  also 
one  from  the  London,  Chatham,  and 
Dover  Railway  Company,  with  regard 
to  the  terms  of  my  Motion;  but  it  is 
perfectly  evident,  from  internal  evidence, 
that  the  paper  in  question  emanates,  not 
from  these  Companies,  but  from  the 
moDopoliste,  against  whose  privilege  I 
ask  the  House  to  record  its  opinion. 
It  is  complained  in  one  of  the  papers 
that  the  subject-matter  of  the  Motion 
has  nothing  to  do  with  anything 
contained  in  the  Bill.  But  the  mono- 
polists themselves,  in  their  repre- 
sentation, admit  that  the  Bill  is  an 
Omnibus  Bill,  and  the  objects  at  which 
it  aims  are  of  a  miscellaneous  character. 
Under  those  circumstances,  I  know  no 
Bill  which  I  could  better  have  pitched 
upon  for  mj  Motion.  At  the  same  time, 
I  am  free  to  confess  that  it  is  not  be- 
cause the  Bill  relates  to  the  London, 
Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Kailway 
Company  that  I  have  placed  the  Motion 
on  the  Paper ;  but,  as  I  conceive  it 
affects  one  Company  as  much  as  another, 
I  have  taken  the  first  Bill  which  pre- 
sented an  opportunity  for  bringing  it 
forward.  Now,  Sir,  the  monopoly  which 
I  complain  of  is  one  of  a  very  gigantic 
character.  It  throws  into  the  hands  of 
one  single  Company  such  an  advantage 
in  matters  of  trade,  that  individual  ven- 
dors and  proprietors  have  no  chance  at 
all  of  counting  against  them ;  and, 
therefore,  I  trust  that  I  shall  obtain  the 
support  not  only  of  the  Free  Traders  who 
sit  on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  but 
also  of  the  Fair  Traders  who  sit  upon 
this  side.  To  give  the  House  an  idea 
of  the  extent  of  this  monopoly,  I  crave 
permission  to  state  a  few  figures,  in 
order  to  show  the  amount  of  advantage 
this  particular  Company  of  monopolists 
are  allowed  to  enjoy.  I  am  informed 
that  hundreds  of  newspapers  have  been 


practically  ruined,  because  they  are  un- 
able to  submit  to  the  exactions  to  which 
the  monopolists  have  attempted  to  sub- 
ject them.  In  order  to  illustrate  the 
nature  of  the  monopoly,  I  will  take, 
say,  65,000  copies  as  the  issue  of  any 
daily  penny  paper.  They  are  issued  by 
the  proprietors  in  quires  of  26  copies 
apiece,  which  represents  3,500  quires 
of  26  each.  To  the  trade  they  are  sold 
at  1>.  6(2.  per  quire,  which  comes  to 
£187  lOi.  net.  They  bring  in  retail 
£250  net;  not  counting  the  extra  two 
in  each  quire ;  but,  allovring  for  them, 
the  total  profit  on  the  one  single  penny 
paper  is  £83  6«.  84.  There  are  26  days 
in  the  average  month,  and  the  profit  per 
month  is  £2,126  on  each  penny  paper, 
which  represents  a  total  of  £29,645  per 
annum.  The  monopolists,  though  they 
do  not  themselves  allow  any  discount 
when  they  are  paid  bills,  which  they 
are  able  to  collect  from  their  debtors 
themselves,  always  deduct  6  per  cent 
from  the  newspapers  when  they  pay 
their  own  bills.  Now,  as  there  are 
besides  Th$  Timu  and  Mwming 
Advtrtitfr,  and  the  evening  papers,  fire 
penny  papers  in  London,  out  of  the 
penny  papers  alone  this  particular  firm 
makes  a  profit  of  no  less  than  £148,225 
a-year.  If  yon  take  the  weekly  papers 
at  6d.,  Messrs.  W.  H.  Smith  and  Com- 
pany order,  say,  100  quires  of  26  ocpiea 
at  8«,  a  quire;  that  comes  to  £40; 
and  allowing,  say,  40  for  returns,  the 
amount  due  from  the  monopolists  to  the 
newspaper  proprietors  is  £24  each 
week.  They  pay  only  once  a  month ; 
deducting  returns,  the  total  sum  paid 
per  month  should  be  £134;  but  they 
deduct  there,  again,  5  per  cent.  But 
besides  this  deduction  from  the  payment 
for  the  newspapers,  they  charge  for  the 
placards,  wmch  appear  in  the  stations, 
at  the  rate  of  2s.  per  month,  so  that 
out  of  every  payment  of  £98  16«.  comes 
first  of  all  a  deduction  of  £10,  which 
brings  it  down  to  £88  16«.,  and  the  pro- 
prietors of  the  newspapers  are  obliged 
to  advertise  in  at  least  100  stations  at 
£2  2«.  per  advertisement,  for  which  I 
take  off  £25  more,  which  reduces  the 
amount  received  by  the  newspaper  pro- 
prietors to  the  moderate  sum  of  £63  16<. 
Well,  Sir,  as  a  matter  of  fact  the  Kail- 
way  Company,  whose  business  under  the 
law  is  to  provide  for  transport  only,  do 
indirectly  go  beyond  their  legal  powers 
by  thus  engaging — by  means  of  oom- 
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misnon  —  in  the  sale  of  newspapers. 
They  are  paid,  not  \>y  rent,  but  by  a 
cotnmissioD,  which  ia,  at  any  rate  in 
some  oases,  10  per  cent  on  the  takings 
or  profits  of  the  Jjondon  bookstalls,  and 
5  par  cent  of  those  in  the  country.  I 
expect  that,  if  this  fact  were  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  of  the  Railway  Commissioners,  they 
might  have  something  to  say  to  this 
partioular  aspect  of  it.  Besidos  ia- 
fringing  the  law  in  that  particular 
respect,  they  also,  it  seems  to  me,  dis- 
tinctly infringe  the  law  in  respect  of 
letters  aud  parcels;  because,  with  re- 
gard to  the  monopohsts,  they  have  a 
system  under  which  there  is  a  different 
charge  made  from  that  which  is  made 
to  individual  tradesmen.  With  all  the 
Kailway  Companies  the  monopolists 
hare  special  arrangements  by  which 
parcels  are  carried.  Large  and  small 
parcels,  and  even  single  papers  in  wrap- 

Eers,  are  all  weighed  together,  and  the 
ulk  weight  charged  at  one  rate  for  any 
distance.  Of  course,  by  this  arrange- 
ment, the  actual  charge  for  any  partioular 
parcel  is  reduced  to  a  minimum.  All 
other  persous  pay  the  actual  charge 
upon  every  particular  parcel ;  but  in  this 
case  thousands  of  parcels,  papers,  and 
letters,  causing  the  indirect  infringement 
of  the  Act  relating  to  the  Post  Office, 
are  carried  by  many  trains  without  any 
charge  at  all,  and  without  going  through 
the  Company's  parcel  office.  Anybody 
will  see  that  that  is  so,  if  they  will  take 
the  trouble  to  stand  upon  any  railway 
platform  in  London,  where,  by  almost 
every  train,  it  will  be  seen  that  parcels 
are  handed  in  and  oarried  without 
charge,  and  in  a  large  number  of  oases 
letters  also.  Well,  Sir,  we  are  accus- 
tomed to  hear  year  after  year  speeches 
of  a  philanthropic  character  addressed 
to  benevolent  people,  who  are  interested 
in  the  newsvendors ;  and  one  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  this  House  has,  I  think, 
on  many  occasions  presided  and  taken 
an  aotive  part  in  thoce  gatherings.  One 
would  suppose  from  the  utterances  at 
those  gatherings  that  the  monopolists 
in  question  were  particularly  anxious 
to  treat  those  ia  their  employment 
kindly  and  considerately.  But  that  is 
by  no  means  the  case.  Nothing  is  more 
frequent  than  for  men  who  have  been 
employed  at  these  railway  platform 
bookstalls  to  receive  a  dismissal,  after 
aoonnderalde  number  of  years'  serrioe, 

Mr,  Arthur  (yCmmr 


without  anything  in  the  way  of  tolatwrn 
or  compensation.  The  last  case  of  the 
kind  I  have  heard  of  is  one  which  oc- 
curred in  Dublin  only  this  year,  where 
a  worthy  man  named  Kenny,  who  had 
been  for  more  than  16  years  employed 
by  Messrs.  W.  H.  Smith  and  Co.*8 
people  at  the  Broadstone  Station  and 
platform  as  agent  for  the  sale  of  books, 
suddenly  received  his  dismiual  a  few 
months  ago.  His  case  was  considered  a 
hard  one,  and  some  benevolent  and 
kind-hearted  people  in  Bublin,  including 
Mr.  ConoUy,  got  together  sufficient 
means  to  enable  him  to  start  as  a  news- 
vendor  outside  the  station.  Well,  what 
was  the  result?  The  people  frequenting 
the  station,  considering  that  the  case 
was  a  hard  one,  went  to  Kenny  for  their 
newspapers  instead  of  buying  them  at 
the  raUway  bookstall,  and  Kenny's 
place  was  put  up  near  Mr.  Oonolly's 
timber  yard  close  to  the  station,  where- 
upon ue  monopolists  sent  him  this 
letter — 

"  We  have  been  thinking  very  BeriouBly  otbt 
your  getting  papers  from  qb,  and  have  decided 
that  we  cannot  continue  to  supply  yon.  We 
will  let  you  have  your  order  for  next  week  to 
give  you  time  to  make  other  arrancemeDts  ;  bat 
after  next  week  we  will  not  supply  yon  with 
any  newspapers." 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  this  firm  has  a 
monopoly  not  only  on  the  railways,  but 
also  a  monopoly  of  the  Dublin  wholesale 
trade ;  and  in  consequence  of  their  re- 
fusal to  supply  this  jpoor  man  Kenny 
with  newspapers  he  is  obliged  to  go 
round  to  the  office  of  each  particular 
newspaper  every  day  in  order  to  collect 
the  papers  he  requires  fbr  his  basineBS, 
and  all  because  independent  customers 
choose  to  go  to  him  rather  than  to  the 
railway  bookstall.  There  is  one  other 
aspect  of  this  monopoly,  which,  I  think, 
is  perhaps  a  more  important  matter 
from  a  public  point  of  view  ;  and  it  is 
that  the  monopolists  have  established  a 
practical  censorship  of  the  Press  in  ac- 
cordance with  which  they  "Boycott" 
any  newspaper  or  other  publication 
which  does  not  happen  to  suit  tlieir 
fancy.  Now,  the  railways  themselves 
are  precluded  from  any  preferential 
treatment  of  that  kind;  and  I  do  not 
see  what  justification  can  be  advanced 
for  the  establishment  of  such  a  system 
with  respect  to  the  sale  of  newspapers 
or  books  upon  railway  premises.  With 
these  obBerrations,  I  beg  to  move  the 
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Inatmetion  wMoh  stands  on  the  Paper 
in  mr  name. 

Mb.  E.  HARBINGTON  (Kerry,  W.) 
seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  it  be  an  Instractioo  to  tha  Committee 
on  the  London,  Brighton,  and  Sonth  Coaat 
Railway  BiU,  to  ioBert  a  Clause  proTiding  that 
tho  Company  ehoU,  at  the  expiration  of  their 
present  agreements  with  the  contractors  for,  or 
tenants  of,  the  hoolntalls  upon  the  premisoB  of 
the  Company,  pnt  saoh  bookstalls  up  to  public 
competition  among  the  newsTendors  and  others 
being  bon&  fide  residents  in  the  borough,  or, 
if  outside  a  borough,  in  the  county  in  which 
such  stalls  are  sitoate,  and  that  the  Company 
shall  be  bound  to  enter  into  no  agreement  for 
the  letting  of  any  bookstall  for  any  period 
longer  than  three  years."  —  (ifr.  Arthur 
O'Connor.) 

Mb.  MABRIOTT  (Brighton) :  On  be- 
half of  the  Bailway  Oompany  I  hope 
that  this  House  will  not  assent  to  the 
Motion.  It  is  very  difficult  to  know  why 
an  lostruction  should  be  given  to  a 
Kailway  Company  to  impose  any  re- 
straint upon  them  with  regard  to  the 
contracts  they  may  deem  it  desirable  to 
enter  into  with  reference  to  the  book- 
stalls on  their  line.  If  bo,  why  not  im- 
pose similar  restraints  upon  them  in  re- 
gard to  the  refreshments  and  the  loco- 
motives they  supply  ?  The  imposition 
of  such  a  restraint  would  render  it  im- 
possible for  the  Company  to  manage 
their  traffic  properly;  and  considering 
that  a  BiU  has  been  introduced  only  the 
other  day,  giving  great  powers  to  the 
Bailway  Companies  and  enabling  them 
to  prevent  anything  like  an  abase  of  the 
powers  conferred  upon  Bailway  Oom- 
panies,  it  does  seem  something  like  a 
ULTge  interference  with  the  trading 
powers  of  a  Railway  Oompany  to  give 
such  an  Instruction  to  a  Committee,  who 
will  simply  have  to  sit  upon  an  Omnibus 
Bill.  With  regard  to  the  boa.  Member 
who  has  moved  this  Inatrnotion,  he  has 
not  adduced  a  single  reason  why  an  ex- 
ception should  be  made  in  this  case. 
The  fact  is  that  the  Brighton  Company 
have  a  regular  practice  of  puttin^f  their 
stalls  up  for  competition.  It  is  true 
that  there  are  not  many  competitors ;  I 
believe  there  are  only  two— Merars. 
Smith  and  Messrs.  Willing — but  that  is 
because  nobody  without  a  large  amount 
of  capital  and  thorough  business  capa- 
city would  be  capable  of  working  snoh 
an  undertaking  to  the  benefit  of  the 

Sublic  at  large.  The  essence  of  the 
[otion  is  thu — that  if  it  be  carried  it 


wilt  ii^ct  intolerable  discomfort  on  all 
who  live  near  a  railway,  and  tiie  public 
will  be  the  chief  suflferers.  As  far  as  I 
understand,  the  Instruction  is  to  provide 
that  the  whole  of  the  bookstalls  of  a 
railway  are  not  to  be  contracted  for  by 
one  person,  but  that  they  shall  bo  al- 
lowed to  fall  into  different  hands ;  so 
that  the  people  of  Brighton  would  go  to 
one  contractor,  the  people  of  Hayward's 
Heath  to  another,  the  people  of  Croydon 
to  a  third,  while  the  people  of  London 
would  still  have  to  go  to  Messrs.  W.  H. 
Smith  and  Go.  The  result  of  that 
would  be  that  nobody  would  be  induced 
to  take  up  the  smaller  stations.  Under 
the  present  system,  Messrs.  W.  H.  Smith 
and  Co.  take  the  good  vrith  the 
bad ;  and  anybody  who  knows  anything 
about  the  business  knows  that  there  are 
many  stations  in  regard  to  which  the 
contactors  lose  by  supplying  libraries 
of  books  and  newspapers.  Therefore, 
OS  I  have  already  stated,  the  public  will 
be  the  great  sufferers  if  this  Instruction 
is  passed  ;  and  many  hundreds  of  people 
will  miss  their  morning  paper  at  break- 
fast, will  lose  a  lending  library  in  their 
own  nei|;h  hour  hood,  and  will  be  placed 
in  a  position  of  the  greatest  discomfort, 
if  the  House  assents  to  the  Motion  the 
hqn.  Gentleman  has  proposed — I  do  not 
know  in  whose  interest,  but  it  is  cer- 
tainly not  in  the  interest  of  the  public. 
We  know  very  well  how  the  public  gain 
by  letting  private  enterprize  have  full 
l^y.  I  quite  admit  that  Bailway  Com- 
panies are  under  statatoiy  powers  and 
Governmental  control,  and  that  they 
will  be  under  more  control  when  the 
Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  is 
passed ;  but  this  Instruetion  involves 
an  unheard-of  interference  with  the 
rights  of  private  trade.  I  will  not 
trouble  the  House  more,  because  I  think 
it  preposterous  to  suppose  that  such  a 
Resolution  as  this  wiU  be  approved  of 
by  the  House  ;  and  I  ask  the  House,  in 
the  interests  of  the  public,  and  in  no  way 
in  the  interests  either  of  the  Railway 
Company  or  of  Messrs.  W.  H.  Smith 
and  Co.,  to  reject  this  Motion.  I 
do  not  know  how  Messrs.  W.  H.  SmiHi 
and  Co.  condnot  their  buuness ;  but 
I  do  know  that  they  pay  the  Bail- 
way  Oompany  best,  and  I  have  evei^ 
reason  to  believe  that  they  conduct  their 
business  to  the  general  satisfaction  of 
the  public.   As  to  the  censorship  of  the 
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Press  exercised  by  UesarB.  W.  H. 
Smith  and  Oo.,  I  do  not  know  what 
the  hon.  Gentleman  means.  So  far 
as  my  experience  goes,  all  classes  of 
newspapers  and  books,  whatever  opi- 
nions they  contain,  are  to  be  found  on 
the  bookstalls.  [  Criet  of  •'  No !  "]  I 
have  certainly  seen  the  moat  Badical 
newspapers  and  the  most  Badical  leaflets 
of  every  description ;  and  I  will  simply 
ask  the  House  now,  on  behalf  of  the 
public,  not  to  interfere  with  the  rights 
which  this  Railway  Company  ought  to 
possess. 

ME.LABOTJOHERE  (Northampton): 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  spoke 
of  Messrs.  W.  H.  Smith  and  Go.  as 
monopolists;  but  they  are  in  no  sort 
of  way  monopolists.  No  doubt  they 
tender  for  the  whole  system  of  stations 
on  a  railway ;  bat  I  presume  that  if  any- 
body else  sent  in  a  tender,  and  offered  a 
larger  amount  of  money,  that  person 
would  get  the  contract.  My  hon.  Friend 
objects  that  a  tender  should  necessarily 
be  submitted  for  all  the  stations  upon  & 
railway,  and  he  says  that  tenders  should 
be  permitted  to  be  sent  in  from  local 
persons  for  all  the  local  stations.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
has  just  addressed  the  House  spoke  from 
a  railway  point  of  view.  Now,  I  speak 
from  a  newspaper  proprietor's  point  of 
view,  and  I  say  that  the  present  system 
is  far  better  for  the  newspaper  pro- 
prietors, and  neoessarify  for  the  puolio, 
than  the  system  8un;8sted  by  my  hon. 
Friend.  My  hon.  friend  is  probably 
not  aware  of  the  vast  number  of 
newspapers  which  have  to  be  sent 
down  from  London  to  the  country. 
Thesenewspapers  are  delivered  to  Messrs. 
W.  H.  Smith  and  Oo.  at  their  offices 
in  bulk,  and  Messrs.  W.  H.  Smith  and 
Oo.  deliver  them  to  the  chief  stations  in 
London  in  bulk ;  they  are  then  placed 
in  vans,  and  while  in  transition  they 
are  sorted  and  got  ready  for  distribu- 
tion. If  the  Instruction  of  my  hon. 
£^end  were  forced  on  the  Railway  Com- 
panies, the  result  would  be  that  the 
newspapers  could  not  reach  the  country 
as  early  as  they  do  at  present ;  and, 
therefore,  the  public  would  really  be  the 
losers.  Mjr  hon.  Friend  said  thatMessrs. 
W.  H.  Smith  and  Go.  make  a  great  deal 
of  mone^ ;  but  he  has  taken  the  groas 
receipts  instead  of  the  net.  Now,  I  do 
not  know  what  Meesra.  W.  H.  Smith 
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and  Oo.  make ;  but  when  my  hon.  Friend 
points  out  what  money  this  Company 
make  out  of  the  newspaper  proprietors, 
all  I  have  to  say  is  that  the  newspaper 
proprietors  in  no  way  complain.  In 
point  of  fact,  they  know  perfectly  well 
that  it  would  cost  them  a  great  deal 
more  under  what  is  called  the  system 
of  "  returns "  to  send  the  different 
newspapers  to  the  various  local  stations. 
Moreover,  the  newspaper  proprietors 
are  perfectly  certain,  with  regard  to 
Messrs.  W.  H.  Smith  and  Co.,  that  they 
will  get  their  money  at  the  end  of  the 
week,  or  of  the  month,  or  whatever  may 
be  the  time  fixed;  whereas,  if  they  were 
to  deal  with  all  these  excellent,  local, 
and  worthy  persons,  it  is  possible  they 
might  find  that,  although  the  news- 
papers were  sold,  Xhvj  did  not  get  the 
money.  My  hon.  rriend  aaye  that 
Messrs.  W.  H.  Smith  and  Co.  exercise 
a  censorship  over  the  Press.  Now,  I 
really  do  not  think  that  that  is  the  case. 
I  do  not  think  that  any  hon.  Member 
can  cite  any  particular  newspaper  or 
book  which  Messrs.  W.  H.  Smith  and 
Co.have  "Boycotted."  Nodoubt,  how- 
ever, there  are  newspapers  which  they 
do  not  put  on  their  stalls  ;  but  it  is  for 
the  simple  reason  that  there  is  no  de- 
mand for  them.  The  clerk  at  a  parti- 
cular station  is  told  to  send  for 
anything  that  is  asked  for;  and  if 
he  does  not  send  for  a  particular  book 
or  paper,  there  is  a  proof  that  the  par- 
ticular article,  whether  a  hook  or  a 
newspaper,  is  not  required.  I  may  say 
farther  that,  as  I  believe  every  clerk 
receives  a  percentage  on  his  sale,  he 
would  naturally,  with  perfect  indiffer- 
ence to  politics,  look  to  his  own  in- 
terests, and  ask  Messrs.  W.  H.  Smith 
and  Co.  to  send  everything  which  he 
thought  he  was  likely  to  sell.  My  hon. 
Friend  has  quoted  the  case  of  a  man 
named  Kenny  at  Dublin  ;  but  I  do  not 
quite  understand  the  contention  of  my 
hon.  Friepd  ;  because,  if  Mr.  Kenny  has 
established  a  shop  for  the  sale  of  news- 
papers, Messrs.  W.  H.  Smith  and  Oo. 
cannot  hinder  him  from  getting  those 
newspapers.  He  has  simply  to  send 
direct  to  the  newspaper  offices,  and  to 
shov  that  he  is  a  respectable  and  re- 
sponsible man,  when  he  will  get  all  the 
newspapers  he  requires.  In  all  parts  of 
the  country  there  are  newsvemdors  now, 
and  they  are  supplied  on  just  the  same 
principle  as  Messrs*  W.  H.  Smith  and 
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Co.  I  really  do  not  tliink  that  my  hon. 
Friend  will  benefit  the  newspaper  pro- 

Srieton,  and  he  certainly  will  not  benefit 
le  readers  of  newspapers,  if  the  In- 
struction he  has  mored  is  passed.  I 
therefore  hope  he  will  withdraw  it. 

Major  DICKSON  (Dover) :  The  Bill 
of  the  London,  Chatham,  and  Dover 
Bail  way  Company  is  not  at  this  moment 
the  subject  of  discussion  ;  but  in  the 
statement  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  he  referred  to 
that  Company;  and  as  the  allegations 
he  has  brought  forward  are  not  accu- 
rate, so  far  as  that  Company  are  con- 
cerned, I  should  like  to  say  one  or  two 
words  on  the  subject.  When  I  first  saw 
this  Instruction}  I  really  thought  that 
the  hon.  Member  was  indulging  in  a 
sort  <^  Hibernian  joke  at  the  expense 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Strand  (Mr.  "W.  H.  Smith).  I 
have  been  for  some  years  in  the  Houee 
of  Commons,  and  I  have  heard  a  great 
many  strange  Motions  submitted  to  the 
consideration  of  this  House ;  but  I  do 
not  think  that  I  ever  heard  a  more 
monstrous,  and,  I  may  say,  a  more  ridi- 
culous, proposition  submitted  for  our 
consideration  than  the  Motion  now  be- 
fore us.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  House 
what  either  the  hon.  Gentleman  or  Par- 
liament can  have  to  do  with  the  railway 
bookstalls  ?  We  have  the  right  of  let- 
ting them  to  whoever  we  think  proper. 
We  are  not  bound  by  statute  to  supply 
bookstalla  at  all.  If  we  were  bound  by 
statute  to  do  so,  and  failed  in  our  duty, 
then  the  hon.  OenUeman  would  have 
some  semblance  of  justification  for 
making  this  Motion.  If  the  Motion 
were  carried,  what  is  there  to  prevent 
another  hon.  Gentleman  from  Ireland 
comingforward  and  saying — "Tou  shall 
only  sell  Irish  whisky  at  your  refresh- 
ment rooms."  The  hon.  Gentleman  has 
madetwo  statements  which  areabsolutely 
false.  In  the  first  place,  he  stated  that 
the  Circular  giving  reasons  for  opposing 
his  Motion  which  has  been  issued  by 
the  London,  Chatham,  and  Dover  Eail- 
way  Company  was  not  issued  by  that 
Company  at  all,  but  was  prepared  by 
Messrs.  W.  H.  Smith  and  Co.  Now, 
I  may  inform  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  Paper  he  referred  to  was  drawn  up 
by  Messrs.  Martin  and  Leslie,  the  Par- 
liamentary Agents,  in  accordance  with 
tiie  instructions  they  received  from  the 
Bailway  Company,  and  Uiat  M^rs.  W. 


H.  Smith  and  Co.  had  nothing  what* 
ever  to  do  with  it.  [Mr.  Abthub 
O'CoHNOB :  I  referred  to  the  Brighton 
Company.]  I  am  not  speaking  of  the 
Brighton  Company,  but  of  the  London, 
Chatham,  and  Dover  Katlway  Company, 
and  it  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the 
House  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  men- 
tioned that  Company,  as  well  as  the 
Brighton  Company ;  therefore,  I  am 
perfectly  in  Order  in  what  I  am  stating. 
The  hon.  Member  also  said  that  we  re- 
ceived .  a  compensation  on  the  sale  of 
newspapers  as  well  aa  from  the  rent  of 
bookstalls.  That  is  also  perfectly  un- 
true. We  are  paid  a  fixed  rent  by 
Messrs.  W.  H.  Smith  and  Co.,  and 
when  the  contract  expires  we  let  our 
bookstalls  to  die  most  respectable  firm 
we  can  find,  on  the  best  terms  we  can 
obtain. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR :  I  rise  to 
Order.  The  hoc.  and  gallant  Member 
states  that  I  have  said  what  is  perfectly 
untrue.  I  do  not  take  any  notice  of  the 
adjective;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  I 
did  not  say  anything  of  the  London, 
Chatham,  and  Dover  Kailway  Company. 

Major  DICKSON :  I  am  merely  sub- 
mitting to  the  House  that  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Member,  so  far  as  the  Lon- 
don, Chatham,  and  Dover  Bailway  Corn- 
any  are  concerned,  is  not  correct,  and 
may  add  that  the  Company  have  re- 
SOTved  to  themselves  the  power  of  putting 
a  veto  upon  the  sale  of  any  particular 
publications  at  any  of  their  railway 
stations;  and  they  intend  to  retain  it, 
because  they  do  not  think  that  Ba^way 
Directors  should  allow  their  stations  to 
become  mediums  for  the  publication  of 
literature  of  a  questionable  character. 

The  CHAIRMAN  op  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Coubtney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) :  I 
will  not  detain  the  House  for  more  than 
a  few  minutes ;  but  it  is  necessary  that 
I  should  reply  to  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down  (Major  Dickson).  After 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouohere),  it  cer- 
tainly does  not  appear  to  me  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  has  established  his 
proposition  that  the  bookstall  proprie- 
tors have  an  injurious  commercial  mono- 

foly  in  the  sale  of  the  newspapers, 
t  is  perfectly  clear,  however,  from  the 
concluding  sentences  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Dover  (Major  Dick- 
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■on),  who  represents  the  London,  Chat- 
ham, and  Borer  Bailway  Company,  that 
Sailvay  Directors  exercise,  or  claim  to 
exercise,  a  kind  of  censorship  over  the 
puhlioations  sold  at  the  bookstalls  on 
their  lines.  The  hon,  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman says  that  thej  never  allow  their 
bookstalls  to  be  a  medium  for  the  sale 
of  improper  publications.  It  may  be 
quite  right  that  they  should  not  be  the 
medium  for  the  sale  of  improper  publi- 
cations ;  but  it  may  become  a  very 
serious  question  for  the  House  to  con- 
«der  whether  Bailway  Directors  ought 
to  be  the  tribunal  to  decide  upon 
such  matters.  There  might  be  widely 
different  opinions  as  to  whether  a 
particular  publication  was  improper,  or 
immoral,  or  not ;  and,  personally,  I  am 
altogether  against  an  unlicensed  power 
of  revision,  whether  it  is  exercised  by 
a  Company  or  individuals,  and  whether 
it  be  in  respect  of  sale  or  purchase.  I 
object  to  a  trader  having  the  ^wer 
to  say  that  he  will  not  solL  a  particular 
thing,  or  will  not  trade  with  a  particular 

{»erson.  [Zau^Aiw.]  Hon.  Membera 
augh ;  but  perhaps  they  will  go  with 
me  as  far  as  this— that  a  trader,  en- 
gaged in  the  sale  of  a  particular 
article,  is  not  to  be  the  unlimited  judge 
as  to  whether  he  will  sell  that  article  to 
persons  who  are  obnoxious  to  him.  If 
he  did  so,  I  believe  the  law  might  be 
called  in,  or  it  might  be  strengthened, 
so  that  he  might  be  summoned  to  show 
that  he  had  a  reasonable  cause  for  re- 
fusing. If  the  principle  put  forward  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Dover 
were  adopted,  newspapers  and  books 
might  be  prohibited  which  a  large 
number  of  persons  might  consider  to  be 
beneficial. 

M^OB  DICKSON :  I  never  said  any- 
thing of  the  sort.  My  remarks  applied 
to  treasonable,  seditions,  and  indecent 
publications. 

Me.  COURTNEY:  No  doubt  that  is 
80 ;  but  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  is 
to  exercise  his  opinion  as  to  what  he 
thinks  seditious  ;  and  what  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  might  deem  to  be  sedi- 
tious might  not  be  so  regarded  by  an- 
other; and  what  he  thinks  immoral 
other  persons  might  deem  moral.  I 
think,  if  the  managers  of  the  railway 
stalls  are  judicious,  they  would  not 
drive  this  matter  so  far  as  to  compel  the 
law  to  be  altered.  I  confess,  for  my  own 
part,  that  I  do  not  see  why  the  law 
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in  respect  to  the  sale  of  publications 
should  not  be  somewhat  altered  if  the 
cage  requires  it.  I  would  not  allow 
a  book,  or  a  newspaper,  or  a  man 
to  be  "  Boycotted  "  at  the  discretion  of 
any  individual,  or  of  any  Bailway  Com- 
pany. In  fact,  where  a  person  has  tJ^e 
privilege  of  supplying  the  public  with  a 
particular  class  of  goods,  and  he  refuses 
to  supply  particular  persons  with  those 
goods,  or  refuses  to  supply  particular 
goods  which  form  a  branch  of  his 
trade,  he  might  be  made  liable  to  be 
summoned  in  order  to  show  that  he 
has  reasonable  grounds  for  refusing 
to  make  a  supply.  There  must  be  some 
kind  of  tribunal  besides  Bailway  Direc- 
tors and  lessees  to  say  what  are  and  what 
ore  not  to  be  sold  at  a  bookstall.  That 
proposition  may  appear  to  be  revoln- 
tionary ;  but  it  is  based  upon  a  principle 
which  underlies  our  law.  The  particular 
Motion,  however,  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor) 
appears  to  me  to  be  whoUy  inapplicable 
to  the  existing  state  of  things,  and 
it  would  not  effect  his  purpose.  The 
supply  may  be  very  bad ;  but  what 
guarantee  has  he  got  that  local  traders 
would  not  have  the  same  tender  con- 
sciences in  this  matter  as  a  Company? 
This  Instruction  would  afford  no  safe- 
guard against  similar  claims  being  made 
by  these  people  in  detail,  as  are  now 
made  by  Messrs.  W.  H.  Smith  and  Co. 
On  that  ground,  and  on  that  ground 
alone,  I  object  to  the  Instruction ;  but 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  it  is  a 
case  which  in  future  may  grow  to  large 
dimensions,  and  may,  at  some  future 
time,  warrant  the  interference  of  Parlia- 
ment, in  order  to  defend  the  public 
against  a  discretion  which,  although 
exercised  in  a  perfectiy  honest  manner, 
may  be  prejudidal  to  the  publio  in- 

ME.'STAVELEt  HILL  (Stafford- 
shire, Kingswinford) :  The  sentiments 
put  forward  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  seem  to 
some  of  us  on  this  side  of  the  House  so 
monstrous  that  I  feel  called  upon  to  say 
a  word  in  reply.  It  amounts  to  this — 
that  if  Messrs.  Graves,  or  Colnaghi,  or 
any  other  print-seller  are  to  be  allowed 
to  carry  on  their  business,  they  must  be 
required  to  sell  any  print  which,  for- 
sooth, the  hon.  Gentleman  happens  to 
think  is  not  indecent  That  is  wKat  his 
statement  amounts  to. 
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Me.  COURTNEY :  WiU  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  allow  me  to  explain. 
All  1  ventured  to  suggest  was  that  there 
ought  to  be  some  tribunal  before  whom 
you  can  cite  the  indiridual  who  refuses 
4o  sell  particular  publications ;  but  that 
you  ought  not  to  give  an  unlimited  and  '. 
unconditional  power  of  censorsliip  either 
to  any  Board  of  Bailway  Directors  or  to 
any  individual. 

Me.  8TAVELEY  HILL :  It  comes 
to  this— that  the  hon.  Qentleman  or 
somebody  else  is  to  be  the  tribunal  to 
decide.  Why  on  earth,  if  persons  are 
to  be  allowed  to  carry  on  a  trade,  should 
they  not  hare  the  privile^  o{  carrying 
it  on  in  the  vay  they  tiiink  right  ?  I 
trust  that  it  will  always  be  in  the  power 
of  the  Directors  of  Sailway  Companies 
to  say  who  shall  carry  on  a  trade  on  their 
platforms,  and  what  shall  or  shall  not 
be  sold  upon  their  bookstalla.  No  doubt 
the  case  is  different  in  regard  to  public- 
bouses ;  they  are  allowed  to  be  open 
for  the  purpose  of  entertaining  the 
whole  of  the  public,  and  so  long  as  a 
man  conductshimself  decently  he  should 
be  able  to  insist  upon  being  served.  But 
that  is  the  only  instance  in  which  such 
compulsion  is  justifiable,  and  there  is 
no  analogy  between  the  case  of  hotel- 
keepers  and  bookstalls.  It  cannot  be 
denied  that  the  persona  responsible  to 
the  Directors  of  a  Bailway  Company 
are  in  a  position  to  form  a  proper  esti- 
mate as  to  what  books  and  periodicals 
ought  to  be  sold  at  their  stations. 
Surely,  then,  they  should  have  a  right 
to  say  whether  filth  like  Tht  Pall  Mall 
Gazette  should  be  allowed  to  be  sold. 
They  should  have  complete  liberty  in  the 
matter,  and  a  right  to  decide  what  shall 
not  be  sold  on  their  premises.  I  presume 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  is  about  to  tell  us 
that  he  himself  would  be  a  sufficient 
judge  in  such  matters,  and  that  the 
question  ought  to  be  left  to  the  Board 
of  Trade ;  but  allow  me  to  say  on  behalf 
of  those  who  travel,  not  by  the  Brighton 
Sailway  particularly,  but  by  railways 
generally,  that  we  prefer  that  the  Bail- 
way  Directors  should  have  the  power 
of  saying  what  should  and  what  uiould 
not  be  sold,  rather  than  that  the  de- 
cision should  rest  with  the  Board  of 
Trade,  or  any  other  tribunal  of  that 
kind. 

The  president  op  the  BOARD 
OF  TBADE  (Mr.  Munbella)  (Shef- 

TOL.  OOOni.    [thibd  BBBiza.] 


16,1886}  South  Coatt  Railway  Bill.  962 

field,  Brightside) :  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  who  has  just  sat  down  has 
made  a  speech  for  me  which  I  cer- 
tainly should  not  have  made  for  myself. 
The  Board  of  Trade  have  no  desire 
whatever  to  perform  the  duty  he  desires 
to  throw  upon  them,  and  my  only  object 
in  rising  is  to  invite  the  House  not  to 
widen  the  area  of  this  discussion.  In  my 
opinion,  we  have  gone  a  little  beyond 
the  subject  of  the  Instruction  moved  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor).  Now,  what  is  the 
question  before  us  ?  The  hon.  Member 
ior  East  Denial  asks  the  House  to  put 
a  clause  in  an  omnibus  Railway  Bill,  re* 
etrioting  the  right  of  contract  on  the  part 
of  Railway  Companies  with  the  persons 
with  whom  they  may  contract  for  the  sale 
of  newspapers  and  books.  Now,  if  the 
House  once  undertakes  this  kind  of  in- 
termeddltDg,  I  do  not  see  where  it  would 
stop.  There  is  really  much  more  reason 
to  interfere  with  regard  to  refreshments. 
A  penny  newspaper  will  always  be  sold 
for  a  penny  ;  but  refreshments  are  not 
always  equally  good  or  equally  cheap. 
Moreover,  the  public  are  exceedingly 
well  served  under  the  present  system.  I 
have  myself  seen  instances  where  the  de- 
mand for  a  certain  newspaper  has  been 
considerable  on  account  of  fue  peculiarity 
of  some  of  its  contents ;  but  hon.  Members 
may  rely  upon  it  that  that  is  a  matter 
which  will  cure  itself.  The  public  are 
quite  able  to  take  care  of  themselves ; 
and,  on  the  whole,  I  would  ask  the 
House  not  to  waste  its  time  in  discussing 
the  insertion  of  an  Instruction  of  this 
nature,  which  I  certainly  think  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Donegal 
has  not  acted  wisely  in  endeavouring 
to  introduce.  I  ho^e  that  he  will  now 
withdraw  his  Motion,  and  allow  the 
House  to  on  with  its  ordinary 
Business. 

Mr.ISAACS  (Newington,  Walworth) : 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Mundella)  ought  not  to  be  sur- 
prised if  the  discussion  has  travelled  out 
of  the  strict  line  of  the  Question  put  down 
on  the  Paper,  and  I  have  only  to  thank 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  for  having  afforded 
the  House  an  opportunity  of  diacussing 
the  matter.  In  rising  to  address  the 
House  for  the  first  time,  I  wieh  to  take 
this  opportunity  of  saying,  as  a  Railway 
Director,  that  a  more  monstrous  proposi- 
tion than  t^t  submitted  by  the  nop. 
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0«nfleman  the  Ohatmuin  of  Oozamittees, 
I  never  hwrd  put  forwwrd.  I  maintain, 
on  the  part  of  those  charged  vtth  the 
conduct  of  the  railways  of  this  Kingdom, 
that  they  have  every  right  to  look  after 
tlie  character  of  the  publications  sold  at 
their  stations,  and  that  they  would  be 
guilty  of  a  gross  dereliction  of  their  duty 
if  they  did  not  exercise  some  sort  of 
supervision  over  what  is  sold.  I  think 
it  must  be  seen  by  the  House  that  it 
would  be  an  unwarrantable  interference 
with  the  ordinary  conduct  of  trade,  if 
this  Instruction  were  adopted,  and, 
therefore,  I  hope  that  the  House  will 
refuse  to  sanction  it. 

Mb.  AETHTJR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.):  Practically,  the  object  I  had  in 
view  has  been  attained;  and  I  therefore 
ask  the  House  to  allow  me  to  withdraw 
theUotion.  lOHn  ^"NoV'l  I  wish 
to  add,  as  7%s  PaU  iMl  Ooiette  has  been 
idluded  to,  that  that  newspajter  never 
for  one  moment  entered  into  my 
thoughts,   

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  Is  it  the  pleasure  of 
the  House  that  the  Motion  be  with- 
drawn? [Oi««j/"No!"] 

Question  i^ain  proposed. 

Ma.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  wish  to 
point  out  to  hon.  Members  who  object 
to  go  to  a  division  that  probably  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  may  be  car- 
ried if  they  insist  upon  dividing.  At  all 
•vents,  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words  in 
order  to  point  out  that  if  it  is  not  carried, 
it  may  be  possible  for  some  Members 
who  do  not  sympathize  with  the  exact 
form  of  the  Motion,  but  who  do  sympa* 
thize  with  tixe  object  my  hon.  Friend  has 
in  view,  to  amend  the  Instruction  in  such 
a  way  as  to  secure  general  support  for 
it.  Speaking  as  an  Irish  Nationalist 
Member,  I  have  no  personal  complaint 
to  make  against  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  Strand  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  and 
his  monopoly.  I  cannot  say  that  it  has 
been  used  against  us  to  any  serious  ex- 
tent ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  is  a  mo- 
nopoly, and  is  used  aa  a  means  of  car- 
rying on  a  oensorship  of  the  Frees.  No 
man  in  his  senses,  who  knows  anything 
about  England,  can  maintain  what  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  has  stated— that  a 
penny  newspaper  is  always  sold  for  a 

Senny  at  the  Dookstalls.   I  altogether 
eny  that.  There  is  a  newspaper  which, 
like  Th$  PaU  Mall  OmuUe^  is  a  news- 

ifr.  Itaaet 


paper  enormously  read  by  the  w(nrking 
classes  of  this  coun^.  I  cannot  say 
that  I  admire  the  newspaper  to  which  I 
refer — namely,£^noAf?«  N^wtpaper:  but 
it  is  very  much  admired  by  a  large  num- 
ber of  the  working  classes.  [Mr.  Labou- 
oekbe:  That  newspaper  is  sold  on  a 
Sunday.!  Yes;  but  it  may  be  bought  also 
on  a  Monday.  No  doubt,  it  may  contain 
articles  which  are  considered  by  some 
ersons  to  be  strongly  objestionable ; 
ut  the  working  man  has  quite  as  much 
right  to  buy  his  newspaper  as  the  rich 
man.  From  the  statement  made  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Ofaairman  of  Com- 
mittees, it  would  appear  likely  that  this 
question  may  be  raised  again ;  and  if  it 
is  not  raised  now  in  a  shape  which,  fairly 
recommends  itself  to  a  majority  of  the 
House,  it  may  be  put  in  shape  presently 
which  I  dare  aay  would  meet  with  much 
greater  support.  We  must  recollect  that 
a  statement  has  already  been  made  by  a 
Kailway  Director  that  the  Directors  of 
Bailway  Companies  do  exercise  a  cen- 
sorship over  the  publications  sold  at 
their  stations,  and  that  they  intend  to 
oontinue  that  censorship.  [Major  Dick- 
son :  Only  in  regard  to  their  own  pro- 
perty.] Upon  their  own  property,  of 
course;  but  they  have  already  had  a 
monopoly  given  to  them  by  the  State^ 
under  restrictions  that  it  shall  be  used 
for  the  public  benefit,  and  in  accordance 
with  the  public  opinion  of  the  country. 
NeverthdeSB,  the  hon.  Member  makes 
this  monstrous  proposition — that  the 
Directors  of  the  Ikigllsh  Railways  ought 
to  be  permitted  to  exercise  a  censorship 
of  the  Press  all  over  England.  That  is 
exactly  what  his  propontion  amounts 
to ;  and  he  adds  that  he  knows  of  no 
Body  throughout  the  country  which  is 
better  fitted  to  exercise  that  censorship. 
[Major  DiOKsoN :  No;  I  said  nothing  of 
the  kind.]  That  proposition  has  very 
much  widened  the  issue  before  the 
House;  and  although,  personally,  I  have 
no  grievance  against  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Strand  (Mr.  "W.  H.  Smith) 
and  his  monopoly,  I  must  admit  that  the 
working  classes  may  have  a  grievance 
which  requires  to  be  carefully  considered 
by  this  House. 

SiB  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  (St  Fan- 
eras,  S.) :  I  should  like  to  say  one  word 
before  the  debate  closes,  and  it  is  this — 
that  if  we  accept  this  proposition  we  may 
be  asked  to  accept  a  number  of  other 
similar  ones.   Many  persons  object  to 
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t^e  unwholeBome  food  whioh  tlie  tra- 
velling public  are  supplied  with  at  the 
railway  stations  quite  as  much  as  to 
the  unwholesome  literature.  I  am  quite 
able  to  confirm  that  view,  because, 
in  my  opinioo,  much  of  the  food  pro- 
vided at  the  railway  stations  is  per- 
fectly uneatable.  Does  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Donegal  (Ht.  Arthur  O'Connor) 
propose  to  lay  down  rules  for  the  regula- 
tion of  the  rooms  at  railway  stations  now 
used  for  refre^meot  purposes  ?  I  only 
make  this  remark  in  order  to  point  out 
that  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member, 
if  accepted,  would  open  up  a  large  area 
of  questions.  We  may  not  like  a  par- 
ticular decision  of  any  particular  Bail- 
way  Board  of  Directors;  but,  neverthe- 
less,  I  would  rather  have  the  varying 
decisions  of  Kailway  Boards,  than  the 
establishment  of  a  public  censorship ; 
and  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man  certainly  amount  to  this — that  a 
public  censor  should  be  established  to 
say  whether  any  newspaper  is  good 
moral  reading  or  not.  Now,  I  would 
rather  leave  the  determination  of  that 
question  to  the  good  aeiise  and  good 
judgment  of  the  reading  publio.  Let 
them  decide  that  question  by  the  ordi- 
nary system,  and  the  ordinary  system  is 
that  a  trader  will  supply  any  particular 
goods  if  he  finds  there  is  a  demand  for 
them,  his  object  being  to  obtain  a  profit 
by  the  sale.  Therefore,  I  think  the 
simplest  course  is  to  leave  each  par- 
ticular trader  to  look  after  his  own 
business,  and  to  manage  it  in  his 
own  way,  so  long  as  he  does  no  harm 
to  the  public,  rather  than  establish 
the  frystem  of  interference  which  the 
passing  of  this  Inatruotton  would  in- 
volve. 

Sib  HENRT  TYLER  (Great  Tar- 
mouth):  This  debate  appears  to  have 
proceeded  mainly  on  the  assumptions 
partly  put  forward  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Con- 
nor) that  Messrs.  W.  H.  Smith  &  Co. 
possess  a  monopoly  in  regard  to  the 
bookstalls  of  the  Kailway  Companies, 
and  that  the  Hallway  Companies  them- 
selves exercise  a  censorship  over  the 
Press.  Now  I  maintain,  in  the  first 
place,  that  there  is  really  no  monopoly 
in  the  case  of  the  firm  of  the  right  hon. 
Oontleman  the  Member  for  the  Strand 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) ;  and,  in  the  second 
place,  that  there  is  practically  no  censor- 
ship of  ti^B  I^eea  exercised  by  Railway 


Directors.  I  object  to  both  of  these 
asBumptioQS  on  the  ground  that  they 
are  untrue.  The  same  course  is  taken 
with  regard  to  these  contracts  as  is  taken 
in  regard  to  the  supply  of  refreshments 
referred  to  by  the  last  speaker,  the  hon. 
Member  for  St.  Pancras.  In  the  latter 
case,  the  Railway  Companies  have  been 
in  the  habit  of  letting  out  the  refrash- 
ment  rooms  to  contractors,  just  in  the 
same  way  as  they  let  the  Dookstalls ; 
but  of  late  several  of  the  Railway  Com- 
panies have  taken  the  supply  of  refresh- 
ments into  their  own  hands ;  and  it  is 
generally  admitted  as  the  result  of  ex- 
perience that  they  have  conducted  the 
business  of  supplying  refreshments  with 
great  success.  So  far  as  the  Railway 
Companies  are  concerned,  they  have 
found  it  to  their  advantage,  as  well 
as  to  that  of  the  public,  to  adopt 
this  course ;  and  so  far  as  I  am  ac- 
quiunted  with  the  matter,  as  a  Railway 
Director,  no  censorship  whatever  is  er- 
ercised  by  Railway  Directors  over  the 
Press. 

Me.  sexton  (SUgo,  S.) :  I  think, 
Sir,  considering  the  course  of  the  debate, 
and  the  request  made  to  my  hon.  Fkiend 
the  Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  by  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Pre«dent  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  that  he  should  withdraw  his 
Motion,  my  hon.  Friend  had  a  right  to 
expect  that  in  proposing  to  withdraw  it 
he  would  have  met  with  different  treat- 
ment from  that  which  he  has  received  at 
the  hands  of  certain  Gentlemen  who  have 
refused  to  allow  the  Motion  to  be  with- 
drawn. I  do  not  think  that  it  has  been 
considered  that,  if  hun.  Members  persist 
in  taking  a  division,  it  may  be  necessary 
for  those  who  agree  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Donegal  to  enter  into  the 
merits  of  this  system  with  greater  ful- 
ness. I,  therefore,  think  that  perhaps 
the  most  sensible  and  most  convenient 
course  would  be  to  let  the  discussion 
stop  here ;  and,  with  tiie  view  of  pro- 
curing that  result,  I  beg  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Does  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber second  the  Motion  ? 

Mr.  H.  CAMPBELL  (Fermanagh, 
S.)  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr 

Sexton,) — ^put,  and  negatwed. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to^ 
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dUESTioira. 


MEDICAL  ACT,  1668. 

Db.  FOSTER  (Chester)  aeked  tlte 
Tioe  FrQsident  ox  the  Committee  of 
OounoUf  If  the  Ctorernmenfc  propose  to 
introduce  this  Session  of  Parliament  a 
Bill  to  amend  the  Medical  Act  ot  1 858 ; 
and,  in  case  of  the  answer  being  in  tlie 
affirmative,  whether  such  Bill  will  pro- 
pose to  give  the  medical  profession 
direct  representation  on  the  Qeneral 
Council  of  Medical  Education  and  Be> 
gietration  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Lton 
Flatfaib)  (Leeds,  8.) :  A  Bill  is  being 
drafted,  and  I  hope  will  shortly  be  intro- 
duced, to  amend  the  Medioal  Act  of 
1858.  It  will  contain  provisions  to  give 
direct  representation  to  the  Medical  Pro- 
fession on  the  Qeneral  Medical  Council. 

THB  INCOME  TAX  (EXEMPTION'S). 

Me.  bound  (Essex,  N.E.,  Harwich) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  he  can  inform  the  House  what 
number  of  claims  for  abatement  of  In- 
come Tax,  under  Schedule  B,  have  been 
made  during  the  current  year ;  in  how 
many  cases  tenants  have  established 
their  claim  to  exemption ;  and,  what 
has  been  the  total  amount  of  exemptions 
or  abatement  under  this  Schedule  for 
the  past  three  years? 

Thb  OKANCELLOB  OF  THB  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  William  HARCoraT) 
(Derby) :  The  total  number  of  properties 
assessed  under  Schedule  B  in  1883-4 
was  1,600,000.  In  respect  of  1,200,000 
of  these  either  exemption  or  abatement 
was  granted  in  consequence  of  the  in- 
oomes  produced  by  them  being  less  than 
£150  or  than  £400  per  annum.  I  can- 
not give  the  total  number  of  exemp- 
tion claims.  The  total  amount  of  the 
exemptions  during  the  latit  three  years 
has  been— in  1882-3,  £81,000,000;  in 
1883-4,  £32,050,000;  and  in  1884-5, 
£32,692,000. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (SOOTLAND)— THE 
BEV,  MATTHEW  ARMOUB. 
Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  it  is 
true  that  the  Justiciary  Appeal  Court 
has  unanimously  quashed  the  sentence 
of  impri«(niment  reo^n^y  passed  in  the 


Orkney  Sheriff  Court  on  tiie  Beverend 
Matthew  Armour  for  his  conduct  at  an 
election  meeting  ;  whether  it  is  true,  as 
reported,  that  Lord  Young,  in  passing 

Sogment,  referred  to  the  prosecution  of 
r.  Armour  as  follows : — 

"  If  I  were  to  expren  tha  opinion  wUch  I 
bare  of  this  prosecution,  I  am  afraid  I  Bhoald 
have  to  use  aomewhat  atrong  langnaffe.  I 
never  saw  a  more  nimiooB  prosecution ;  " 

and,  whether  he  can  state  the  amonntof 
expense  incurred  in  the  prosecution  re- 
ferred to? 

Thb  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Claokmannan,  &o.) :  It  is  true 
that  the  High  Court  of  Justiciary  has 
unanimously  quashed  the  sentence  in 
question,  and  the  newspaper  report  of 
Lord  Young's  opinion — the  accuracy  of 
which  I  have  no  reason  to  doubt — bears 
that  his  Lordship  expressed  himself  in 
the  terms  quoted  in  the  Question.  I 
understand  that  there  were  no  separate 
expenses  of  material  amount  incurred  in 
the  prosecution,  the  Procurator  Fiscal 
being  a  salaried  official,  and  the  wit- 
nesses who  were  examined  having  been 
already  in  Kirkwall  in  connection  with 
the  trial  of  the  Sanday  rioters,  the  cost 
of  detaining  the  witnesses,  and  probably 
some  small  Court  fees,  would  apparently 
be  the  only  separate  expenses. 

AimnaSTRATION  of  justice  (SCOT- 
LAND)—the  HIGHLANDS  AND 
ISLANDS. 

Db.  E.  M'BONALD  (Boss  and  Cro- 
marty) asked  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
If  he  is  assured  as  to  whether  the  re- 
ports in  Th$  Seottman  and  other  news- 
papers are  true  —  namely,  that  the 
Queen's  writ  does  not  run  in  parts  of 
the  Highlands  and  Islands ;  if  so,  has 
such  a  state  of  matters  come  to  pass 
through  n^lect  of  the  ordinary  duties 
of  Goremment ;  and,  will  he  urge  upon 
Her  Majesty's  GoTeromeut,  with  the 
view  of  providing  a  remedy  for  such  a 
state  of  matters,  to  institute  an  inquiry 
into  the  circumstances  which  hare  led 
to  such  a  condition  of  a&irs  ? 

Thb  SEOBETABY  tor  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Tbbtxltah)  (Hawick,  ftc):  The 
state  of  things  is  undoubtedly  serious  in 
the  Ide  of  Skye,  and  a  spirit  of  lawless- 
ness prevails  there  the  dealing  with 
which  is  engaging  the  attention  of  the 
GoTemment. 
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PUBLIC  HEALTH  (SCOTLAND)— SMALL. 
POX  AT  WO0D8IDE. 

Mb.  HUNTEB  (Aberdeen,  N.)  asked 
the  Secretary  ior  Scotland,  Whetiier  hU 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  follow- 
ing  statement  in  Tht  AUriten  Frte 
Fret*  .— 

"  A  somewhat  serious  outbreak  of  small-pox 
haa  occurred  at  Woodeide.  In  the  course  of  a 
week  three  women  have  been  attacked  with  the 
disease,  and  are  now  ia  the  Woodsido  Epidemic 
Hospital.  The  patients  were  employed  in  the 
raff  department  of  Woodside  Works,  and  it  is 
'bdiered  that  the  outbreak  is  attributable  to  the 
infection  contained  in  a  particular  bale  of  rags. 

 It  is  aboat  two  years  since  there  was 

an  outbreak  of  small-pox  at  Woodside  ;  " 

whether  two  more  cases  have  occurred 
since ;  and,  what  steps  he  proposes  to 
take  to  protect  the  people  of  Woodside 
from  the  dangers  of  infection  from  im- 
ported rags  f 

The  SEbRETAET  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr,  Tbbveltas)  (Hawick,  &c.) :  Three 
casw  of  small-pox  have  been  reported  to 
the  Board  of  Supervision  as  having 
occurred  at  Woodside.  The  Messrs. 
Pirie,  who  employ  2,000  workpeople, 
report  to  the  Chief  Inspector  of  Fac- 
tories that  they  have  had  three  cases  in 
their  works.  These  patients  have  been 
working  on  various  qualities  of  rags 
drawn  from  difTerent  sources.  A  pre- 
vious attack  of  small-pox  ia  April,  1885, 
is  not  shown  to  have  originated  in 
Messrs.  Firie's  works.  The  medical 
officer  of  the  Board  of  Supervision 
reports  that  the  suspected  rags  came 
from  England  and  Scotland,  and  not 
from  the  Oontjnent.  I  have  recently 
approved  of  an  Order  issued  by  the  Board 
of  Supervision  prohibiting  the  importa- 
tion of  rags  from  Spain  for  some  months, 
and  have  received  various  recommenda- 
tions as  to  the  necessity  of  further  legis- 
lation, which  will  have  my  careful  con- 
sideration. 

HAHBOURS  (SCOTLAND)— the  HAR- 
BOUR AT  GIRVAN. 
Mb.  MACFABLANE  (Argyll)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  con- 
dition of  the  harbour  of  Girvan,  in 
Ayrshire,  and  to  the  complaints  of 
fishermen  that  heavy  dnes  are  exacted 
from  them  under  the  l^ovisional  Order 
granted  for  the  construction  of  the  har- 
bour ;  the  original  condition  being  that 
a  depth  of  four  feet  would  be  maintained 
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at  low  water,  whereas  the  depth  at  low 
water  does  not  now  exceed  two  feet,  that 
portions  of  the  quay  hare  fallen  in,  and 
that  the  harbour  is  in  an  unsafe  con- 
dition ;  and,  if  he  would  take  immediate 
steps  to  inquire  into  the  case,  and  have 
the  defects  complained  of  remedied  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Muwdella) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside) :  I  have  referred 
the  complaint  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber alludes  to  the  Harbour  Oommis- 
sionors  of  Girvan  for  their  observations, 
and  I  can  express  no  opinion  upon  it 
until  I  get  their  Keport.  I  must,  there- 
fore, a^  the  hon.  Member  to  repeat  his 
Question  in  a  few  days. 

LAW  AND   JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)  —  IMPRISONMENT  OF 
ROBERT  HOWE  ASHTON. 

Mb.  HOULDS  WORTH  (Manchester, 
N.W.)  asked  Mr.  Attorney  General,  If* 
he  is  aware  that  there  is  a  j^isoner  in 
Straugeways  Gaol  at  Manchester,  named 
Bobert  Howe  Aehton,  not  convicted  of 
a  criminal  offence,  but  who  is  coofined 
at  the  instance  of  the  Inland  Bevenue 
Board,  under  a  sentence  of  imprison- 
ment for  life,  unless  he  can  pay  seven 
hundred  pounds  for  penalties  incurred 
as  an  Income  Tax  Collector;  and,  if, 
considering  that  the  prisoner  has  no 
means  or  prospect  of  paying  the  amount, 
it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  keep  him  in  confinement 
for  the  whole  term  of  his  natural  life, 
or  when  he  will  be  released  ? 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Chables  Russell)  (Hackney,  S.),  in 
reply,  said,  that  he  was  informed  by  the 
Board  of  Inland  Revenue  that  Robert 
Howe  Ashton  was  confined  in  Strange- 
ways  Gaol  in  default  of  payment  of 
penalties  incurred  by  him  in  respect  of 
serious  charges  of  fraud  both  against 
the  Board  and  against  private  indi- 
viduals. But  for  the  terms  of  an  Act 
applicable  to  him  as  an  Inland  Revenue 
Collector,  Ashton  would  have  been  pro- 
ceeded against  in  a  Criminal  Court.  A 
Memorial  from  Ashton  praying  for  his 
release  was  now  before  the  Board.  The 
Board  offered  to  furnish  the  hon.  Member 
with  all  shorthand  writer's  notes  of  the 
trial  and  a  copy  of  the  correspondence. 

TEE  SIPIX>MATIC  SERTICE— BRITISH 
LEGATION  AT  CHINA. 
Mb.  OOTATITTS  MORGAN  (Batter- 
sea)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
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for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether,  in  the 
selection  of  a  new  Minister  to  Ohiaa,  a 
knowledge  of  the  far  East  will  be  con- 
sideied  one  of  the  principal  qualifications 
neoeasary  ? 

The  under  SEOEETABT  o» 
STATE  (Mr.  Beyoe)  (Aberdeen,  S.) : 
Sir  John  Walsham  was  appointed  in 
November  last  hy  Lord  Salisbury  to  be 
Her  Majesty's  Minister  and  EnV(^  at 
Fekin.  He  has  had  long  and  ratied 
diplomatic  experience,  but  has  not 
hitherto  been  employed  in  China. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND)— THE 
SHERIFF  CLERK  OF  CROMARTY. 

Dr.  E.  M'DONALD  (Robs  and  Cro- 
marty) asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whe- 
ther John  Taylor,  Sheriff  Clerk  of 
Cromarty  and  bank  agent  there,  is  also 
factor  and  legal  adviser  for  John  Shaw 
M'Kenzie,  esquire,  of  Newhall  (a  gen- 
tleman now  over  ninety  years  of  age) ; 
whether  the  said  John  Taylor,  in  his 
capacity  Sheriff  Olerk  and  servant  of 
the  Crown,  is  now  or  has  lately  been 
isaaing  and  reoording  the  warrants  of 
ejection,  and  for  the  sale  of  the  effects 
of  the  tenants  of  the  said  estate  of  New- 
hall;  and,  if  so,  whether  Mr.  Taylor 
can  legally  hold  these  offices  together ; 
and,  whether  he  will  ask  him  to  resign 
the  office  of  Sheriff  Clerk  of  Cromarty  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  (Ctackmannan,  &c.) :  I  am 
informed  that  Mr.  Taylor  is  factor  for 
and  private  legal  adviser  of  Mr. 
M'Kenzie,  of  Newhall.  It  would,  no 
doubt,  be  bis  duty  as  Sheriff  Clerk  to 
perform  the  Ministerial  act  of  issuing 
and  recording  such  warrants  as  are 
described-  The  emoluments  of  the  office 
of  Sheriff  Clerk  of  Cromarty  are  £78 
a-year.  and  it  would,  of  oourse,  be  im- 
possible  to  require  that  an  officer  with 
80  small  a  salary  should  be  debarred 
from  taking  factory  or  general  business. 
I  assume,  however,  that  he  does  not 
praotioe  in  the  Court  of  which  he  is 
Cln-k ;  but  I  shall  inquire  as  to  this. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND)-THE 
PROCURATOR  FISCAL  FOR  ROSS 
AND  CROMARTY. 
Dr.  R.  M'DONALD  (Ross  and  Cro- 
marty) asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whe- 
ther, in  the  re-arrangement  of  the  office 
of  Procurator  Fiscal  for  Ross  and  Cro- 
martyi  he  will  see  to  it  that  the  gentle- 
man appointed  be  restrictMl  entirely  to 
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his  duties  of  Fiscal,  and  that  the  maxi- 
mum salary  for  the  post  be  £500 
a-year  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Bauour)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  The 
salary  of  the  Procurator  Fiscal  is  only 
£50  a-year,  and  if  it  remains  at  that 
amount  it  would,  of  course,  be  impos- 
sible to  get  anyone  to  accept  the  (nSoe 
who  would  ^ree  to  confine  himself  ex- 
clusively to  its  duties.  The  Sheriff  of 
the  county  has  been  carefully  conaideT- 
ing  whether  the  Fisoalship  of  Tain  could 
not  be  amalgamated  with  one  of  the 
others  in  the  county ;  but  he  does  not 
consider  that  this  could  be  done  without 
causing  material  inconvenience  to  the 
public. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IHELAKD)— 
THE  STATE  OF  KERRY. 

Caftaut  M'CALMONT  (Antrim,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  Mr.  Baron 
Bowse's  address  to  the  Qrand  Jury  of 
the  county  of  Keny,  in  which  he 
states — 

"  That  this  coanty  is  in  a  much  worse  atate 
than  it  baa  been  in  for  yeara ;  that  there  are  no 
Ima  than  three  hundred  offencea  specially  re- 
ported to  the  conatabolary  noce  the  Assizes  of 
1886  :  that  these  ofTeDces  are  of  a  very  serioas 
natore,  oonaistins  of  two  cmaes  of  murder, 
eighteen  caaea  of  letters  threatening  to  murder, 
thirt^<nino  cases  of  cattle,  horse,  and  sheep 
stealing,  eleven  cases  of  arson  and  other  wilful 
burnings,  eighteen  cases  of  Icillin^  and  maim- 
ing cattle,  fift^-two  caaea  of  seising  arms  and 
levying  aratnbntions  for  money  and  goods, 
seventy-four  cases  of  printing,  vriting,  posting, 
sending  threatating  lettera  and  notices,  and 
twenty-foar  cases  of  intimidation,  hosidea  other 
offences  minor  in  point  of  importance  but 
seriouB  in  nature ; " 

and,  whether  the  Irish  Executive  have 
any  reason  to  doubt  the  correctness  of 
Ur.  Baron  Dowse's  statement? 
The  CHIKF  SECRETARY  (Hr.  Jomr 

Morlet)  (Newcastle- on -Tyne) :  I  have 
no  reason  to  doubt  the  accuracy  of  this 
quotation  from  Mr.  Baron  Dowse's 
charge,  which  must,  of  oourse,  be 
taken  as  an  expression  of  the  views  of 
the  Judge  himself  on  the  information 
laid  before  him.  There  was,  no  doubt, 
an  increase  between  July  and  January 
of  crime  in  Kerry,  and  the  county  is  in 
parts  very  demoralized.  But  by  the 
latest  reports  which  have  reached  me  I 
am  glad  to  say  there  are  indicaticms  of 
an  improvemoit  in  the  mine  disturbed 
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districts ;  and  while  the  Betanis  for  the 
pa«>t  four  months  show  a  ooneiderable 
growth  of  agrarian  outrages  over  the 
same  months  of  last  year  and  the  year 
before,  1 6nd  that  the  number  is  only 
10  more  than  in  the  suae  period  of 
1883 ;  and,  going  back  to  the  more  dis- 
turbed years  of  1882  and  1881,  thenum- 
ber  in  the  former  year  doubled  and  in 
the  latter  year  quadrupled  that  of  the 
present  year  in  the  same  period.  The 
numbers  are — 64  in  four  months  of 
1885-6;  54  in  four  months  of  1882-3; 
131  in  four  months  of  1881-2;  and  266 
in  four  months  of  1880-1.  Therefore,  I 
confess  I  do  not  quite  understand  the 
sigoificance  of  Baron  Dowse's  remarks. 

IfB.  "W.  O'BRIEN  (Tyrone,  B.) : 
Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  any  rea- 
son to  doubt  the  accuracy  of  the  charges 
in  15  of  the  20  other  Irish  counties, 
with  regard  to  which  the  Judges  stated 
that  the  state  of  the  calendars  was  of  a 
satisfactory  character. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  Order,  order ! 

Mr.  MITOHELL  HENHY  (Glas- 
gow, Blackfriars)  asked  whether  it  was 
true  or  not  that  300  serious  offences  had 
been  reported  by  the  Constabulary  in 
the  county  of  Kerry,  as  stated  by  Baron 
Dowse? 

Mr.  JOHN  MOELET :  Yes,  Sir ;  I 
accept  those  figures;  but  I  must  remind 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  those  300  crimes 
were  not  all  agrarian  outrages.  They 
cover  all  the  general  crimes  that  came 
before  the  Judges  of  Assize. 

Me.  MITCHELL  HENEY :  They 
were  specially  reported  offences. 

Mr.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  is  not  a  fact 
that  a  number  of  evictions  exactly 
equivalent  to  the  number  of  outrages 
have  occurred  in  Kerry  at  the  instance 
of  one  single  landlord  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY— THE 
BALLINASLOE  POLICE  AND 
FREE  GAS. 

Mb.  HARRIS  (Galway,  £.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  it  be  true 
that  the  Town  Commissioners  of  Bal- 
linasloe  do  not  charge  the  constabulary 
of  that  town  for  the  gas  which  is  con- 
sumed in  their  barracks ;  whether  a 
large  number  of  the  Commissioners  are 
licensed  publicans,  and  is  it  a  fact  that 
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a  former  member  of  that  body,  William 
Ivors,  had  his  licence  taken  from  him 
some  short  time  after  he  had  opposed 
the  giving  of  gas  free  of  oha^e  to  the 
police ;  and,  whether  the  Town  Oommia- 
sioners  have  a  right  to  exempt  certain 
persons  from  paying  in  such  cases;  and, 
if  not,  was  the  public  auditor  (Captain 
O'Harra)  acting  within  the  Law  when  he 
passed  the  accounts  of  the  Ballinasloe 
Town  Board  without  taking  notice  of 
this  practice  7 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jomr 
Moelbt)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  I  am 
informed  that  the  facts  are  as  stated 
with  regard  to  the  question  of  gas.  A 
large  number  of  ue  Town  Commis* 
sioners  are  licensed  publicans.  William 
Ivors,  when  a  member,  moved  a  reso> 
lution  charging  the  police  for  gas ;  but 
the  resolution  fell  through  for  want  of 
a  seconder.  He  ceased  to  be  a  Commis- 
sioner shortly  afterwards,  and  1 2  months 
after  that  he  lost  his  licence  in  conse- 
quence of  intemperance,  which  led  to  a 
snocking  piece  of  misconduct  on  his 
part.  I  am  in  communication  with  the 
Local  Government  Board  in  reference  to 
the  queries  in  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
Question,  and  I  am  not  at  this  moment 
in  a  position  to  give  more  definite  infor- 
mation ;  but  I  may  observe  that  any 
person  who  may  be  aggrieved  by  an 
alio  w  ance  or  disallowance  mad  e  by 
the  auditor  may  appeal  to  the  Board, 
and  that  no  appeal  has  yet  been  made 
in  this  case, 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL 
CONVENTION, 

Mb.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  by  the  peculiar  word- 
ing of  the  Favoured  Nation  Clause  in 
the  Transvaal  Convention  of  February 
1884,  the  Colony  of  Natal  is  excluded 
from  the  benefit  of  that  Clause,  although 
the  most  interested  of  Her  Majesty's 
dominions;  whether  such  peculiar  word- 
ing and  such  exclusion  was  by  over- 
sight, or  by  deliberation ;  and,  if  the 
latter,  for  what  reasons ;  whether  the 
import  of  tobacco  and  other  produce 
from  the  Transvaal  into  Natal,  free  of 
the  Duty  imposed  on  all  other  importers, 
is  a  consequence  of  the  above  named 
fact ;  whether  a  loss  to  the  revenue  of 
Katal  has  been  thereby  occasioned,  and 
28  still  continuing ;  whether  he  has  been 
informed  that  a  further  consequence  is 
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that  the  tobacco  indnstn  of  Natal  has 
been  seriously  damaged;  whether  he 
•will  take  any  steps  to  get  the  Convention 
amended,  and  the  consequOQCeB  averted  ; 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  received  from  the  Transvaal  Ee- 
public,  Copy  of  any  Treaty  or  engage- 
ment with  any  other  State  or  Nation  or 
Native  Tribe,  requiring  a^roval  of  Her 
Majesty  under  Article  4  of  the  Conven- 
tion? 

The  under  SECEETAEY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Osboekb  Mohgan)  (Den- 
bighshire, E.):  The  Colony  of  Natal  is 
not  excluded  from  the  benefit  of  the 
Most  Favoured  Nation  Clause  (13)  of 
the  London  Convention  of  1884.  Most- 
favoured-nation treatment  is  secured  to 
Natal  in  common  with  all  other  parts  of 
Her  Majesty^s  Dominions  by  the  earlier 
portion  of  the  first  half  of  that  clause. 
The  free  importation  of  tobacco  and 
other  goods  from  the  South  African 
Bepublic  into  Natal   does  not  result 
from  the  wording  of  Claupe  13  of  that 
Convention.    It  results  from  the  Go- 
vernment and  Legislature  of  Natal, 
with  whom  the  matter  rests,  not  think- 
ing it  expedient  to  establish  Custom 
Houses  on  the  inland  Border.   If  goods 
otherwise  subject  to  duty  are  imported 
into  Natal  free  of  duty  tJiere  is,  un- 
doubtedly, a  loss  of  Revenue  to  the 
Colony;  but  whether  there  is  a  loss  of 
proGt  is  another  thing.   The  Natal  in- 
land Borders  extend  for  over  600  miles ; 
the  cost  of  the  service  would  be  heavy, 
and  the  collection  would  be  small.  Ee- 
ports  have  recently  been  received  from 
the  late  Governor  and  the  Chambers  of 
Commerce  on  the  depression  of  trade  in 
Natal ;  but  no  mention  is  made  in  these 
Eeports  of  injury  to  the  tobacco  industry 
from  the  importation  of  Transvaal  to- 
bacco.   According  to  the  latest  Eeturns, 
the  number  of  tobacco  manufacturers  in 
the  Colony  is  only  two.    Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  no  intention  of  nego- 
tiating for  an  amendment  of  the  13th 
olause  of  tie  Convention,  which  appears 
to  be  properly  framed,  and  which  has  no 
bearing  on  the  present  question,  as  it 
neither  emoins  norforbids  the  levjringby 
the  Natal  Government  of  anydutiesonthe 
Transvaal  Border  which  the  Natal  Legis- 
lature may  authorize.    Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  received  copies  of,  and 
have  assented  to,  Treaties  between  Ger- 
many and  the  South  African  Eepublic, 
and  Portugal  and  the  South  African 

Mr.  KimUr 


Bepnblio.  An  old  Treaty  concluded  be- 
tween Belgium  and  the  South  African 
Eepublic  in  1 876  has  been  put  in  force 

since  the  conclusion  of  the  London  Con- 
vention, with  the  consent  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  A  Treaty  between 
the  South  African  Eepublic  and  the 
French  Eepublic  is  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  French  Legislature,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  received  a 
copy  of  the  text.  A  Treaty  has  been 
concluded  with  Switzerland,  but  the  text 
has  not  yet  been  received.  Negotiations 
for  a  Treaty  have  been  going  on  with 
Holland;  but  Her  Majesty's  Gbvero- 
ment  are  not  ofiicially  informed  of  the 
result. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— THE  ZHOB  YALLET 
EXPEDITION. 

CoMNEL  HUGHES  -  HALLETT 
fRochesterJ  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  it  is  intended  to 
grant  a  medal  to  the  officers  and  men, 
about  tbree  thousand  in  all,  who  were 
engaged  in  the  Zhob  Valley  Expedition, 
seeing  that  they  were  officially  informed 
that  the  said  Expedition  would  be 
reckoned  as  "War  Service,"  equally 
with  the  other  Expeditions  undertaken 
in  other  parts  of  the  Frontiers  of  Afghan- 
istan, for  which  medals  were  awaraed? 

The  UNDEE  SBOEETAET  of 
STATE  TOE  INDIA  (Sir  Ughtred  Kat- 
Shdttlewobtu)  (Lancashire,  ditheroe) 
said,  it  was  stated  in  the  House  on  tho 
4th  of  May,  1886,  by  the  then  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  that  the 
Government  of  India  had  expressed  to 
the  Commander-in-Chief  their  approba- 
tion of  the  manner  in  which  the  Zhob 
Valley  operations  were  conducted,  and 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council 
concurred;  but  that  the  circumstauces  of 
the  case  did  not  appear  to  warrant  any 
special  distinction,  such  as  the  gruit  of 
a  medal.  The  Secretary  of  State  now 
remained  of  that  opinion,  and  no  recom* 
mendaiion  had  been  received  from  the 
Government  of  India. 

THE  NATIONAL  GALLERT  — CON- 
STABLE'S "  HAY  WAIN." 

Mr.  ETTSTON  (Lincoln)  asked  (he 
honourable  Member  for  North  West 
Staffordshire,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
the  picture  by  John  Constable,  E.A., 
called  the  "Hay  Wain,"  recently  ex- 
hibited at  Burlington  House,  has  been 
presented  by  its  owner  to  the  Nation  f 
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The  SECRETAET  to  the  TEEA- 
8UEY  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fovleb)  (Wol- 
Terhampton,  E. ) :  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to 
inform  the  hon.  Member  that  Mr.  Henrj 
Vaughan  Las  presented  this  picture  to 
the  nation,  and  that  it  has  been  hung  in 
the  National  Qallery  this  morning. 

ENFIELD  SMALL  ARMS  FACTORY— 
■  "  STANDING  OUT  "  EMPLOYES. 
ViscouHT  FOLKESTONE  (Middlesex, 
Enfield)  asked  the  Secretaiy  of  State  for 
War,  How  many  men  are  "  standing 
ont"  in  all  depaxtmenta  of  the  Royal 
Small  Arms  Factory  at  Enfield;  and, 
how  long  ho  anticipates  it  will  be  be- 
fore they  are  again  taken  on  to  work  fall 
time? 

The  8E0KETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Oaufbell-Bannebman)  (Sterling,  &o.): 
One  hundred  and  seventy-nine  men 
ordinarily  employed  on  piece-work  at 
Enfield  are  standing  out  because  their 
partionlar  work  is  too  advanced,  as  ex- 
plained last  Thursday,  but  120  of  them 
will  again  be  at  work  next  week. 

POST  OFFICE-RURAL  POSTAL 
DELIVERIES. 

SiREDWAEDBIBKBEOKfNorfolk, 
E.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasnry, 
Whether  he  will  cause  inquiries  to  be 
made  into  the  present  system  of  deltver- 
ing  letters  and  papers  in  rural  districts, 
with  the  view  of  granting  a  more  ex- 
tended delivery  to  labourers'  cottages 
and  others,  who  at  the  present  time  fre- 
quently have  to  pay  one  penny  for  each 
letter  or  paper  on  delivery  ? 

Ths  SEORETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SUBT  (Mr.  Henky  H.  Fowlbe)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  The  hon.  Baronet's 
Question  is  very  similar  to  one  which 
was  answered  on  the  let  instant,  and  in 
reply  I  may  repeat  what  I  then  stated 
—namely,  that  the  Post  Office  is  con- 
stantly engaged  in  extending  the  ofifioial 
delivery  of  letters  in  the  rural  districts 
irrespectire  of  distance,  and  in  no  case 
is  the  accommodation  withheld  where  it 
is  shown  to  be  warranted  by  the  corre- 
spondence. If  the  hon.  Baronet  will 
inform  me  of  the  locality  to  which  he 
specially  refers  the  Postmaster  General 
will  cause  inquiries  to  be  made,  with  the 
view,  if  possible,  of  extending  the  postal 
deUreTy. 

NATY-DEVONPORT  DOCKYARD. 

Mb.  PULESION  (Deronport)  asked 
the  Secretaiy  to  the  Admiraltyi  Whether 


ha  can  now  relieve  the  anxiety  prevail- 
ing in  Devonport  by  stating  what  course 
has  been  determined  upon  in  reference 
to  the  350  men  in  the  Dockyard  who 
have  been  served  with  notices  of  dis- 
charge ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  these 
notices  take  effect  this  week,  and  that,  if 
carried  out,  the  distress  already  oxititing 
there  will  be  greatly  increased ;  and, 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  all  hands  at 
present  in  the  Dockyards  cannot  be  use- 
fully employed  ? 

The  civil  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  R.  W.  Durr)  (Banffshire) : 
I  can  only  refer  my  hon.  Friend  to  my 
answer  of  yesterday.  The  Admiralty 
are  fully  entitled  to  discharge  these  men 
on  the  20th  instant,  in  accordance  with 
their  agreement  on  entry ;  but  in  view 
of  the  present  depression  in  the  labour 
market  efforts  will  be  made  to  find  work 
for  as  many  men  as  can  be  economically 
and  usefully  employed,  and  theController 
of  the  Navy  is  in  communication  with 
Devonport  with  a  view  to  effect  this 
object. 

Mr.  PULESTON  asked  whether  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that  the  no- 
tices expired  this  week  ? 

Mb.  R.  W.  DUFF:  I  am  perfectly 
aware  of  that. 

INLAND  REVENUE— ASSESSMENT  OF 
THE  INCOME  TAX. 

Mr.  AGQ-GARDNER  (Cheltenham) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  it  is  the  practice  of  the  De- 
partment to  encourage  an  increase  of 
assessments  by  giving  to  the  district 
supervisors  of  Income  Tax  a  per-centage 
on  the  amount  by  which  they  are  raised? 

The  OHANOELLOE  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  William  Hasootot) 
(Derby) :  01  course,  Sir,  the  assessors 
are  paid  by  a  percentage  on  the  amount 
raised  ;  but  they  are  specially  cautioned 
against  raising  assessments  unless  for 
good  cause.  The  surveyors  are  paid  by 
salary  only. 

GRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 

STATE  OF  KERRY. 

Mr.  DE  COBAIN  (Belfast,  E.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  charge 
of  Baron  Dowse  to  the  Grand  Jury  of 
Kerry ;  and,  in  view  of  the  enormous  in- 
crease of  crime  in  that  county  evidenced 
by  the  number  of  cases  of  crime  reported 
as  having  risen  from  166  at  the  summer  . 
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assizes  of  188.>  to  300  at  the  present  as- 1 
sizes,  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  apply  for  ad- 
ditional powers  to  deal  with  this  alarm- 
ing growth  of  crime  in  that  and  also  in 
other  parts  of  the  Country  ? 

The  first  LOED  (Mr.  W.  E.  GtAD- 
stonb)  (Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  My 
right  non.  Friend  has  already  answered 
a  Question  in  reference  to  the  statement 
of  the  learned  Judge,  Baron  Bowse.  Of 
course,  I^are  not  merel  j  to  consider  the 
condition  of  Kerry,  but  the  condition  of 
Ireland  at  large,  and  we  do  not  think 
that  the  condition  of  Ireland  at  large 
would  warrant  legislation  such  as  that 
at  which  the  hon.  Member  glances  at 
the  present  juncture.  I  might  also  re- 
mind the  hon.  Member,  if  he  has  not  al- 
ready learned,  that  the  month  of  February 
Keturn — the  most  recent  Heturn — is  a 
decidedly  favourable  one  as  compared 
with  the  previous  months. 

Mn.  SEXTON  (SUgo,  S.):  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  whether  it  is 
a  fact,  as  stated  in  this  Question,  that 
there  is  "an  alarming  growth  of  crime 
in  that  and  also  in  order  parts  of  the 
country ; "  and,  whether,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  there  has  been  a  growth  of  crime 
in  any  county  in  Ireland  except  Kerry  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Certainly 
tiie  improvement  in  the  month  of  Feb- 
ruary was  a  very  farourable  improvement 
compared  with  the  preceding  months. 

IRELAND-"  THE  HOUSE  LEAGUE." 
Mb.  DE  COBAIN  (Belfast,  E.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  a  new  form 
of  conspiracy  developing  in  Ireland 
called  "The  House  League,"  which  was 
exercising  arbitrary  powers  as  between 
landlord  and  tenant,  in  towns  to  the 
eerious  detriment  of  property  in  those 
towns,  in  which  said  league  had  ob- 
tained a  foothold ;  and,  whether  it  was 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  take  steps  with  regard  to  the 
branches  of  this  league  established  at 
Listowel,  Tralee,  and  elsewhere  f 

The  FIEST  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gudbtoke)  (Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian), 
in  repljr,  gaid,  that  the  House  League 
was  being  carefully  watched  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government ;  but  he  did  not 
understand  that  it  was  at  present  cre- 
ating great  or  generalalarm,  or  that  any 
case  had  arisen  to  make  it  desirable  to 
take  any  special  measures. 

ifr.  JU  Cohain 


COAL  MUTES  BILL. 

S[E  E.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  (Lanca- 
shire, 8.W.,  Newton)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
what  was  the  course  Her  Majesty's 
Government  proposed  to  pursue  with 
regard  to  the  Coal  Mines  Bill  which 
stood  on  the  Paper  for  to-day  ? 

The  SEORETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
CaiLDEBs)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  I  have  to 
apologize  for  not  being  in  the  House 
last  night  whenthe  discussion  took  place 
in  regard  to  the  Bill;  but  I  was  absent 
through  indisposition.  In  reply  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  may  perhaps  in- 
form the  House  preciselyhowwe  stand  as 
to  this  Bill.  AVe  agreed  to  its  being  read 
a  second  time  on  the  understanding 
which  I  stated,  that  it  should  be  placed 
in  the  same  position  as  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  on  the  same  subject,  which 
had  been  read  a  second  time  a  few 
minutes  before.  To  this,  it  is  true,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  would 
not  agree,  and  set  down  the  Committee, 
in  spite  of  my  protest,  for  an  earlier 
day.  The  Committee  stage  was  reached 
on  Wednesday,  ihe  10th,  after  a  quarter 
to  6,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  suc- 
seeded  in  moving  the  Speaker  out  of  the 
Chair.  I  objected  immediately  after- 
wards, and  Progress  was  reported,  yester- 
day being  named  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman for  the  continuance  of  the  debate 
in  Committee.  Shortly  afterwards  I  saw 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  another 
subject,  and  he  explained  to  me  why,  in 
his  opinion,  legislation  was  urgent.  Bat 
I  said  in  reply  that  I  could  make  no 
change  in  the  date  when  I  thought  that 
the  Committee  should  be  resumed — that 
is  to  say,  the  date  for  the  Committee  on 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Membei  for  Donegal 
—until  I  had  read  and  considered  the 
Beport  of  the  Mines  Commission,  which 
I  daily  expected  to  receive.  I  aaid  that 
after  reading  and  coDsidering  that  Be- 
port I  might  have  to  make  a  statement 
to  the  House  and  to  communicate  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Donegal  about  their  Bills. 
I  received  yesterday  the  Eeport ;  but  I 
have  not  yet  had  time  to  study  it  com- 
pletely, and  at  this  moment  I  em  not 
able  to  advise  the  House  as  to  these  two 
Bills.  I  have  also  received  ioiporEant 
sug^tioos  from  the  Miners*  Conference. 
My  impression  is  that  I  shall  be  able  to 
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introdace  a  Bill  immediately  founded  on 
the  Beport,  and  that  it  will  cover  the 
Thole  ^ound  and  render  any  other  Bill 
unnecessary.  TlDdertbese  circumstances, 
I  hope  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  postpone  the  Committee  on  the  Bill 
for  a  few  days. 

Sir  R.  A8SHET0N  OBOSS  intimated 
that  he  would  postpone  the  Committee 
stage  for  10  days. 

MOTIONS. 

 0  

GONTAOIOUS  DISEASES  AOTS,  1866-1869. 
BESOLUTION. 

Mr.  STANSFELD  (HaUfax),  in 
rising  to  call  attention  to  the  subject,  and 
to  move,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  the  Conta^ous  Diseases  Acts, 
1866-1869,  ought  to  be  repealed."  said, 
he  did  80  with  a  confident  hope  that  his 
Motion  would  be  successful.  The  Acts 
were  passed  without  discussion,  in 
silence,  and  be  might  say  by  stealth. 
["No,  no!"]  If  there  was  any  doubt 
on  the  matter  he  would  prove  it.  The 

S resent  Prime  Minister,  on  the  7tb  of 
[ay,  1883^  used  these  words— 

*'  Most  nnfortunately,  tboagh  from  the  best 
of  motivoa — from  the  desire  to  prevent  public 
diBCOBsion  on  a  subject  not  fit  lor  proper  dis- 
cussion— these  Acts  were  passed  almost  without 
the  knowledge  of  aayooe.  He  was  a  Member  of 
the  GoTwnmmt  at  the  time  tiiey  were  passed ; 
bat  he  did  not  know  how  they  pasted,  or  by 
whom  they  were  carried  throogh  the  Kraso.** 
— (S  HatiMrif  [S79]  65.) 

And,  again,  in  reply  to  an  hon.  Member, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  observed — 

* '  I  said  that  these  Acts  were  passed  in  general 
obscurity,  and  that  tiiey  were  never  brought 
before  the  Cabinet  of  which  I  was  a  Member." 

Those  statements  were  oonclusLve  of  the 
circamstanoes  and  conditions  under  which 
this  legislatum  took  place.  It  was  his 
(Mr.  Stansfeld's)  conviction,  shared  by  a 
great  part  of  the  country,  that  had  it  not 
been  for  that  silence  and  the  rapid  way 
in  which  the  Actswere  smuggled  uirougb 
Parliament,  they  never  would  have  been 
enacted,  so  strong  would  have  been  the 

tublio  indignation  at  their  provisions, 
ince  then  17  weary  years  had  passed, 
in  which  many  hundreds  of  persons,  both 
men  and  women,  had  spent  their  time, 
some  their  lives,  and  some  had  broken 
their  hearts,  in  the  endeavour  to  get 
these  Acts  repealed ;  and  he  thought 
after  that  lapse  of  time,  l^e  moment  had 


arrived  when  he  was  entitled  to  claim 
from  that  new  Parliament  a  decisive 
and  final  verdict.  Further  delay  would 
be  inconceivable  and  impossible.  The 
subject  had  been  exhausted  by  a  succes- 
sion of  inquiries,  and  had  been  judged 
by  the  late  Parliament,  and  by  the  coun- 
try at  large.  In  1870,  they  had  a  Hoyal 
Commission  which  reportra  on  the  whole 
question.  Next,  they  had  a  Committee 
of  that  Souse  in  1879,  which  eat  in  two 
Parliaments.  He  laboured  on  that  Com- 
mittee, and  he  never  went  through  a 
heavier  or  more  repulsive  piece  of  work; 
but  it  was  work  undertaken  from  a 
sense  of  duty.  The  Commission  pre- 
sented two  Eeports — the  Eeport  of  the 
majority  and  the  Report  of  the  minority, 
the  latter  being  his.  The  Beports  were 
antagonistio  in  every  paragraph.  He 
appealed  to  the  late  House  of  Commons, 
and  on  the  20th  of  April,  1883,  be  suc- 
ceeded in  carrying,  by  a  majority  of  70, 
a  Kesolution  by  which  the  House  dis- 
approved of  these  Acts  upon  moral 
grounds.  In  consequence  of  tbatBesolu- 
tion,  which  was  accepted  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  under  the  present  Prime 
Minister,  the  system  of  compulsorv  ex- 
amination had  practically  ceased  to  'be  in 
operation  in  this  country.  That  8U6- 
pension  of  the  operation  of  the  Acts 
was,  however,  only  regarded  as  a  tem- 
porary expedient,  and  the  late  Govern- 
ment of  his  right  bon.  Friend  felt  and 
acknowledged  the  obligation  to  do  some- 
thing more.  They  introduced  first  one, 
nnd  then  another  Bill,  each  absolutely 
repealing  the  Acts,  but  also  contain- 
ing clauses  to  which  a  great  many 
who  had  devoted  the  greatest  amount 
of  time  to  the  subject  felt  very  strong 
and  conscientious  objections.  Partly 
because  of  those  objections  to  those 
elaujBes,  hot  mainly  from  the  pres- 
sure of  Public  Business,  the  Bills  were 
not  pressed  through  the  House.  But, 
at  the  close  of  the  last  Session,  a  discus- 
sion took  place,  and  the  view  was  ex- 
pressed, both  irom  the  Treasury  and 
the  Front  Opposition  Benches,  that  the 
question  was  ripe  for  some  solution; 
but  it  was  thought  fitting  that  it  should 
be  left  to  the  new  Parliament ;  and  now 
he  brought  it  before  the  new  Parlia- 
ment, and  asked  for  some  definite  legis- 
lation on  the  subject.  He  objected 
to  these  Acts  in  a  threefold  manner — 
upon  moral,  conslitutional,  and  hygienic 
grounds.   For  many  yean  past  he  had 
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undertaken  in  that  Houee,  and  else- 
where, the  painful  burden  of  bringing' 
forward  the  statistical  argument  to  prove 
that  which  he  bdieved  was  the  hygienic 
failure  of  the  Acts.  On  that  occasion  he 
would  not  go  into  the  statistical  question 
how  far  the  Acts  had  or  had  not  fulfilled 
the  objects  for  which  they  were  passed, 
for  he  believed  that  on  the  two  former 
grounds  public  opinion  was  overwhelm- 
ingly on  his  side.  Neither  did  he  intend 
to  enter  upon  the  hygienic  argument, 
for  he  did  not  think  the  House  would 
stoop  to  consider  that  part  of  the  ques- 
tion, because  hon.  Members  had  come 
to  their  own  conclusion  upon  the  matter 
on  different  and  higher  grounds.  He 
thought  that  the  public  were  of  opinion 
that  if  the  Military  and  Naval  Autho* 
rities  of  this  country  were  desirous,  as 
they  ought  to  be,  of  diminishm^  the 
amount  and  severity  of  disease  in  the 
Army  and  Navy,  it  behoved  them  to  find 
other  means  for  this  purpose  than  those 
which  had  been  adopted  under  those 
Acts.  Means  must  be  found  which  would 
not  sin  against  the  principle  of  liberty 
and  law,  and  which  would  not  have  any 
of  the  objections  which  most  of  them 
had  found  against  the  policy  and  prin- 
ciple of  legislation  on  the  subject.  There 
were  only  two  principles  between  which 
Parliament  must  take  its  choice— the 
principle  of  freedom,  and  the  principle 
of  the  Acts,  which  was  that  of  compul- 
sion. Parliament  must  choose  between 
those  two  principles,  for  there  was  no 
half-way  house.  It  was  a  false  doctrine 
to  suppose  that  the  principle  of  compul- 
sion in  this  matter  could  be  accepted 
without  producing  some  effect  apon  tbia 
particular  vice.  That  effect  woxud  bo  to 
stimulate  and  increase  its  amount.  He 
knew  something  of  the  progress  of  opi- 
nion with  regard  to  this  subject  in  the 
Services.  A  sense  of  discipline  kept 
officers  and  men  silent ;  but  he  was  cer- 
tain that  there  had  been  a  growth  of 
opinion  in  favour  of  the  principle  which 
he  advocated — the  principle  of  freedom, 
instead  of  that  of  compulsion.  He  asked 
the  House  to  determine  in  favour  of  the 
priociplo  of  liberty,  and,  above  and 
beyond  alt,  to  do  so  because  the  prin- 
ciple of  com|>ul8ion  in  its  action  upon 
the  public  mind  and  upon  the  minds  of 
those  who  were  most  concerned  in  the 
matter  tended  to  give  a  sanction,  and 
therefore  a  stimulus,  to  that  vice  which 
was  the  cause  of  disease  which  all  were 

Mr.  Statu/eld 


desirous  of  diminishing.  He  thought 
that  the  House  would  arrive  at  a  con- 
clusion upon  this  matter  upon  constitu- 
tional and  moral  and  religious  grounds. 
In  the  campaign  against  these  Acts  he 
had  never  sought  to  obtaiu  a  mere  tac- 
tical advantage,  for  the  objects  which 
he  and  his  Friends  had  in  view  were  far 
higher  than  the  mere  repeal  of  the  Acts. 
That  object  was  to  rouse  the  public  mind 
to  the  degradation  and  the  crime  which 
resulted  from  the  growth  of  this  par- 
ticular vice.  That  crime  had  been  suc- 
cessfully dealt  with  by  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  Act,  which  was  the  out- 
come of  their  17  years'  agitation.  It  was 
they  who  tracked  the  Belgian  traffic, 
which  led  to  the  appointment  of  the 
Lords'  Committee ;  and  nobody  could 
say  that  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment 
Act  was  not  acting  effectually  in  ezpos- 
iog,  as  well  as  repressing,  crime.  More 
than  that,  they  wished  to  raise  the  moral 
tone  of  the  country ;  and  in  that  they 
had  succeeded.  Associations  for  pro- 
moting social  purity  had  sprung  up  all 
over  the  country,  and  in  all  the  churches 
of  the  land  men's  minds  had  been 
awakened  on  the  subject.  That  was  in 
conseijuence  of  their  agitation,  and  part 
of  its  justification.  He  had  a  firm  con- 
viction that  when  the  House  had  re- 
pealed the  Contagious  Diseases  Acts, 
when  they  had  turned  their  minds  to 
the  better  and  true  belief  that  vice  was 
capable  of  diminution,  and  that  law  and 
government  ought  to  be  on  the  side  of 
virtue,  and  not  on  the  side  of  vice,  they 
would  ail  be  conscious  of  a  great  relief, 
and  of  a  sustaining  and  wSl-grounded 
hope;  and  he  believed  that  a  general 
raising  of  the  moral  health  of  the  com- 
munity and  of  a  spirit  of  true  manliness 
would  abide  with  them,  and  be  their 
justification  and  reward.  He  begged  to 
move  the  Motion  which  stood  in  his 
name. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That,  iQ  the  opinioo  of  this  House,  the 
Contagious  DiBeases  Acts,  1866-1869,  ought  to 
be  repealed."— (Jtfr.  Stamfeld.) 

The  secretary  of  STATE  poe 

WAR  (Mr.  CAMPBELL-BAHNBBUAirKStir- 

ling,  &c.)  said,  he  was  sure  that  the  House 
would  agree  with  him  in  recognizing 
the  clearness  mHi  which  his  right  hm. 
Friend  had,  as  was  usual  with  nim,  put 
before  the  House  the  case  for  this 
Motion,  and  the  temperato  tone  with 
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which  he  had  dealt  vith  the  subject. 
Fortunately,  it  was  not  necessary  for 
the  House  to  re- argue  the  point  upon 
which  the  late  House  of  Commons 
pronounced  its  judgment  on  April  20, 
1883.  He  said  tbis  was  fortunate,  not 
only  on  account  of  the  inherent  im- 
pleasautness  of  the  subject,  but  because 
it  was  a  subject  which,  bo  far  as  it  de- 
pended upon  medical  details  and  hy- 
gienic theory,  the  House  of  Commons  as 
an  Assembly  was  little  fitted  to  discuss. 
At  that  time,  three  years  ago,  the  House 
was  in  full  possession  of  ^e  facts.  A 
strong  Select  Committee  bad  sat  for 
several  years,  and  had  collected  a  great 
mass  of  evidence.  The  arguments  for 
and  against  the  practice  of  compulsory 
examination  were  urged  with  an  unusual 
degree  of  zeal  and  fervour,  because  it 
was  a  peculiarity  of  this  subject  that, 
to  the  astonishment  of  plain  people  like 
himself,  it  seemed  to  supply  both  to  the 
upholders  and  to  the  assailants  of  these 
Acts  a  sort  of  new  religion.  At  any 
rate,  the  House  had  the  benefit  of  a  full 
exposition  of  all  the  facts  and  argu- 
ments on  either  side,  and  it  pronounced 
a  decided  judment  upon  them.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  groat  majority  of  those 
who  contributed  to  that  dedsion  were 
not  actuated  by  any  high-pitched  theory 
in  the  matter ;  but  they  asked  them- 
selves this  question — Granted  that  some 
benefit  has  been  proved  to  the  health 
of  our  soldiers  and  sailors,  and  to 
the  condition  of  the  towns  to  which 
the  Acts  apply,  is  the  advantage  so 
gained  worm  the  coat?  And  when  he 
spoke  of  cost,  he  did  not  mean  the  ex- 
penditure in  money,  but  the  grievous 
hurt  to  the  sentiment  and  instinct  and 
conscience  of  a  great  part  of  the  nation. 
Thereupon  the  practice  of  compulsory 
examination  was  abandoned ;  and  he 
ventured  to  say  that  it  was  impossible 
that  any  Government  or  any  Houae  of 
Commons  should  revive  it.  And  his 
light  hon.  Friend  now  asked  why  they 
should  retain  on  the  Statute  Book  pro- 
visions which  were  in  disuse,  and  which 
were  dirased,  not  because  it  was  tem- 
porarily inexpedient  to  put  them  in 
operation,  but  because  a  majority  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and,  probably,  in 
his  (Mr.  Campbell -Bannerman's)  opi- 
nion, a  still  larger  majority  in  the  coun- 
try, condemned  and  repudiated  them. 
So  far  as  the  Government  was  oon- 
eeme^  it  was  a  matter  of  course  that 


I  they  should  support  the  Motion  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  because,  in  1883, 
shortly  after  the  decision  of  the  House 
to  which  he  had  referred,  the  former 
Liberal  Government  brought  in  a  Bill 

Sroviding  for  the  absolute  repeal  of  the 
ontagious  DiEoases  Acts,  so  that  this 
was  no  new  opinion  of  theirs.  That  Bill 
was  not  proceeded  with,  having  met 
with  strong  opposition,  owing  to  a  new 
proposal  it  contained,  that  although 
there  should  be  no  compulsox^  examina- 
tion, yet  if  a  person  voluntarily  entered 
one  of  the  hospitals,  there  should  be 
power  of  detention  until  thoroughly 
cured.  It  was  not  the  intention  of  the 
present  Government  now  to  renew  a 
proposal  to  that  effect.  It  would  be  re- 
garded, on  the  one  hand,  with  great 
jealousy,  on  the  ground  that  the  powers 
given  might  be  abused ;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  there  was  no  very  high 
estimate  formed  of  the  effect  on  the 
health  of  the  Army  and  Navy  of  such  a 
system,  if  standing  by  itself.  But  then 
it  would  be  asked  of  the  Government — 
and  the  question  would  be  addressed 
with  personl  directness  to  himself,  who 
had  an  immediate  responsbility  to  that 
House  for  the  efficiency  of  the  Army — 
"Are  you  content  to  leave  things  as 
they  are  ?  Are  you  so  satisfied  with  the 
information  supplied  to  yon  that  you 
will  take  no  steps  to  secure  the  health, 
both  moral  and  physical,  of  our  sol- 
diers? "  His  answer  was  "  No,"  he  was 
not.  He  was  not  content  to  see  them 
left  exposed  to  the  evils  which  now  sur- 
rounded them ;  but  he  feared  that  they 
would  remain  so  exposed  until  these  Acts 
were  repealed.  The  figures  supplied  to 
him  undoubtedly  showed,  as  they  might 
expect,  that  there  had  been  a  consider- 
abl  e  increase  of  disease  following  thesus- 
pension  of  compulsory  police  action  in 
the  protected  districts.  He  found  that 
the  admission  to  hospitals,  which  ave- 
raged  49-6  per  1,000  during  the  years 
1873-82,  rose  to  110  0  in  1883,  and  had 
been  138*0  in  1884,  and  (estimated) 
142-6  in  1885.  Similarly  the  proportion 
of  men  constantly  sick  was  3*87  from 
1873  to  1882;  8-66  in  188S;  12-41  in 
1884;  and  11-79  in  1885.  The  House 
would  thus  observe  that  there  was  a 
great  leap  up  in  1883,  but  that  since 
then  the  rate  of  increase  had  not  been 
sustained.  And  it  was  a  singular  fact 
that,  in  stations  not  under  the  Acts,  the 
progress  of  disease  appeared  to  have 
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followed,  though  not  in  the  same  degree, 
the  Bame  course.  In  those  stations,  the 
ratios  per  1,000  had  been  for  the  10 
years  before  1883,  for  1883,  for  1884, 
and  for  1885,  of  admissions,  121-0, 
168-8,  160-0,  and  184-4;  and  of  con- 
stantly sick,  8-07,  16-81,  14  01,  and 
13-75  respdotiTolj.  He  thought  itright 
to  state  these  fignras  to  the  House ;  but, 
knowinff  the  keenness  of  the  contro- 
versy} he  left  it  to  hon.  Members  to 
draw  their  own  deductions  from  them. 
The  main  fact  before  them  was  this — 
that  the  country  had  pronounced  against 
State  interference  in  this  matter.  Some 
hon.  Members  might  not  like  or  approve 
of  that  decision ;  but  they  must  deal  with 
it  as  a  fact.  Another  fact  was,  that  one  of 
the  effects  of  any  intervention  of  the 
State  always  was  that  it  strangled  local 
and  individual  effort ;  and  they  might  be 
sure  that  so  long  as  the  direct  action  of 
the  State  was  merely  suspended,  and 
the  chance  remained  of  its  being  again 
put  in  motion,  the  localities  would  fail 
fully  to  undertake  this  du^.  It  was  to 
the  localities  that  he  looked  for  a  remedy 
for  this  great  evil ;  and  he  was  sure  that 
their  public  spirit  and  capacity  of  look- 
ing after  their  own  afTairs  were  quite 
equal  to  the  task  ;  and,  to  put  it  plainly, 
it  was  only  according  to  one's  know- 
ledge of  human  nature  that  they  should 
see  them  maintain  a^asaire  attitude  so 
long  as  it  was  possible  that  the  work 
might  be  done  by  the  exertions  and  paid 
out  of  the  pocket  of  the  State.  It  might 
be  said  that  it  was  unfair  to  place  this 
duty  upon  the  inhabitants  of  the  garri- 
son towns,  because  the  Government 
created  in  them  an  abnormal  condition 
of  society  by  bringing  to  them  a  great 
number  of  young  men,  and,  therefore, 
the  Government  were  responsible  for  the 
results.  But  would  the  garrison  towns 
be  pleased  if  the  garrisons  were  re- 
moved 7  Did  not  they  derive  their  im- 
portance  and  a  great  part  of  their  com- 
mercial pTOsperitj  from  the  great  naval 
and  mihtary  establishments ;  and  was  it 
too  much  for  the  Government  to  say 
that  they  must  take  the  rough  with  the 
smooth,  and  as  they  had  the  benefits  so 
they  must  deal  with  the  evils  arising 
from  the  presence  of  large  bodies  of 
soldiers  and  sailors  among  them  ?  There 
were  two  separate  branches  of  this  ques- 
tion. There  was,  first  of  all,  the  ques- 
tion of  order  and  decency  in  the  streets 
and  houses  of  a  town.   Since  1883,  in 


such  towns  as  Portsmouth  and  Ply- 
mouth, the  state  of  things  in  this  respect 
had  been  deplorable.  But  this  had  been 
not  owing  to  the  suspension  of  the  Acts, 
but  owing  to  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police  engaged  under  the 
Acts.  They  had  done  ordinary  police 
work ;  and  why  should  Portemouth,  or 
Devonport,  or  Dover  have  their  streets 
kept  in  decent  order  at  the  expense  of 
the  general  taxpayer,  when  the  large 
towns  oi  the  North  of  England  and 
Scotland  had  completely  fulfilled  this 
duty  for  themselves,  and  at  the  expense 
of  their  own  ratepayers  ?  If  these 
Southern  towns  lacked  powers  under 
the  law  as  it  at  present  stood  to  deal 
with  this  great  evil,  Parliament  would 
no  doubt  be  willing  to  help  them. 
In  the  second  place,  there  was  the 
humanitarian  side  of  the  question.  It 
would  be  most  lamentable  if  the  local 
hospitals  which  had  been  maintained 
under  these  Acts,  and  in  which,  what- 
ever evils  might  be  associated  with 
them,  thousands  of  poor  women  had  had 
some  alleviation,  were  to  be  closed.  He 
felt  sure  that  the  localities  would  be 
ready  to  support  these  humane  institu- 
tions, and  they  might  have  some  assist- 
ance oontinned  to  them  from  pablio 
funds  under  reasonable  conditions.  So 
long,  however,  as  the  Acts  remained, 
neither  would  women  resort  to  the  h(M- 
pitals,  dreading  as  they  did  the  conse- 
quences, nor  would  the  mimioipalities 
and  local  communities  be  ready  to  exert 
themselves  in  the  maintenance  of  decent 
order  or  in  the  support  of  hospitals. 
Hence  it  was  that,  in  the  interests  of 
decency  and  health  and  humanity,  as 
well  as  of  political' consistency,  seeing 
what  had  been  done  in  1883,  he  should 
support  the  Motion. 

Sia  JOHN  KENNAWAT  (Devon, 
Honiton),  in  rising  to  move,  as  an 
Amendment,  to  add  to  the  Motion  the 
words — 

"  Due  prorisioQ  at  the  Bame  time  being  made 
for  the  continued  matntenanoe  of  hoapital  ac- 
commodation, with  adet^uate  treatment  of 
vomeu  voluntarilf  saeking  admission  and 
medical  car»," 

said,  he  hesitated  to  accept  the  doctrine 
that  an  improved  state  of  morality  had 
resulted  from  the  operations  of  the  orga- 
nization of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite(Mr.  Stansfeld)  bad  spoken; 
bat  he  folly  recognized  and  acknow- 
ledged the  eamestaese  and  consistency 
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with  which  the  repeal  of  the  Acts  had 
been  advocated  by  the  right  hon.  Geu- 
tleman ;  and  he  hoped  he  would  accept 
the  Amendment,  which  would  bring  the 
oontroTersy  on  this  very  painful  subject 
to  an  end.  He  doubted,  however,  if 
hon.  Afembms  hod  considered  the  far- 
zeacbing  oonsequenoes  of  that  repeal  to 
ffeneratioBB  jet  unborn.  It  must  be 
oonie  in  mind  that  the  Acts  were  passed 
to  meet  terrible  evils  that  could  not  be 
allowed  to  exist  in  a  civiliied  conntry 
without  a  legislative  attempt  at  remedy. 
The  present  Lord  Aberdare,  when  Home 
Secretary  as  Mr.  Bruce,  received  a  Me- 
morial in  favour  of  the  Acts,  signed  by 
3,600  physicians  and  surgeons,  including 
the  chief  practitioners  of  the  day,  many 
ministers  of  religion,  matrons  of  hos- 
pitals, and  many  other  persons  of  ex- 
perience had  borne  testimony  to  the 
[Mneficial  working  of  the  Acts ;  but  he 
agreed  that  there  was  a  feeling  in  the 
country  that  these  benefits  had  been  ob- 
tained at  too  high  a  moral  cost,  that 
there  had  been  an  appearance  of  making 
vice  easy  for  men,  and  he  was  sot  snr^ 
prised  at  the  support  the  right  hon, 
Qentleman  had  received.  But,  if  the 
Acts  were  ranoved,  shoiild  we  fold  our 
arms  and  do  nothing  for  those  unfortu- 
nate women  in  garrison  towns,  reduced 
to  their  wretched  state,  to  some  extent, 
by  the  action  of  the  State  itself?  With 
the  compulsory  clauses  eliminated,  there 
were  other  provisions  underwbich  women 
could  be  admitted  and  retained  in  hos- 
pitals until  they  were  cured  ;  and  there 
were  military  and  naval  hospitals  for  the 
purpose  supported  by  £16,488  voted  in 
the  Estimates.  The  State  provided  for 
the  relief  of  diseases  such  as  small-pox 
and  cholera ;  and  these  poor  women  had 
a  wedal  claim,  in  that  they  fell  victims 
to  the  consequences  of  the  State  keeping 
together  large  bodies  of  men  in  a  state 
enforced  edibaoy  at  a  time  of  life  when 
their  animal  passions  were  strongest,  and 
the^  were  least  able  to  resist  temptation. 
Voluntary  local  effort  would  not  meet 
the  case.  If  the  work  was  to  be  done  at 
all,  it  should  be  well  done;  and  he 
maintained  there  was  as  much  reason 
for  keeping  women  in  the  hospital 
against  their  will  until  they  were  cured, 
as  for  the  similar  treatment  of  patients 
afflicted  with  any  infectious  disease ;  and 
he  exhorted  the  Government  to  have  the 
courage  of  their  opinions.  He  put  his 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  recogaizing 


the  prejudice  against  the  Acts,  because 
the  country  had  a  responsibility  of  which 
it  could  not  divest  itself  by  talking  of 
the  gain  to  a  town  f^m  hanng*  a  garri- 
son.  No  shallow  pretence  would  excuse 
the  State  shirking  its  duty  and  shutting 
the  hospital  doors  against  the  poor, 
suffering  women  who  came  for  help, 
leaving  them  to  die  like  dogs  in  the 
street.  He  believed  that  even  in  this 
country,  when  the  real  facts  of  the  case 
were  put  before  them,  they  would  recog- 
nixe  their  responsibility,  and  refuse  to 
sanction  such  repulsive  and  inhuman 
conduct.  He  believed  also  that  the 
women  of  this  country  would  recognize 
their  responsibility  to  provide  for  the 
relief  of  tiieir  poor  fallen  sisters  by  some 
means  more  certain  and  continuous  than 
voluntary  effort.  In  thai  belief  he  moved 
his  Amendment  to  the  Motion,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  and  the  Mover  of  the  original  Mo- 
tion would  accede  to  that  very  reason- 
able proposition.  If  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  would  consent  to  accept  the 
addition,  he  and  many  others,  he  was 
sure,  would  support  the  Motion  as  thus 
amended. 

Sib  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham,  Bar- 
nard Caetie),  in  rising  to  second  the 
Motion,  said,  that  he  desired  to  speak 
to  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Honiton  Division 
of  Devonshire  (Sir  John  Kennaway). 
They  could  not,  he  thought,  rid  them- 
selves of  the  responsibility  that  would 
still  remain  upon  them  when  these 
Acts  were  repe^ed.  We  should  still  be 
left  then  with  these  unfortunate  crea- 
tures not  only  in  the  streets  of  our  gar- 
rison towns,  but  of  other  towns  as  well. 
It  was  desirable,  then,  as  a  matter  of 
humanity,  that  something  should  be 
done  to  relieve  their  sufferings ;  but  it 
must,  however,  be  recollected  that  this 
question  did  not  merely  affect  these  un- 
fortunate women,  but  that  we  had  to 
deal  with  a  disease  which  spread  itself 
to  unborn  and  innocent  generations. 
Therefore,  it  was  our  duty  to  do  what 
we  oould  to  put  a  stop  to  the  progress 
of  disease.  Assuming  that  we  adopted 
the  voluntary  system  in  the  treatment  of 
these  women  as  to  the  vice  from  which 
it  arose,  there  was,  perhaps,  no  better 
way  of  checking  it  than  the  one  which 
had  been  indicated  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 
The  officers  of  the  Army  had  of  late 
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been  doing  a  great  deal  with  respect  to 
the  Boldiers  in  regard  to  providing  them 
with  more  amusement  and  more  occu- 
pation for  their  time ;  and,  probably,  we 
must  look  to  these  means,  and  to  the  re- 
cruiting of  a  better  class  of  men,  and  to 
keeping  the  soldiers  out  of  the  haunts  of 
Tice  to  a  greater  extent  than  had  hitherto 
been  the  oaae.  Then  he  believed  the 
treatment  they  reoeived,  and  Uie  in- 
fluence brought  to  bear  upon  these 
women  in  the  hospital  to  whion  they  re- 
sorted Tolimtarily,  would  have  a  good 
e£fect  in  inducing  many  of  these  poor 
creatures  to  lead  better  lives.  The  State, 
he  could  not  conceal  from  himself,  had 
a  great  responsibility  in  this  matter 
from  the  fact  of  its  creating  an  un- 
natural state  of  things  by  bringing  to- 
gether a  large  number  of  young  men  in 
garrison  towns  and  keeping  them  there 
in  a  state  of  celibacy.  He  would,  how- 
ever, leave  the  matter  of  the  future 
control  of  those  hospitals  for  future  dis- 
cussion. It  was  sufficient  for  his  pre- 
sent purpose  to  say  that  a  great  de^  of 
good  could  be  done  in  the  voluntary 
hospitals  contemplated  by  the  Amend- 
ment. Then  poor  women  would  come 
voluntarily  into  these  hospitals,  where 
they  would  not  onlybe  medically  treated, 
but  they  would  be  placed  under  kind 
supervision,  and  would,  it  was  to  be 
hoped,  be  led  by  the  influences  there 
exerted  upon  them  to  lead  better  lives ; 
and  they  might  even,  in  many  cases,  be 
restored  to  their  friends.  Those  who 
had  looked  into  the  state  of  our  garrison 
towns  knew  that  the  state  of  the  streets 
would  be  very  different  from  what  they 
were  if  the  authorities  did  their  duty. 
Unfortunately,  they  did  not.  He  con- 
cluded, however,  that  the  Municipal 
Authorities  of  those  towns  were  bound  to 
act  for  the  improvement  of  the  state  of 
the  streets.  With  regard  to  the  estab- 
lishment of  hospitals  for  voluntary  re- 
sort, he  would  not  limit  them  to  garrison 
towns.  He  thought  that  in  every  town 
hospital  aooommodation  should  be  pro- 
vided by  Boards  of  Guardians  or  oUier 
authorities  for  the  reception  of  these  un- 
unfortnnate  women.  Those  hospitals 
ought  to  be  kept  up,  and,  if  placed 
under  the  charge  of  a  godly  matron, 
might  do  much  moral  as  well  as  physi- 
cal good.  But  he  looked  to  an  improve- 
ment in  the  moral  tone  of  the  Army  and 
Navy  to  effect  that  change  for  the  better 
which  was  so  earnestly  to  be  desired. 
Sir  Jft^gih  jPww 


He  would  conclude  by  seconding  th« 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  QaeitioD,  to  add  the  words 
"  doe  proviaion  at  the  came  time  bein^  made 
for  the  continued  maintenance  of  hoqutal  ac- 
commodation with  adequate  treatment  m  women 
voluntarily  aeelrin^  admiesion  and  medical 
care." — {Sir  John  Kftutawaj/.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  PULESTON  (Devonport)  said, 
he  did  not  propose  to  occupy  mutdi 
of  their  time  in  what  would  virtually 
be  thrashing  a  dead  horse;  bnt  he 
could  not  consistently  allow  the  pre- 
sent opportunity  to  pass  without 
touching  upon  one  or  two  points  in 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Stansfeld).  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
Prime  Minister  had  said  that  these  Acts 
were  passed  tub  tiUntio  17  years  ago; 
but  at  that  time  Mr.  Gladstone  was  him- 
self Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
would,  as  such,  have  to  pass  the  Esti- 
mates for  carrying  t^em  out.  Since 
then  they  had  had  many  opportunities 
of  discussing  the  Contagious  Diseases 
Acts,  the  merits  or  demerits  of  which 
were  well  threshed  out  in  the  Commit- 
tee to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  referred.  That  Committee  sat 
three  years,  and  resulted  in  a  majority 
and  a  minority  Seport,  the  former  signed 
by  10  and  the  latter  by  6  Members.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  preferred  the  latter 
Beport ;  but  he  (Mr.  Puleston)  did  not 
see  why  it  should  be  entitled  to  greater 
authority  than  the  Beport  of  the  majo- 
rity. In  that  Committee,  and  subse- 
quently in  that  House,  these  Acts  were 
manfully  supported  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learoed  Gentleman  the  present 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  and  the  pre- 
sent Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Mr.  Acland),  and  he  was  glad  to  see 
both  those  Gentlemen  in  their  places 
that  night.  He  could  only  describe  Uie 
Bgures  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
as  startling.  The  publication  of  such 
figures  rttidered  it  unnoessary  for  him 
to  quote  the  statistics  sliowing  the  con- 
dition of  Devonport  during  the  last 
three  years  as  compared  with  the  condi- 
tion of  the  town  during  the  three  years 
immediately  preceding  the  action  of  the 
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be  allowed  to  lapse,  because  their  ten- 
deni^  was  in  the  direction  of  suppress- 
ing juvenile  vice,  and  because  they  con- 
tributed to  the  preservation  of  order  and 
decency.  The  Select  Committee  that  bad 
inquired  into  the  subject  had  reported 
that  the  objects  of  the  Acts  were  good, 
and  that  they  had,  according  to  the 
tenour  of  Memorials  from  Portsmouth, 
Plymouth,  and  Devonport,  been  the 
means  of  relieving  great  snffering,  and 
had  afforded  many  young  girls,  who 
were  just  falling  into  crime,  the  oppor- 
tunity of  returning  to  a  proper  life. 
Statistic  had  shown  the  great  damage 
that  the  withdrawal  of  uie  operation 
of  the  Acts  had  brought  about;  but 
their  opponents  had  said  that  th^ir  sta- 
tistics were  cooked  and  unreliable.  He 
(Mr.  PoleBtonj)  wished  to  give  those  who 
differed  from  him  on  the  subject  credit 
for  conscientious  motives;  but  they  de- 
clined to  extend  the  same  tolerance  to 
those  who  differed  from  them.  They 
claimed  for  themselves  a  monopoly  of 
good  intention.  He  admitted  thatpublic 
opinion,  as  represented  in  that  House, 
was  now  opposed  to  the  Acts ;  but 
the  public  little  knew  bow  effective 
they  had  been  in  promoting  morality. 
Before  the  Acts  were  passed  they  had 
endeavoured  in  Plymouth  and  Devon- 
port  to  improve  the  moral  aspect  of  the 
towns.  Some  persons  said  it  was  their 
duty  to  do  00 ;  and  he  coold  say  that  the 
people  in  his  district  had  done  all  that 
they  ooold  to  disoha^  their  duty  in 
this  respect.  But  they  failed,  because 
local  effort,  as  proved  1^  former  expe- 
rience, unassisted  by  the  strong  arm  of 
the  Government,  could  not  cope  with 
the  evil.  If  the  wishes  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  garrison  towns  were  to 
be  completely  disregarded — if  even  the 
modest  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Honiton  Bivision  of  Devon- 
shire was  to  be  refused — a  chaotic  state 
of  things  would  ensue,  fraught  with 
much  absolute  cruelty.  He  bad  lately- 
received  a  letter  from  the  Town  Olerk 
of  Deronport,  who  wrote — 

"  None  of  the  supporters  of  the  Acts  in  this 
town  have  altered  their  opinion  as  regards  their 
beneficial  operation  ;  on  the  oontrary,  their  opi- 
nion has  been  confirmed  in  every  particular.'^ 

He  (Mr.  Fuleeton)  was  alarmed  at  the 
prospect  before  them,  if  they  were  to 
rest  seriously  upon  the  statement  made 
by  the  Seoretaiy  of  State  for  War ;  for 
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the  worst  form  of  the  disease  had  in- 
creased not  only  in  cases,  but  in  viru- 
lence. He  believed  that  was  ike  ex- 
perience of  not  only  the  Plymouth  and 
Devonport  people,  but  that  of  the  in- 
habitants of  Portsmouth  as  well.  He 
hoped  still  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  "War 
would  induce  the  Goremment  to  join 
him  in  accepting  the  Amendment  before 
the  House.  It  would,  in  some  degree, 
compensate  for  the  repeal  of  the  exist- 
ing Acts. 

Sia  WILLUM  GROSSMAN  (Ports- 
mouth)sMd,  as  theBepresentative  <^  agar- 
rison  town,  he  also  hoped  that  the  House 
would  accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
(Gentleman  the  Member  for  tiie  Honiton 
Division  of  Devonshire,  although  he 
knew  that  the  entire  repeal  of  the  Acts 
was  favoured  by  the  House  and  the 
country.  He  (Sir  William  Crossman) 
could  himself  ^eak  from  a  personid 
knowledge  of  Portsmouth,  for  many 
years  before  the  Acts  were  thought  of, 
and  he  could  only  say  that  before  the  Acts 
were  passed  the  streets  of  Portsmouth 
and  Portsea  were  a  disgrace  to  any 
civilized  land.  While  the  Acts  were  in 
full  operation  those  streets  were  re- 
spectable again;  but  since  the  Acts  had 
been  suspended  tbey  were  as  bad  as 
ever.  This  was  not  due,  as  had  been 
stated,  to  the  action  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police,  but  largely  to  the  operation  of 
these  Acts.  It  was  not  now  the  time  to 
go  into  hygienic  matters  connected  with 
uese  Acts,  and  therefore  he  would  (mly 
say  this — ^that  if  the  yean  1880-2,  whrai 
the  Acts  were  in  ftdl  operation,  were 
compared  with  the  years  1883-4,  when 
they  were  suspended,  it  would  be  found 
that  disease  had  increased  by  at  least  50 
per  cent.  He  did  hope  and  trust  that 
some  indulgence  would  still  be  afforded 
to  the  hospitals  in  the  garrison  towns  in 
the  shape  of  a  sum  of  money,  and  that 
the  House  would  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. He  was  surpriseii  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  be  consenting  parties 
to  the  repeal  of  the  Acts,  and  he  must 
oppose  the  Resolution. 

LoBD  GEOKOE  HAMILTON  (Mid* 
diesex,  Ealing)  said,  he  assumed  that 
the  Government  were  prepared  to  accept 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Frigid  (air 
John  Kennaway).  [Mr.  Gz>ax>stoitz  dis- 
sented.] Well,  he  had  assumed  it,  be- 
cause it  entirely  tallied  with  the  speedi 
oftheSecrekazyof  StateforWar.  The 
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ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  had  dearly,  and 
in  the  moat  distinot  manner,  informed 
the  HooM  that  it  would  be,  in  his  opi- 
nion, a  moet  lamentable  thing  if  the 
hospitals  were  closed.  What  he  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  wanted  the  Goram- 
ment  to  undertake  waa  that  thMO  hos- 

Eitals  ahonld  not  be  oloaed ;  and  he 
ad  hoped  that  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  Friend  woiild  meet  with 
unanimous  approval.  Until  the  Local 
Anthorities  had  been  approached,  with  a 
view  to  maintaining  and  supporting 
these  hospitals,  it  clearly  was  duty 
of  the  Government  to  be  respoDsible  for 
their  maiuteDance,  although  he  did  not 
understand  that  any  suoh  promise  was 
given  by  Parliament ;  and  he  thought  he 
could  show  that  it  was  the  bounden  duty 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  all  who 
thought  with  him  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment. Probably  not  half  the  Members 
of  the  present  House  were  pesent  at  the 
debate  in  1888,  when  the  oompnlso^ 
powers  under  the  Acts  were  suspended. 
Tb6  Acts  contained  two  powers— namely, 
oompnlsdHTT  oaminatum,  and  a  provi- 
sion for  the  maintenance  of  hoBpitids. 
On  the  occasion  of  the  debate  of  1883, 
the  right  hon.  QenUeman  the  Member 
for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  pointed  out 
that  he  did  not  propose  to  interfere  with 
Hie  maintenance  of  hospitals.  That 
statement,  of  course,  had  a  great  in- 
fluence in  tJie  House,  and  enabled 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  carry 
his  proposal  to  suspend  the  compulsory 
powers  of  examination  under  the  Acts. 
The  then  Secretary  of  SUte  for  War 
made  use  of  words  to  the  same  effect ; 
and  therefore  these  two  right  hon. 
Members  had  pledged  themselves,  as 
far  as  he  could  see,  to  support  the  pro- 
posal contained  in  the  Amendment  of 
his  h<m.  SViend.  As  to  the  hygienic 
effeot  of  the  soflpension  of  the  Acta,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stansfeld), 
in  his  speech,  always  assumed  that  these 
Acts  had  not  tended  to  prevent  disease. 
Man^  persons  accepted  that  statement, 
and  it  was  on  the  strength  of  that  state- 
ment that  the  compulsory  powers  were 
suspended.  But  what  was  the  real 
result  ?  When  he  (Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton) was  at  the  Admiralty,  he  was  sup- 
plied with  information  which  showed 
thai  there  had  been  a  great  increase  in 
disease  of  the  most  virulent  kind.  His 
experience  during  the  six  months  had 
convinced  him  that  the  suspension  of 

Lord  G40iyt  SmUtm 


these  Acts  had  been  a  great  evil.  Under 
these  oiroumstances,  he  trusted  the 
House  would  insist  upon  having  secu- 
rity that  the  work  now  being  done  by 
the  hospitals  would  be  OQnlanued. 

0^  FIBST  LOBD  OF  the  TBEA- 
8UET  (Mr.  W.  E.  Guostohe)  (£din- 
bnrgh,  Mid  Lothian)  said,  the  provinon 
in  ue  Acts  was  one  which,  in  the  first 
place,  did  nothing  to  insure  the  treat- 
ment of  these  diseases  in  hospitals  sup- 
ported by  the  public.  It  was  a  permis- 
sive power  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
might  provide,  cmd  then  it  was  specified 
what  should  follow  if  he  did  provide. 
The  oontention  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  was  that 
the  matter  was  best  dealt  with  by  the 
discretion  of  the  Government  and  the 
House ;  that  the  provision  in  the  Acts, 
as  it  now  stood,  did  not  carry  with  it 
any  operative  e^ect;  that  the  Amend- 
ment proposed,  for  the  first  time  by  Act, 
to  establish  this  principle  in  a  manner 
fettering  the  freedom  of  the  House ;  and 
that  they  should  rather  continue  as  they 
had  done,  without  ohan^,  the  subven- 
tions which  had  been  hitherto  granted, 
than  to  hamper  themselves  by  intro- 
ducing into  an  Act  of  Parliament  pro- 
visions of  a  positive  charactor  in  a  matter 
which,  in  their  opinion,  it  was  better  to 
leave  open.  Their  proposal  practically 
was  that  they  should  resist  the  Ameud- 
mest,  because  they  thought  the  footing 
on  which  the  mattw  now  stood  was  a 
wiser  and  a  better  one. 

Sn  MIOHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.)  said,  he  was  sure  it  was 
not  the  intention  or  the  wish  of  his  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  John  Kennaway)  to  estab- 
lish any  new  principle  into  this  matter. 
All  he  desired  was  that  proviaion  ahonld 
be  made  for  the  maintonanee  of  those 
existing  hospitals  which  were  now  paid 
for  out  of  money  ^vided  by  F^lia- 
ment.  His  hon.  Fnend  did  not  andar- 
stand  from  the  Secretary  of  State  that 
any  suoh  pledge  was  given.  Hiepr 
understood  him  to  point  out  that,  in  his 
opinion,  and  in  that  of  the  Government, 
this  work  should  be  undertaken  by  the 
Local  Authorities.  What  reason  had 
Her  Majesty's  Government  for  thinking 
that  any  of  the  Local  Authorities  would 
undertake  it  P  If  they  would  not  do  so, 
were  Her  Majesty's  Government  pre- 
pared to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  compel  them  ? 
If  it  was  to  be  imderstood  from  the 
speech  of  the  l^ime  IGnister  that  Her 
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lCaje8ty*8  Oorernment  would  maintain 

the  hospitals  if  Local  Authorities  did 
not  undertake  to  do  so,  his  hon.  Friend 
would  be  satisfied ;  but  if  they  could 
obtain  no  suoh  pledge,  he  hoped  his 
hou.  Friend  would  take  the  sense  of  the 
House. 

Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
regretted  that  anything  he  had  said  hod 
given  rise  to  misunderstanding.  The 
view  of  the  Glt>Ternment  entirely  accorded 
as  to  the  general  principle  they  sought 
to  lay  down  with  his  hon.  Friend  oppo- 
site. They  were  of  opinion  that  every 
reasonable  and  proper  aseistanoe  should 
be  given  towards  the  maintenance  of 
these  hospitals,  and  he  believed  that  the 
whole  House  was  of  that  opinion.  He 
must,  however,  say  that  he  thought  that 
the  duty  primBxily  fell  on  the  Ijooal 
Authorities,  and  that  the  requirements 
of  the  case  would  be  entirely  satisfied  if 
they  reverted  to  the  practice  which  pre- 
vailed before  the  Acts  were  introduced, 
and  if  a  subsidy  were  voted  by  the  House 
and  handed  over  to  the  Local  Authori- 
ties under  certain  reasonable  conditions. 
The  main  principle  was  that  the  hos- 
pitals should  be  maintained  by  the 
fooalities,  and  the  Government  would 
assist  them ;  but  as  long  as  these  Acts 
remained  on  the  Statute  Book  the  Local 
Authorities  would  uot  aocept  the  respon- 
sibility of  maintaining  them.  He  did 
not  wish  that  the  freedom  of  the  House 
should  be  weighted ;  that  any  provisions 
of  the  sort  proposed  should  be  laid  down 
in  an  Aot  of  Parliament ;  or  that  a  Keso* 
lution  should  be  passed  pledging  the 
House  of  Commons.  But,  as  he  had 
said,  they  were  willing  to  express  an 
opinion  that  a  subsidy  of  some  sort 
should  be  given,  and  that  the  whole  of 
tbe  burden  should  not  be  thrown  on  the 
looaUties. 

Mb.  "W.  H.  SMITH  (Strand,  West- 
minster)  said,  that  the  Amendment  did 
not  require  the  (Government  to  impose 
a  chaige  upon  the  House  by  Act  of 
Parliament.  What  it  said  was  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Government,  which 
had  maintained  those  ho^itals  in  the 
past,  to  make  adequate  provision  for 
uem  as  regarded  tiie  future.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knew  perfectly  well  that 
as  soon  as  these  Statutes  were  removed 
trom  the  Statute  Book  it  would  not  be 
incumbent  on  him,  or  on  the  First  Lord 
of  ths  Admizalty,  to  make  any  provision 


for  these  hospitals.   There  would  be  no 

engagement  on  his  part;  and  if  the 
House  did  not  accept  Uie  Amendment  it 
would  be  open  to  him  to  say  that  he  was 
not  bound.  In  all  probability  the 
hospitals  would  not  be  maintained  by 
the  Local  Authorities,  who  would  say 
that  it  was  tbe  duty  of  the  Government 
to  maintain  them. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENET  (Glas- 
gow, Blackfriars)  said,  be  wished  to 
make  a  practical  suggestion,  and  that 
was  that  the  Government  should  as- 
sure the  House  that  until  the  Army 
Estimates  of  next  year  were  introduced 
they  would  continue  the  maintenanoo 
of  those  hospitals.  p'No!"  and  erut 
of  '<  Divide ! "]  The  hon.  Members  who 
called  so  loudly  for  a  divimon  had 
no  knowledge  of  previous  debates,  and 
ver^  few  of  thembad  any  practical  ex- 
perience of  these  hospitals ;  but,  con- 
sidering the  serious  nature  of  tbe  issues 
involved  in  the  question,  he  appealed  to 
the  Government  to  allow  the  hospitals  to 
be  continued. 

Mr.  JOICEY  (Durham,  Chester-le- 
Street)  said,  there  was  one  view  of  this 
question  which  did  uot  seem  to  have 
been  considered ;  and  it  was  that  in 
tbe  event  of  the  Acts  being  repealed, 
and  on  tbe  Government  consenting  to 
adopt  the  Motion,  it  must  be  ex- 
pected that  there  would  be  applications 
from  many  parts  of  the  eountry  where 
large  numbers  of  soldiera  were  gathered 
together,  and  where  there  were  hospitals 
supported  entirely  by  volnnta^  oontxiba- 
tions,  for  donations.  In  Newcastle, 
which  adjoined  the  division  of  the 
county  of  Durham  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent,  there  were  some- 
thing like  2,000  soldiers ;  but  there  had 
been  no  contribution  from  the  Govern- 
ment towards  the  support  of  the  hospital 
there.  If  the  House  adopted  the  Mo- 
tion, and  the  Acts  were  repealed,  he 
begged  to  give  Notice  that  he  should 
make  an  application  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  on  behalf  of  the  ho^tala 
in  Newcasue. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  131 ;  Noes 
245 :  Majority  lU.— (Div.  List, No.  3fi.) 

Main  Question  put. 

Resolved,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Honse, 
the  Contagious  Diseases  Acta,  186«-1869,otig:U 
to  be  repealed. 

3  K  3 
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GEOUNB  RENTS.— RESOLUTION. 
Me.  SAUNDERS  (Hull,  East),  in 
riaing  to  move — 

'*  That  no  system  of  taxation  can  ^)e  equitable 
nnless  a  direct  assesBtnent  be  impoaed  on  the 
owners  of  Ground  Rants,  and  on  tae  ownen  of 
bioreased  Tallies  imparted  to  land  by  baildin^ 
operationa,  or  other  improTements,  as  recom- 
mended if  the  Royal  Commissioii  on  the 
Honidng  of  the  Worldng  Classen/' 

said  :  Mr.  Speaker,  since  I  gave  Notice 
of  this  Motion  it  has  come  to  my  know- 
ledge that  a  large  number  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers are  interested  in  the  subject,  and  I 
sincerely  wish  that  it  had  devolTed  upon 
some  hon.  Member  of  more  experience 
and  ability  than  I  possess  to  bring  it 
under  the  attention  of  the  House.  Re- 
lying, hovever,  upon  the  kind  indul- 
gence of  hon.  Members,  I  will  do  my 
best  to  make  my  observations  as  clear 
and  as  concise  as  possible.  I  think  it 
will  be  admitted  that  the  time  is  oppor- 
tune for  the  diaoasBioB  of  this  subject. 
Local  Government  ia  a  subject  whim  is 
about  to  be  considered — with  regard  to 
flie  Hetropcdis  tho  Goal  Duties  are  about 
to  expire,  and  it  wiU  be  necessary  to 
determine  whether  they  should  be  re- 
newed, or  some  less  oppressive  mode  of 
taxation  be  introduced^  With  regard  to 
the  National  Exchequer,  we  are  in- 
formed that  the  Expenditure  having 
been  very  large  it  will  be  necessary  to 
devise  some  means  for  supplementing 
the  present  taxation.  A  Royal  Com- 
mission, which  has  recently  made  a  Re- 
port upon  the  Housing  of  the  Poor, 
says— 

**  Your  Majesty's  OommiesioQerB  are  of  opi- 
nion that  antil  some  reform  is  introduced  which 
shall  secore  contribution  to  local  expenditure 
from  other  sources  of  income  received  by  reei- 
dmts  in  the  locality,  in  addition  to  the  present 
rateable  property,  no  great  progress  can  be  made 
in  local  improvements. " 

There  cannot  be  a  doubt  that  the  pre- 
sent mode  of  assessment  for  local  im- 
provement leads,  in  a  largo  degree,  to  a 
paralysis  of  industry.  That  has  been 
referred  to  in  the  extract  from  the  Re- 

rrt  of  the  Royal  Commissioners  which 
have  read ;  and  I  may  illustrate  the 
fact  more  precisely  by  a  reference  to  the 
case  of  Dublin.  In  that  city,  ae  in  many 
other  places,  a  large  scheme  of  drainage 
ia  necessary  in  order  to  presfflre  t£e 
health  of  the  locality.  At  present  a 
large  amount  of  disease  and  death  re- 
snlto  from  the  absence  of  that  s^tem  of 


drainage.  It  is  ettimated  that  £400,000 
would  be  required  to  put  the  system  into 
good  order.   The  expenditure  of  such  a 

sum  of  money  would  add  to  the  value 
property  in  Dublin  to  a  much  greater 
extent  than  the  amount  of  the  expendi- 
ture.   Abundance  of  capital  awaits  em- 

Sloyment ;  numbers  of  labourers  are 
esirous  of  work ;  and  why,  therefore, 
should  a  difficulty  arise  in  carrying  out 
so  desirable  an  object?  The  difficulty 
comes  in  this  way — that  one  class  of 
people  woiJd  have  to  pay  the  cost,  while 
another  class  of  people  would  bene6t  by 
the  expenditure.  The  ground  landlords 
of  the  City  of  Dublin  will  not  be  called 
upon  to  make  any  contributions  to  the 
improvement;  and,  therefore,  the  cost 
of  doing  it  falls  upon  the  working 
classes  and  the  tradesmen^  who  have 
merely  a  temporary  interest  in  &e 
houses  they  occupy,  and  the  whole  ad- 
vantage comes  to  those  who  contribute 
nothing  to  the  rates.  In  one  instance,  a 
landlord  in  Dublin  receives  from  land 
something  like  £20,000  per  annum,  in 
the  shape  of  ground  rents,  and  yet  he 
will  not  be  cfuled  upon  to  contribute  a 
single  farthing  to  the  expense  of  this 
main  drainage,  if  it  is  decided  to  carry 
it  out.  I  have  been  surprised,  in  the 
investigation  I  have  made,  to  find  to 
what  an  immense  extent  the  cost  of 
houses  in  London  has  been  increased  by 
the  enormous  sums  which  are  paid  for 
ground  rents.  Ground  rent  general^  be- 

fins,  as  we  know,  in  the  suburbs,  by  &e 
oilder  desiring  to  erect  houses  npon  a 
field,  which  the  landlord  graciously  per- 
mits him  to  occupy,  if  he  consents  to  pay 
something  like  five,  or,  perhaps,  10  times 
the  amount  of  the  previous  rent;  in 
such  oases  I  believe  it  will  be  found 
that,  on  the  average,  the  ground  rent  is 
about  15  per  cent  of  the  total  hotiae  rent. 
As  we  approach  the  centre  of  London  the 
proportion  increases  with  very  great  ra- 
pidity;  and  I  find  within  the  City  itself 
the  ground  rents  are,  in  some  cases, 
three  or  four  times  as  much  as  the 
house  rent.  In  one  instance  which 
has  lately  come  under  my  notice,  a 
ground  rent  paid  for  a  small  plot  of 
lend,  within  a  stone's  throw  of  the  Royal 
Exchange,  is  £1,900  per  annum.  The 
total  expenditure  whicn  could  be  made 
on  that  plot  of  land  with  advantage  did 
not  exceed  £7,500.  The  position,  there- 
fore, is  this— that  the  fizpendttnre  of 
£7,500  is  charged  with  a  ground  rent  of 
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£1,300  a-year;  in  addition,  the  rates 
amount  to  £450 ;  thus  there  is  an  artifi- 
cial burden  of  £1,750  per  annum.  I 
think  it  would  be  diffioult  to  find  a  cor- 
responding  instance  of  such  an  enor- 
mous burden  being  placed  upon  in- 
dustry ;  and  it  is  no  wonder  fiiat  the 
Boyal  CommissionerB  inform  us  that 
improvemepts  caonot  be  carried  on  un- 
less this  system  be  altered.  A  lease 
which  will  fall  in  in  the  course  of  a  few 
days  in  the  "West  End  will,  I  am  told, 
increase  the  income  of  the  present  land- 
lord from  £40  per  annum  to  £8,000  per 
annum.  The  evil,  therefore,  is  practi- 
cally increasing,  because  the  ground 
rmts  are  coming  into  fewer  and  fewer 
hands  as  the  leases  fall  in ;  and  oonse- 
qaently  the  arrangement  becomes  more 
and  more  burdensome,  and  more  and 
more  disturbing  of  that  condition  of 
society  which  we  should  like  to  see  pre- 
rail.   It  increases  the  depression  of  the 

foor  and  adds  to  the  wealth  of  the  rich, 
will  not  trouble  the  House  with  any 
details,  and  unfortunately  there  are  no 
statistics — official  statistics — available 
which  will  enable  me  to  state  the 
amounts  of  ground  rents  throughout 
the  Metropolis  as  compared  with  the 
total  rents.  The  ratieg  of  the  Metro- 
polis amoimts  to  £32,000,000  per 
annum,  and  I  have  taken  some  pains 
to  ascertain  what  proportion  of  gpround 
rent  is  paid  in  various  localities.  The 
result  of  the  investigation  convinces  me 
that  something  like  one-bidi  of  this 
£32,000,000  represents  ground  rent— 
£16,000,000  per  annum  represent,  I  be- 
lieve, the  value  of  ground  rents  in  tlie 
Metropolitan  area.  That  amounts  to 
£  1 6  per  annum  per  family  aa  a  burden 
of  taxation  for  the  benefit  of  a  small 
number  of  landowners.  I  koow  it  may 
be  said  that  the  working  classes  pay  but 
a  small  proportion  of  this  taxation.  But 
such  is  not  a  correct  representation  of 
the  case.  The  fact  is  that  the  working 
classes  bear  an  undue  proportion  of  this 
burden.  We  must  not  measure  it  by 
what  is  taken  from  the  working  olaases. 
We  must  measure  it  by  what  uie  work- 
ing classes  are  prevented  from  obtain- 
ing ;  the  enormously  repressive  influence 
upon  industry  which  this  system  en- 
tails subjects  the  working  classes  to  a 
severe  ocnnpetition,  which  altogether  pre- 
vents them  from  realizing  uose  earn- 
ings and  those  wages  whiw  they  might 
obtain  if  industry  were  not  so  bur-. 


dened  and  restricted.  It  is,  as  I  said, 
what  they  are  deprived  of  we  have  to 
consider  more  than  what  they  have  ac- 
tually to  pay.  Now,  Sir,  various  mea- 
sures are  proposed  for  lessening  these 
evils,  which  have  long  since  been  recog- 
nized. We  have  a  Leasehold  Enfran- 
chisement Bill  and  also  a  Town  Hold- 
ings Bill,  both  excellent  measures  in 
their  way,  and  both  necessary,  I  believe, 
for  the  due  adjustment  of  the  difficnltieB 
we  are  considering.  But  unless  these 
measures  are  accompanied  by  a  re- 
adjustment of  taxation  the  evils  of  which 
we  complain  cannot  be  removed.  Even 
if  you  make  the  occupier  of  the  house 
the  freeholder  of  the  ground  rent  the 
difficulty  still  remains,  because  the  bur- 
den of  the  cost  <ft  the  land  under  the 
present  system  goes  with  it.  I  think 
these  points  are  always  better  illustrated 
by  reference  to  facts,  and  I  would  men- 
tion what  has  happened  in  a  case  in 
East  Hull,  where  the  opening  of  the 
Hull  and  Barnsley  Bailway  and  Book 
has  added  very  much  to  the  value  of  the 
land,  and  made  it  necessary  to  build 
working-class  dwellings  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  dock.  This  land,  which 
a  short  time  ago  was  worth  only  £100 
per  acre,  has  now  been  sold  for  building 
purposes  at  the  rate  of  £3,000  per  acre; 
and,  of  course,  the  builder  has  to  add 
that  cost  to  the  rent  which  he  extracts 
and  must  obtain  from  the  working 
classes.  The  working  man,  ^erefore, 
pays  that  amount ;  and  it  is  almost  as 
burdensome  in  the  shajK  of  the  freehold 
as  in  the  shape  of  ground  rent,  although 
by  having  a  freehold  he  m»  be  able  to 
prevent  some  future  evil,  we  have  re- 
cently had  brought  before  us  the  case 
where  the  construction  of  a  hajrbour  has 
increased  the  value  of  rent  from  £10 
per  acre  to  £1,000  per  acre,  and  it  seems 
reasonable  that  these  values,  which  are 
so  rapidly  increased  by  the  exercise  of 
industry  on  the  part  of  others,  should  be 
made  to  contribute  to  taxation.  For- 
tunately I  am  not  dependent  on  any 
opinion  I  might  express  or  any  argu- 
ment which  I  might  use,  for  this  case 
has  been  dealt  with  most  ably  by  a 
Boyal  Oommission,  who  have  expressed 
their  views  as  follows.    They  say — 

"  liOiid  aTailable  for  bnilding  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  our  populona  cen^eB,  though  its 
capital  valae  it  very  great,  ia  prolwbly  pro- 
ducing only  a  small  yearly  return  until  it  ia  let 
ftobmldhig.  Theownenof  this  land  are  laied, 
not  in  rduraon  to  tli«  zeal  value,  but  to  the 
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actual  annual  income.  They  can  thns  afford  to 
keep  fhdr  land  oat  of  the  market,  and  to  part 
irith  only  small  qnantitiei,  so  aa  to  rain©  the 
Drice  beyond  the  natural  monopoly  price  vhich 
the  land  would  command  by  its  advantages  of 
position.  Meantime,  the  general  expenditure 
of  the  town  on  improvemects  in  increasing  the 
value  of  their  property.  If  this  land  were  rated 
at,  say,  4  per  cent  on  iti  selling  Talne,  the 
owners  would  have  a  more  direct  mcenUve  to 
part  with  it  to  those  who  are  desirous  of  build- 
ing, and  a  twofold  advantage  would  result  to 
the  commonitT.  First,  all  the  valuable  property 
would  contribute  to  the  rates,  and  thus  the 
burden  on  the  occupier  would  be  diminished  by 
tho  increase  in  the  rateable  property.  Secondly, 
the  owners  ot  the  building  land  would  be  forced 
to  offer  their  land  for  sale,  and  thus  their  com- 
petition with  one  another  would  brin^  down 
the  price  of  building  land,  and  so  diminish  the 
tax  in  the  shape  of  ground  rent,  or  price  paid 
for  laud,  which  is  now  levied  on  urban  enter- 
prize  by  tho  adjacent  landowners;  a  tax,  be  it 
remembered,  which  is  no  recompense  for  any 
industry  or  expenditure  on  their  part,  but  is  the 
natural  resnlt  of  the  industry  and  activity  of 
the  townspeople  themsolvea.  Your  Majesty's 
Commissioners  would  recommend  that  these 
matters  should  be  included  in  legislation  when 
the  law  of  rating  comes  to  be  dealt  with  by  Par- 
liament." 

It  is  a  very  common  contention  in  refer- 
ence to  ground  rente  that  a  bargain  has 
been  made  between  the  landowner  and 
thebuilderbj  Tvhich  thebuilder  on  taking 
the  land  is  to  pay  all  the  rates ;  and  it 
is  said  that  the  landowner  lets  his  land 
cheaper  than  he  would  otherwise  do  in 
consequence  of  that  condition.  Exactly 
the  reverse  is  the  fact,  ae  the  Oommis- 
eioners  clearly  point  out.  Being  alto- 
gether relieved  6rom  the  burden  of  taxa- 
tion on  the  enormous  values  which  arise 
from  the  exercise  of  the  industry  of 
other  people,  the  landowners  are  en- 
abled to  demand  the  extreme  prices  they 
obtain.  If  a  man  were  called  upon  to 
contribute  to  the  local  taxation  as  the 
value  of  the  property  rose — and  I  would 
say  also  to  Imperial  taxation — instead 
of  getting  a  higher  price  be  would  be 
content  to  obtain  a  much  lower  price. 
It  is  because  the  landowners  can  hold 
their  land  without  taxation  under  the 
present  unjust  conditions  that  they  are 
enabled  to  impose  on  the  community 
these  tremendous  burdens  in  the  shape 
of  ground  rents.  Now,  it  may  be  very 
fbiily  asked,  What  is  the  proposal  that 
nnderlies  my  Motion?  If  I  correctly 
understand  the  disposition  cdF  this  House, 
they  are  not  very  much  Inclined  to  be 
influenced  by  abstract  principles;  and 
legislation  is  governed,  and,  perhaps, 
properly  goremed,  rather  by  average 

Mr.  Sawuhn 


opinion  than  by  abstract  ideas.  At  the 
same  time,  it  is  a  fair  question  what 
principle  underlies  my  Motion,  and 
it  is  clearly  and  distinctly  this — that 
the  value  of  property  imparted  by  the 
community  should  be  taxed  in  prefer- 
ence to  taxing  the  value  created  by  the 
industry  of  individuals.  I  am  quite 
aware  that  in  reference  to  land  ex- 
travagant propositions  are  made,  and, 
no  doubt,  extniTagant  propositions  will 
continue  to  be  made ;  but  I  think  no 
proposition  could  be  so  extravagant  as 
that  we  should  allow  things  to  remun 
as  they  are.  I  know  perfectly  wdl  that 
in  making  the  proposed  change  difficul* 
ties  and  hardships  will  arise.  It  some- 
times happens  that  it  is  easier  for  the 
moment  to  continue  upon  a  wrong  course 
than  it  is  to  correct  it.  "When  the  Irish- 
man fell  down  the  ladder,  he  said  it  was 
not  the  fall  that  had  hurt  him,  but  the 
stop  which  he  got ;  and  so  it  frequently 
happen?  that  a  continuance  in  a  wrong 
course  is  much  easier  for  a  time  than  to 
put  a  stop  to  the  evils  it  brings  about. 
There  must  be  occasional  instances  of 
injustice;  but  does  no  injustice  arise 
from  the  present  system  ?  Is  there  no 
hardship  to  the  working  man  ?  No 
hardship  to  the  tradesman  ?  Only  this 
morning  I  had  a  case  brought  under  my 
notice,  m  which  a  gentleman,  heing 
obliged  to  extend  his  business  premises, 
and  to  add  very  much  to  the  ouilding, 
was  called  upon  to  pay,  on  the  expira- 
tion of  his  lease,  instead  of  £350  per 
annum,  a  rent  of  £950  per  annum ;  and 
it  la  not  always  within  the  option  of  a 
man  as  to  whether  he  makes  addi* 
tions  to  his  building  or  not.  Necessity 
often  compels  him  either  to  relinquish, 
his  business  or  to  make  additions  for 
which  he  has  no  legal  claim  on  his  land* 
lord,  and  in  that  way  landlords  obtain 
enormous  sums,  altogether  beyond  those 
which  we  discover  In  any  Beturns.  Then, 
again,  they  are  continually  receiving 
fines  for  renewal  of  leases ;  and  it  is  not 
an  uncommon  thing  for  a  landlord  to 
take  over  a  large  sum  on  account  of  re- 

Sairs,  and  then  to  leave  the  repairs  to  be 
one  by  the  incoming  tenant ;  so  tha^ 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  landlords  aotuolly 
receive  a  very  much  larger  amount  than 
appears  in  any  aha  pe  or  form  upon  the  re* 
cord.  I  should  like  to  mention  an  instance 
in  reference  to  these  improving  valaes 
to  which  the  Eoyal  Oommissioners  have 
referred.  The  point  is  one  of  very  great 
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importanM  in   oonnection   with  this 
question.    Within  four  miles  of  this 
bailding,  at  Heme  Hill  Station,  there  is 
an  estate  of  100  acres,  which,  I  find,  has 
improved  in  value  during  the  last  25 
years  at  least  £75,000.    It  is  worth  now 
twice  as  much  as  it  was  then,  because  a 
railvray  has  been  opened  alongside  of  it, 
and  the  neighbourhood  has  been  de- 
veloped.  The  owner  has  done  nothing 
whatever,  nor  has  he  any  intention  of 
doing  anything.  He  excludes  everybody 
from  these  lawns,  or  fields,  and  even  the 
late-oolleetor  is  not  allowed  to  entw  his 
sates  nnlera  he  has  a  written  ord^r.  I 
have  passed  that  field  nearly  wen  day 
daring  the  last  12  years,  and  I  have 
never  seen  a  single  soul  upon  it.  The 
pale  children  peer  through  the  railings 
when  the  g^ass  is  green,  and  gaze  wist- 
fally  npon  it ;   no  tiny  hands  ever 
gathered  buttercups  from  those  fields ; 
the  cowslips  which  grow  there  perish 
where  they  grow.    Under  what  ciroum- 
Btances  is  that  man  allowed  to  make  a 
desert  in  the  midst  of  the  Metropolis  ? 
Why,  Sir,  he  has  a  profit  of  £3,000  a- 
year  in  doing  so.   That  property  has 
increased  in  value,  as  I  have  said,  at  the 
rate  of  £3,000  a-year.    I  applied  to  the 
rate-collector  to  find  out  what  contribu- 
tion he  makes  towards  the  rates,  and 
I  find  that  the  proprietor  pays  £76 
per  annmn  out  of  his  £3,000  profit 
towards  the  rates.   Now,  why  is  he 
aUowed  to  make  that  profit  ?  Why  is 
he  aUowed  to  exclude  tke  whole  world, 
and  to  do  so  on  terms  entirely  different 
from  those  imposed  upon  other  people  ? 
Supposing  that  ground  were  occupied 
by  labourers'  cottages  or  tradesmen's 
houses,  the  tiny  gardens  and.  small 
courts  they  would  occupy  would  be 
charged  upon  the  rates  £2,500  a-year 
instead  of  £76.  Why  should  that  differ- 
ence arise  ?    In  politics  patience  is  not  a 
virtue,  and  I  hold  that  we  have  no  right 
to  submit  to  this  state  of  things,  nor  is  it 
likely  that  as  the  public  become  more 
enlightened  and  intelligent — as  educa- 
tion is  extended — it  will  be  submitted  to 
with  that  degree  of  patience  with  which 
it  has  been  borne  hitherto.    The  Prime 
Uinister  has  spoken  of  this  patience  as 
ignonuit  patience,  and  it  is  a  correct 
oeecription  id  it.  With  enlightenment 
that  patienoe  will  no  longer  ccmtinae. 
We  have  therefore  to  discover  some 
method  by  which  we  can  correct  theae 
evils,  and  we  find  very  great  difficult  in 


all  the  suggestions  which  are  arranged 
or  intended  for  their  cure — the  cure  of 
these  evils  of  poverty  and  want  which 
stare  us  in  the  face  on  every  hand.  Let 
us  see  if  something  cannot  be  done  to 
prevent  them.    I  believe  that  if  that 
£16,000,000  which  is  now  taken  firom 
the  industrious  olassm  and  given  to  thei 
idle  classes  were  properly  subjected  to 
taxation  we  should  find  a  recovery  of  in- 
dustry and  an  improvement  in  the  condi- 
tion of  the  people  £fur  beyond  our  most 
sanguine  expectations.  My  proposition 
is  Bunply  thu — that  we  shonld  make  a  ' 
separate  valuation  and  assessment  <d 
land  uid  buildings.  The  two  things 
exist,  and  the  value  of  each  arises  under 
totally  different   oiroumstanoes.  The 
value  of  Uie  land  arises  from  the  enter- 
prize  of  the  community,  by  the  industry 
of  the  community  and  the  progress 
the  population.   The  value  of  the  bouse 
arises  from  the  labour  which  may  be 
exercised  upon  it,  by  adding  brick  to 
brick  and  plank  to  plank ;  and  it  is  my 
opinion  that  we  should  tax  chiefly  that 
value  which  arises  independently  of  the 
industry  of  the  owner.   Instead  of  that 
we  tax  exclusively  the  value  which  the 
builder  imparts,  and  to  the  creation  of 
which  the  owner,  who  gets  the  ground 
rent,  usually  contributes  nothing  what- 
ever.  I  know  it  is  asserted  that  that 
value  bears  rates  and  taxes;  but  the 
owner  does  not  pay  rates  or  tuies,  witih. 
the  exertion  of  the  IneomeTax.   If  ui 
illustration  were  wanted,  it  would  be 
found  in  the  fact  that  if  a  house  is 
destroyed — if  a  house  is  burnt  down — 
the  rates  and  taxes  cease,  and  yet  the 
ground  rent  goes  on.   The  ground  land- 
lord gets  his  payment  under  all  circum- 
stimoes,  and  yet  the  taxation  depends 
entirely  on  the  building.  That  is  a  state 
of  things  which  I  thmk  ought  to  be 
altered.   The  remedy  I  {propose  is  one 
which  cannot  be  called  a  violent  remedy, 
and  it  would  remain  with  praotioal  politi- 
cians to  consider  how  it  should  be  intro- 
duced.  It  would  be  unreasonable  for 
me  to  weary  the  House  with  suggestions 
in  the  shape  of  details.   We  must  first 
of  all  recognize  the  necessity  of  app^ng 
the  principle.   The  introdnetitm  of  this 
principle  would,  I  believe,  veiy  s^edilj 
bring  about  that  amelioratiott  in  the 
condition  of  the  people  which  we  all  so 
mxaib.  desire.   I  am  qvite  sure  it  is  not 
necessary  for  me  to  appeal  to  the  feel- 
ings of  the  House  by  narrating  the 
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sufferiDgs  of  the  working  classes  in  the 
Metrop^s  and  elsewhere,  because  we 
are  aU  more  or  less  acquainted  with 
those  safferings,  and  have  all  of  us  a 
sincere  desire  to  remoTO  them.  We  are 
desirous,  if  possible,  to  discover  some 
method  by  which  they  may  be  remoTed 
.without  the  dislooation  and  disturbance 
of  society.  I  believe  the  method  which 
I  have  suggested  may  be  as  gentle  as 
the  sunrise  and  as  beneficent  in  its  re- 
sults. I  beg  to  move  the  Hestdution  of 
which  I  have  ^ven  Nottoe. 

Hb.  MOULTON  (Olapham),  in  rising 
to  second  the  Motion,  said,  it  was  mnon 
more  far-reaching  in  its  object  than 
anything  contemplated  by  .the  Boyal 
Oommission  on  the  Housing  ai  the 
Working  Glasses.  The  principle  he 
wished  to  press  upon  the  House  was 
one  that  went  to  the  root  of  the  incidence 
of  local  taxation,  and  must,  he  thought, 
oommend  itself  to  the  sense  of  fairness 
and  love  of  justice  of  alt  who  considered 
the  condition  of  our  town  population. 
He  traced  the  growth  of  the  evil  to  the 
tendency  of  population  to  leave  the 
country  districts  and  become  congested 
in  the  towns.  No  one  could  study  the 
statistics  on  the  subject  without  coming 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  rise  in  value 
caused  by  the  congestion  of  population 
was  many  times  as  great  as  the  in- 
creased expenses  necessitated  by  that 
population.  In  other  words,  the  owners 
of  the  land  in  towns  reaped  advantages 
far  greater  than  any  expenses  to  which 
they  were  put  in  order  to  rander  tolerable 
the  life  of  the  community  in  those  towns. 
The  oondusion  followed  that  Uiat  rise 
of  value  which  was  solely  due  to  the 
presence  of  the  population  on  such  land 
should  bear  a  fair  share  and  a  large 
share  of  the  necessary  expenses  of  the 
community  in  respect  of  their  towns. 
He  submitted  that  the  present  state  of 
our  large  towns  was  only  paralleled  by 
the  condition  of  a  farm  in  Ireland  under 
the  worst  possible  tenure,  where  the 
landlord  refused  to  do  one  single  atom 
of  the  improvements,  where  the  tenant 
had  to  do  them  all,  and  had  no  fixity  of 
tenure.  What  they  proposed  was  a 
very  simple  and,  heUiought,  practicable 
remedy.  They  maintained  that  the 
value  of  any  property  in  a  town  was 
due  to  two  sources— it  was  due  partly  to 
increased  local  value  given  to  the  land  on 
which  the  honses  were  buU^  and  partly  to 
tlie  value  of  the  houses.  He  oontenaed 

Mr,  SauHthrt 


that  it  was  fair  that  a  percentage  of  the 

increased  value  given  to  the  land  by  the 
population  itself  should  be  taken  by  the 
locality  in  order  to  pay  the  expenses  of 
the  community  necessary  to  make  the 
town  habitable  and  comfortable.  The 
enormous  streets  made  through  London 
at  the  cost  of  many  millions  that  had 
been  paid  for  by  the  loans  that  still 
pressed  upon  the  Oity ;  the  cost  of  artizans* 
dwellings  rendered  necessary  by  the  very 
fact  that  the  rents  were  so  high  that  the 
artisans  could  not  purchase  the  land  to 
build  their  houses  upon — aye,  and  even 
such  expenses  as  lighting  and  water 
supply,  and  others  whicli  tended  to 
make  it  possible  to  live  in  the  town — ^he 
maintained  that  all  those  might  fairly 
be  taken  out  of  the  increaMd  value 
given  to  the  land  by  the  presence  of  the 
town  itself.  It  was  necessary  that  thme 
should  be  some  simple  method  of  col- 
lecting these  taxes,  and  the  system  o{ 
separate  assessment  of  land  and  houses 
afforded  the  means.  The  rate  on  the 
land  would  be  paid  by  the  occupier  and 
deducted  by  him  from  his  rent.  There 
were  several  objections  which  would 
probably  be  put  forward  as  to  this  pro- 
posal. In  the  first  place,  it  might  be 
objected  that  it  was  not  justice.  He 
maintained  that  not  only  was  it  perfectly 
just,  but  that  it  was  the  only  just  method 
of  dealing  with  the  question.  Then 
there  was  the  question  of  existing  con- 
tracts. It  was  true  that  the  propoeal 
involved  an  interfmrence  with  i»edom  of 
oontraot.  Up  to  this  time  it  had  not  been 
illegal  to  nuike  a  oovenant  that  all  rates 
and  taxes  should  be  paid  by  the  occu- 
pier, except  with  regard  to  the  land- 
lord's property  tax  for  Imperial  taxation. 
He  maintained  that  it  was  necessary  to 
apply  the  same  principle  to  these  land 
taxes  as  was  adopted  in  the  case  of  this 
last-named  tax.  It  was  of  no  use  passing 
an  Act  of  Parliament  which  could  oe  ren- 
dered futile  by  a  clause  in  a  deed,  and  the 
power  of  compelling  a  landlord  to  pay 
the  taxation  should  be  made  absolutely 
inalienable.  Although  such  a  covenant 
between  the  landlord  and  the  tenant 
in  the  futore  would  be  invalid,  they 
could  not  render  it  invalid  in  the 
past ;  but  there  was  no  reason  why  any 
land  in  the  future  should  be  aetUed 
on  any  other  printnple  ;  the  only  dif- 
ference would  be  that  in  any  tenancy 
settled  after  tiie  paanng  of  the  Act  the 
tenant  would  be  able  to  deduct  Uw  tax 
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from  his  rent.  In  that  vay  title  landlord 
would  be  made  to  pay  the  tax  oat  of  the 
rent  whioh  he  would  reoeire  for  the  land. 
He  was  aware  that  even  thie  proposition 
had  been  disputed,  and  it  had  been 
said  that  even  supposing  that  the 
principle  were  enforced  the  landlord 
would  recoup  himself  by  ovorcharging 
the  tenant,  and  thab)  therefore,  the  thing 
would  come  to  the  same  as  at  present. 
That  was  not  so ;  there  might  be  a  re* 
adjustment  of  the  present  rents ;  but  if 
the  landlord  were  thus  to  be  made  to  pay 
directly,  it  was  impossible  that  any 
increase  of  taxation  could  be  got  out  of 
the  pockets  of  hie  tenants.  Another 
objection  was  upon  the  opposite  line — 
namely,  that  the  present  state  of  things 
worked  very  weU,  and  that  the  land- 
lord ultimately  paid  the  taxation. , 
Qe  had  thought  over  this  point  very 
oarefully,  and  it  seemed  to  him  to 
derive  its  origin  from  that  happy  sort  of 
confidence  that  many  people  had  that 
things  shaped  themselves  all  right  in 
this  world,  and  that  ultimately  the 
person  who  ought  to  pay  did  pay.  But 
that  was  only  a  pleasant  delusion.  They 
should  consider  the  case  of  the  great 
ground  landlords  of  London,  who,  during 
all  the  time  that  auoh  vast  improTe- 
ments  had  been  made  in  London,  had 
been  receiving  undiminished  the  ground 
rents  for  which  they  had  stipulated  in 
the  beginning.  It  might  be  said  that 
these  improvements  were  of  benefit  to 
the  occupiers  of  houses  themselves;  but 
when  their  leases  fell  in  they  would  not 
in  any  way  be  recouped  for  the  expen* 
diture.  The  money  whioh  waa  being 
paid  for  the  permanent  improvement  of 
London  had  come  out  of  the  pockets  of 
the  present  occupiers,  and  in  no  way 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  present  ground 
landlords.  The  argument  was  some- 
times brought  forward  that,  onthewhole, 
under  the  present  incidence  of  local 
taxation,  the  rich  paid  their  share  and 
the  poor  paid  theirs,  inasmuch  as  the 
amount  of  a  man's  rent  afforded  a  rough 
but  practical  criterion  of  his  wealth. 
There  was  no  more  cruel  fallacy  than 
this  with  regard  to  tradesmen.  The 
portion  of  a  shop  was  part  of  a  trades- 
man's trade-plant ;  it  was  necessary  for 
him  to  have  nis  shop  in  a  place  whioh 
oustomers  would  be  likely  to  irequent ; 
and  it  was,  therefore,  grossly  unfair  to 
take  the  rent  of  Us  shop  as  a  measure 
of  his  wealth.  Bat  this  present  system 


of  taxation  also  had  the  eGEsot  of  stop- 
ping expenditure  of  a  nseful  nature. 
This  haa  been  shown  in  the  late  School 
Board  election.  No  money  was  better 
spent  than  that  spent  upon  education ; 
but  one  could  not  help  feeling  a  deep 
sympathy  with  those  who  had  said  that 
London  was  crushed  with  rates,  and 
that  however  good  education  was  they 
were  unable  to  pay  the  rate  required  for 
it,  because  they,  as  occupiers,  were  bear* 
ing  on  their  shoulders  the  whole  weight 
of  taxation.  The  present  system,  again, 
tended  to  leave  the  land  of  towns  in  the 
hands  of  selfish  non-resident  landowners, 
who  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  locality 
and  no  immediate  interest  in  its  im- 
provement, and  who  only  looked  forward 
to  a  future  wl^en  they  would  get  swollen 
rent-rolls  for  whioh  they  had  done  no- 
thing. Surely  land  in  the  towns  on^ht 
to  be  held  by  people  in  real  touch  with 
the  wants  of  the  community.  He  was 
quite  willing  to  give  those  ground  land- 
lords full  representation  in  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  rates;  and  he  thought  that  as 
soon  as  they  had  got  out  of  their  present 
unwholesome  frame  of  mind  and  their 
habit  o£  thinking  that  others  were  to 
work  and  expend  for  their  benefit  they 
would  be  quite  willing  to  make  their 
fair  contributions  and  thus  asdst  in  im- 
proving their  properties.  There  was  a 
strong  feeling  in  the  country  that  the 
present  system  was  most  unjust.  It 
had  lately  been  shown,  from  the  Betums 
of  Imperial  Taxation,  that  the  Irish 
people  vrere  unduly  taxed;  but  that  was 
not  because  they  werelri^,  but  because 
they  were  poor,  and  ^Kxir  in  England 
were  also  overtaxed  in  precisely  the 
same  way.  But  this  inequality  was  a 
matter  only  to  be  proved  by  the  careful 
study  of  statistics.  It  was  otherwise  in 
the  case  of  groundrents.  Working  men 
might  find  it  difficult  to  understand  the 
exact  effects  of  direct  as  compared  with 
indirect  taxation ;  but  they  could  see  that 
millions  were  annually  going  out  of 
London  untaxed,  and  that  those  who 
were  reaping  the  greatest  benefits  from 
the  improvements  in  London  were 
just  those  who  paid  nothing  towards 
them. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  no  system  of  taxation  can  be  equitable 
unless  a  direct  aasesament  be  imposed  od  the 
owners  of  Ground  Rents,  and  on  the  owners  of 
increased  values  imparted  to  land  hy  building 
operations,  or  other  improTemeais,  as  reoom- 
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mended  hy  the  Royal  CommiBsion  on  tbo 
Hoadng  of  the  Working  OUsBei."  —  (ifr. 
Saundert.) 

Hr.  ADDISON  (Ashton- under - 
Lyne)  raid,  be  could  not  discoTer  from 
the  epeeohea  of  the  hon>  Members  for 
Hull  (Mr.  Saunders)  and  ior  Clap- 
ham  (Mr.  Moulton)  the  real  mean- 
ing of  what  they  actually  wanted 
—  whether  they  complained  of  the 
enormous  value  of  land  in  the  great 
towns  as  a  grievance,  or  of  the  system 
of  apportionment  of  taxation  between 
owners  and  occupiers,  or  whether  they 
desired  to  relieve  the  occupier  alto- 
gether at  the  expense  of  the  owner.  He 
(Mr.  Addison)  thought  they  could  not 
mean  the  last  of  these,  because  the  re- 
venue to  be  derived  under  the  changes 
they  proposed  were  to  be  enormously 
increased.  There  was  only  one  way  in 
which  the  revenue  from  local  taxation 
could  be  increased,  and  that  was  by  the 
taxation  of  Tacant  land  which  was  kept 
in  hand  by  the  owner  in  order  to  in- 
crease its  value ;  and  in  that  he  thought 
they  might  all  agree.  The  MotioD, 
however,  dealt  with  the  land  and  the 
houses  combined,  and  he  maintained 
that  every  penny  received  as  ground  rent 
paid  its  full  share  of  local  taxation,  and 
it  came  to  a  mere  matter  of  convenience 
of  collection  or  apportionment.  But 
there  would  be  an  enormous  difficulty  in 
assessing  these  values.  To  attempt  to 
apportion  all  the  values  between  the  dif- 
ferent owners  would  be  to  work  out  as 
difficult  a  sum  as  could  possibly  be  found. 
It  was  the  same  thing  as  to  collection. 
One  of  the  greatest  advanttures  in  taxa- 
tion was  that  the  rates  shouldbe  collected 
easily  and  simply.  Then  there  was  some 
extraordinary  grievance  of  the  working 
man  referred  to.  It  was  really  irritating 
to  hon.  Members  on  his  side  of  the 
House,  who  were  really  the  friends  of 
the  working  man,  to  listen  to  the  assump- 
tion of  hon.  Members  opposite  that  they 
were  doing  any  good  to  the  working 
man  by  this  wild,  unjust,  and  impractica- 
ble scheme.  Not  only  had  tho  working 
man  been  brought  into  this  question, 
but  the  hon.  Members  who  proposed  and 
seconded  this  Resolution  actually  ap- 
pealed to  hon.  Members  from  Ireland, 
that  in  some  mysterious  way  this  ques- 
tion of  the  apportionment  of  ground 
rents  affected  them.  Tho  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  Saun- 
dras)  wiUi  regard  to  apportionment  of 


taxation  were  merely  an  oratorical  de- 
vice to  snpport  a  proposition  which  was 
praotioally  unsound.  He  was  quite  sure 
that  if  in  any  mysterioBS  way  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  were  affected 
they  were  very  well  able  to  take  care  of 
themselves ;  but  not  one  of  them  had 
yet  brought  forward  a  Motion  for  the 
taxation  of  ground  rents  in  the  City  of 
Dublin  and  its  suburbs.  The  fact  was 
that  the  entire  Motion  seemed  based 
upon  a  misconception — namely,  that  the 
full  taxes  were  not  paid  upon  the  pro- 
duct of  the  land  which  was  covered 
with  houses.  He  thought  they  were 
fairly  and  properly  arrai^^  under  the 
present  system. 

Me.  M'OULLOOH  (Glasgow,  St. 
KoUox)  said,  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down  (Mr.  Addison)  spoke  as  if 
the  suttjeot  resolved  itself  into  a  Quw- 
tion  of  the  inddence  of  taxation.  The^ 
had  heard  a  good  de^  about  the  inci- 
dence of  taxation  from  the  landlords  on 
the  other  side,  whose  oham;^on  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  bad  made  himself. 
What  hon.  Oentiemen  on  that  side  of  the 
House  wanted  was  an  exchange,  not  from 
industry  to  land,  but  from  land  to  indus- 
try, llkere  be  differed  very  materially 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman, 
and  he  was  bound  to  say  the  intelligent 
working  men  of  Scotland  knew  well  the 
incidence  of  taxation ;  they  knew  that  as 
long  as  the  owner  of  feu-duties  escaped 
taxation  their  industries  within  the  cities 
would  necessarily  be  more  heavilytazed. 
He  was  surprised  to  hear  economists 
say  that  tho  law  of  supply  and  demand 
could  thoroughly  rule  rent  and  taxation 
of  land,  because,  first  of  all,  they  had  a 
narrow  and  fixed  area  in  the  land,  and 
while  a  further  monopoly  had  been 
created  by  handing  it  over  to  a  few, 
they  found  the  remaining  popula- 
tion every  day  expanding,  and  feeling 
every  day  more  and  more  the  pressure 
of  that  land  monopoly.  They  need  not 
tell  him  that  it  did  not  affect  the  people 
of  London  or  the  people  of  Olasgow. 
He  could  give  them  the  instance  of  one 
hon.  Member  who  sat  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  who  drew  £50,000  a-year 
in  feu-duties  from  the  City  of  Glasgow, 
and  who  did  not  contribute  one  penny 
to  the  rates.  Did  they  mean  to  say  the 
working  men  of  Glasgow  did  not  know 
enough  of  political  economy  to  decide 
that  the  lees  this  fou-owner  paid  the 
mrae  they  had  to  pi^  f  Was  not  that 
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a  proposition  which  the  simplest  work- 
man oonld  underetand  P  He  asked  what 
Tras  the  true  feature  for  taxation  ?  It 
vas  not  the  works  of  man's  hands,  nor 
the  necessaries,  nor  even  the  luxuries  of 
life;  bnt  land  itself  was,  to  his  mind,  a 
far  more  feasible  feature  for  taxation, 
because  it  was  not  due  to  man's  efforts, 
but  to  the  Oreator's.  He  believed  it 
was  urged  that  this  was  a  matter  of 
free  contract,  and  he  admitted  that  the 
over-lord  and  the  owner  or  occupier  who 
bought  might  make  a  contract;  but 
Uu^  could  not  anticipate  the  taxation 
which  the  Legislature  eould  impose 
upon  any  class  or  description  of  property. 
Consequently  any  such  contract  must  of 
necessity  be  one  that  would  not  hold, 
because  it  did  not  take  into  coosidera- 
tion  the  legislation  which  imposed  all 
taxation,  and  thus  that  freedom  of  con- 
tract could  at  any  time  be  attacked.  He 
could  give  one  instance  when  it  was 
so  dealt  with  by  that  House.  That 
vas  when  the  school  rate  came  into 
ration  in  Scotland.  Many  holders 
land  were  in  the  middle  of  their 
leasee,  and  they  asked  how  this  tax  could 
affect  them.  The  Legislature  said — 
"  We  tax  yon  or  your  holding,  indepen- 
dent of  any  contract  you  may  hare  had  in 
the  past"  Hon.  Members  aaked  why 
people  congregated  in  the  towns  ?  They 
come  totowns  to  take  adTantage  of  the 
dirision  of  labour,  the  co-operation  of 
cajntal,  and  the  application  of  the  inren- 
tioaand  discovery  with  which  the  19th 
century  teemed.  And  what  was  their 
reward  f  They  were  more  heavily  taxed. 
Their  little  bits  of  land  on  which  their 
houses  stood  were  burdened  by  taxation, 
until  the  population  became  congested 
in  the  centre  of  the  towns.  Those  who 
held  land  outside  took  advantage  of  the 
pressure  within,  and  held  on  by  the  land 
outside,  because  it  would  become  more 
valuable.  Thus  the  pressure  was  inten- 
Bi6ed ;  thus  they  required  a  Royal 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  housing 
of  the  poor,  la  his  opinion  there  was 
not  the  slighteet  lo^oal  objection  to  the 
taxation  of  these  grounds  rents,  and  he 
amid  aesure  hen.  Members  that  the 
vorktng  men  had  their  upon  this 
as  one  of  the  sources  whereby  not  only 
Imperial  bnt  the  local  Exchequer  could 
be  relieved.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  (Mr.  Addison),  who  last 
^ke,  stated  that  the  true  ^ends  of  the 
wtakhig  men  were  on  the  OonsarratiTe 


side  of  the  House ;  but  he  would  ask, 
if  that  were  bo,  how  was  it  that  the  12 
Members  who  had  been  returned  to  re- 
present the  interests  of  labour  sat  on  the 
Ministerial  side,  and  why  was  he  (Mr. 
M'Oulloch)  himself  there  representing 
an  industrial  division  of  Glasgow  ?  It 
was  because  be  knew  something  of  the 
Land  Question,  how  it  pressed  on  the 
working  men,  and  because  he  was  not 
afraid  to  attack  these  feu-duties  and 
other  injustices  under  whioh  the  indus- 
trial classes  of  the  Oify  of  Glasgow  were 
at  the  present  moment  borne  down.  In 
this,  as  in  many  other  aspects  of  the 
Land  Question,  they  bad  to  begin,  and 
they  could  begin,  at  no  better  place  than 
the  ground  rents ;  and  when  they  had 
thoroughly  studied  the  Land  Question, 
and  brought  their  wisdom  to  bear  upon 
taxation,  then  he  believed,  and  not  till 
then,  would  industry  and  labour  have 
their  true  reward. 

Mr.  PIOKEESGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  said,  that  be  supported  the  Mo- 
tion, not  on  the  ground  that  the  Local 
Authority  lost  anything,  but  because  the 
rates  were  most  unjustly  divided  be- 
tween the  owners  and  occupiers.  It 
had  been  suggested  that  the  ground 
landlord  and  the  occupier  were  aUe  to 
make  an  arrangement  among  themselves. 
What  was  metmt,  he  supposed,  was  that 
the  ezunption  of  the  ground  rent  from 
rates  was  taken  into  account  in  fixing 
the  ground  rent.  But  the  net  result  of 
the  evidence  taken  by  the  Oommittee 
of  1870  was  that  the  rates  actually 
existing  when  the  lease  began  were 
taken  into  account  in  fixing  the  ground 
rent,  but  that  there  was  no  margin  left 
for  any  increase  of  rent.  The  great 
hardship  of  the  case,  and  that  which 
had  occasioned  the  present  outcry  in  a 
large  degree,  was  the  enormons  increase 
of  rates  which  had  taken  place  within  a 
comparatively  recent  period.  But  here 
it  was  important  to  distinguish  between 
rates  which  passed  under  the  denomina- 
tion of  "  non-remunerative" — that  was, 
rates  which  went  towards  relieving  the 
poor  and  supporting  the  police — and 
rates  of  a  remunerative  character,  sndh 
as  drainage  rates  and  general  improve- 
ment rates.  It  was  only  in  tms  re- 
muneratire  expenditure  that  the  ground 
landlord  was  directly  interested.  If 
they  compared  the  year  1841  with  the 
year  1868  they  had  this  result— that  in 
1841  the  rate  in  the  pound  was  2«.  7(f., 


Digitized  by 


1015  Grmtd  {OOHHONS}  Smtt,  1016 


and  in  1868  it  was  2«.  6^d.,  showing  a 
difference  in  favour  of  1868.  That 
meant  that,  with  regard  to  the  relief  of 
the  poor  and  other  expenditure  of  a 
non-remuneratiTe  kind,  the  burden  on 
the  ratepayers  was  prootioally  the  aame 
in  1868  as  it  was  in  1841.  But  if  they 
took  into  account  the  Temuaerative  ex- 

Eenditure,  and  compared  the  two  years 
e  had  mentioned,  it  would  be  found 
that  there  was  a  difference  as  against 
1868  of  ^d.,  which  meant  that  the  rate- 
payer in  1868  paid  9d.  more  in  the  pound 
for  local  taxation  than  the  ratepayer  in 
1841.  The  point  to  which  he  wished  to 
draw  attention  was  that  this  difference 
of  9d.  in  the  pound  was  mainly  devoted 
to  remunerative  expenditure,  which  was 
to  be  met  hy  the  increasing  value  in 
property.  ^Hiat  remunerative  expendi- 
ture had  gone  on  increasing  since  the 
^ear  1868  even  to  a  larger  extent  than 
It  did  between  1841  and  1868.  Having 
T^ard  to  the  arrangements  made  be* 
tween  a  ground  landlord  and  his  leasee, 
the  latter  bound  himself  to  pay  all  taxa- 
tion.   But  the  rate  for  remunerative 

Suxposes  was  not  really  a  tax  at  all.  If, 
lerefore,  the  remunerative  rate  was  not 
in  equity,  whatever  it  might  be  in  law, 
in  the  nature  of  a  tax,  then  it  did  not 
fall  within  the  covenant  by  which  the 
lessee  bound  himself  to  pay  all  taxes. 
The  principle  that  the  ground  landloi-d 
should  pay  at  least  a  portion  of  the  im- 
provement rate  had  been  admitted  by 
our  laws  as  being  just;  but  the  law  did 
not,  unfortunately,  prevent  him  from 
contracting  himself  out  of  his  liability 
in  this  respect.  He  contended  that  a 
fair  share  of  the  local  taxation  should 
be  borne  by  the  ground  landlord.  Under 
the  exietiog  arrangements  a  considerable 
portifm  of  the  burden  fell  upon  the 
shoulders  of  the  worHo^  olassee.  He 
should  like  to  illustrate  this  by  referring 
to  the  state  of  things  in  his  own  con- 
stituenoy.  In  Bethnal  Qreen  there  were 
enormous  blocks  of  model  dweUings, 
reaching  almost  as  high  as  Babel  in  the 
futile  effort  to  escape  from  the  rapacity 
of  the  ground  landlord.  Sir  Sydney 
Waterlow  had  taken  819  cases  of  tenants 
who  lived  in  these  model  dwellings,  and 
had  found  that  their  average  earnings 
were  28«.  9d.  per  week.  The  average 
rent  of  these  tenants,  he  found,  amounted 
to  5s.  8^d.  per  week,  of  which  no  less 
a  sum  than  B^.  was  loeal  taxation.  He 
wanted  to  impress  upon  the  oonsoience 


of  the  House  that  there  were  thousands 
of  his  constituents,  bread-winners,  earn- 
ing wages  in  many  oases  not  more  than 
20».  per  week,  who  were  contributing 
2(  per  cent  of  their  entire  livelihood  to 
local  taxation.  He  submitted  that  there 
was  no  section  of  the  community  better 
able  to  bear  the  shifting  of  taxation 
than  owners  of  ground  rents  such  as  tiie 
territorial  magnates  of  London,  who,  in 
the  language  of  Mr.  Mill,  had  grown 
rich  in  their  sleep.  He  quite  agreed 
that  it  was  not  desirable  that  ground 
rents  should  accumulate  in  a  few  hands ; 
and  he  wished  to  direct  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  fact  that  the  great 
loBuranoe  Companies  had  of  late  years 
been  buying  up  London  ground  rents  at 
a  very  rapid  rate,  one  to  the  great  ex- 
tent of  £1,100,000.  These  Corporations 
had  neither  a  soul  to  be  saved  nor  a 
body  to  be  kicked,  and  it  was  very  un- 
desirable  that  ground  rents  should  ac- 
cumulate in  thnr  possession,  and  that 
they  should  become  the  owners  of  the 
land  we  live  in.  He  did  not  think  it 
was  consistent  with  pnblio  policy  that 
owners  of  land  should  be  able  to  con- 
tract  themselves  out  of  liability  for  local 
taxation  for  a  period  of  99  years  or  any 
other  period,  while  they  continued  to 
draw  an  annual  revenue  in  the  shape  of 
ground  rents.  He  should  rote  for  the 
Motion,  because  he  believed  it  would 
strike  a  blow  at  the  leasehold  system  of 
building.  It  seemed  to  him  that,  by 
exemptmg  ground  rents  from  direct 
taxation,  the  law  did  as  much  as  it 
could  to  encourage  the  system  of  build- 
ing leases,  which  he  believed  to  be  a 
most  mischievous  system.  He  urged 
all  those  who  wished  to  secure  the  en- 
franchisement oi  leaseholds  to  support 
the  Motion. 

Ub.  FETEB  M'DOKAU)  (Sligo, 
N.)  said,  that  he  believed  it  would  be 
wd.t  that  some  expression  of  opinion 
should  be  given  upon  this  Motion  from 
the  Irish  side  of  the  House.  In  Ireland 
they  felt  even  more  keenly  than  did  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Saunders)  and  his 
Friends  the  grievance  which  existed  in 
regard  to  this  matter.  In  introducing 
the  Motion,  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Saunders)  had  referred  to  the  necessity 
which  existed  in  Bubltn  for  an  extended 
system  of  main  drainage.  The  difficulty 
which  stood  in  the  way  of  its  being  car- 
ried out  was  the  very  large  sum  neces- 
sary, which,  it  was"  stated,  would  be 
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£400,000.  Now,  he  (Mr.  F.  HoDonald) 
was  of  opinion  that  the  sum  necessary 
wonid  be  nearer  £500,000.  It  was  also 
stated  that  thooeh  this  main  drainage 
was  necessary,  the  Dublin  Corporation 
were  not  in  a  position  to  oarry  it  out,  as 
it  was  tm\j  the  so-oalled  ratepayers — in 
other  words,  the  ocoupiers — ^who  were 
liable  to  pay  the  rates,  while  the  land- 
lords would  hare  got  o£P  scot  free.  As 
a  member  of  the  Dublin  Corporation, 
he  might  be  permitted  to  explain  to  the 
House  that  this  was  only  one  of  the  diffl- 
cnltiee.  The  area  of  taxation  was  limited 
to  within  the  narrow  ring  of  the  canal 
which  surrounded  Dublin ;  and  the  outer 
districts,  which  would  be  still  more  bene- 
fited by  the  extended  system  of  main 
drainage  than  even  Dublin,  would  not 
hare  to  pay  one  penny  contribution 
to  this  much  desired  work.  On  the  out- 
side of  Dablin,  and  immediately  adjoin- 
ing it,  was  a  Terr  largo-  and  important 
nrban  district  called  Bathmines.  Those 
who  resided  there,  although  partici- 
pating in  all  the  benefits  of  Dublin,  paid 
nothing  whatever  towards  the  rates  of 
the  city,  and  would  pay  nothing  what- 
erer  towards  the  drainage  of  the  city. 
There  was  another  district,  also,  adjoin- 
ing to  which  he  wished  to  draw  attention 
—the  Pembroke  Township.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  alluded  to  the  justice  of 
the  ground  landlords  paying  their  share 
towards  any  improvement  that  might  be 
made  within  their  district  or  upon  the 
estates  they  held.  Now,  he  was  per- 
sonally aware  that  in  that  township  very 
latge  drainage  works  had  been  directed 
to  be  carried  out ;  but  who  would  have 
to  pay  for  them  ?  Not  the  lord  of  the 
soil— theEarl  of  Pembroke — but  actually 
the  TCiy  persons  who  were  building 
houses  ana  residences  on  the  land.  He 
considered — and  ha  was  sore  tlut  many 
hon.  Members  opponte  (the  Badiou 
Members)  wonld  agree  wiUi  him— ^that 
this  was  a  state  of  things  whioh  should 
be  altered.  This  oould  not  be  denied, 
more  especially  when  it  was  considered 
that  the  lord  of  the  soil  took  all  the  ad- 
vantages of  the  improvements  at  his  dis- 
posal by  enforcing  exorbitant  terms 
upon  those  building  upon  his  property. 
The  agent  of  the  lord  of  the  soil,  Mr. 
Vernon,  who  was  also  one  of  the  Land 
CommisRioners,  was  Chairman  of  the 
Pembroke  Local  Township  Board.  In 
that  oapatnty,  as  Chairman,  he  had  a 
powerfol  Toioe  in  direoting  the  im- 


provements to  the  township,  all  of  which, 
as  a  matter  of  course,  resulted  in  in- 
creased value  being  given  to  the  land, 
increased  rents  being  charged,  and  Mr. 
Vernon,  of  eourfte,  obtaining  a  largely 
increased  amonnt  fkvm  the  percmtage 
accorded  him  by  the  Earl  of  Pembroke 
for  ooUeotinpr  the  rents  on  the  estate. 
He  would  like  to  tell  the  House  how 
the  predecessors  of  the  Earl  of  Pem- 
broke obtained  this  property,  whioh 
brought  in  to  the  Earl  of  Pembroke 
£30,000  per  annum,  and  for  whioh  he 
only  paid  the  Corporation  of  Dublin 
£10  a-year.  It  was  obtained  under  a 
lease  granted  by  the  old  rotten  Corpora- 
tion, now,  he  was  happy  to  say,  re- 
placed by  a  Corporation  which  was  not 
purchasable.  The  lord  of  the  soil  in- 
vited the  lessors,  the  members  of  the 
old  Corporation,  to  go  and  dine 
with  him.  A  draft  of  the  lease 
was  then  read  to  them,  and  imme- 
diately after  the  reading  dinner  was 
announced,  and  all  other  business  was 
stayed  for  the  time  being.  After  dinner, 
when  of  ooorse  it  was  not  expected  that 
the  diners  would  be  in  a  very  clear  state 
of  mind  for  the  transaction  of  business, 
another  and  a  different  lease  was  sub- 
mitted to  them,  whioh  they  signed  in 
ignorance  of  its  real  character.  He  did 
not  state  these  facts  simply  on  hearnay, 
as  any  hon.  Member  would  find  the 
whole  matter  embodied  in  the  ofEcial 
Beport  submitted  to  the  Corporation  by 
their  late  law  adviser,  Mr.  Morgan. 
This  was  the  manner  in  which  the  citi- 
zens of  Dublin  had  been  de&auded  of 
their  property  by  the  substitution  of  a 
spurious  lease.  There  was  another 
suburban  district  near  Dublin  known 
as  Kingstown.  He  had  been  a  mem- 
ber of  the  £ingstown  Township  Local 
Board.  He  might  say  that  while  a 
member  of  this  Board  he  had  ^ne  his 
best  to  oppose  the  consideration  of  oer- 
tain  main  drainage  works,  but  nnsuo- 
cessfuUy.  They  might  ask  why  he 
obstructed  these  works?  The  reason 
was  that  he  saw  the  improvement  would 
benefit  the  owners  of  property ;  but  it 
would  have  to  be  paid  for  by  those  who 
built  upon  the  lands.  This  he  considered 
exceedingly  unjust.  If  the  owners  of 
ground  rents  or  lords  of  the  soil  had  their 
property  improved  by  the  construction 
of  such  works,  why  should  they  not  pay 
a  certain  due  proportion  in  the  shai»e 
of  rates  for  the  improremmit  of  thnr 
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estates  P  There  vas  no  reason  why  the 
entire  amount  of  the  taxes  should  be 
borne  hj  the  leaseholders  and  oooupiers. 
He,  therefore,  quite  agreed  with  the 
Mover  of  this  Motion  that  the  lords  of 
the  soil  should  be,  in  juatioe  and  equity, 
obliged  by  law  to  contribute  a  certain 
portion  of  the  rates.  Lord  De  Yeeoi 
and  Lord  Longford  held  property  in 
Kinntown,  where  a  large  nnmbei  of 
buildings  had  been  erected  on  compa- 
ratively short  leases.  These  leases  were 
now  expiring,  and  within  10  or  16  years 
they  would  fall  in  to  the  landlords,  and 
all  that  bad  been  expended  would  be 
confiscated.  He  denied  the  right  of  these 
ground  landlords  to  rob  the  people  in 
this  way.  He  entirely  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Member  who  moved  the  Motion 
(Mr.  Saunders)  that  such  a  thing  had 
no  justice  or  equity  in  it,  and  should  be 
reversed  by  law.  He  believed  that  in 
London  the  same  interest  was  felt  in 
this  quMiion  as  was  taken  in  it  in  Dub- 
lin. Great  ground  landlords,  like  the 
Duke  of  Westminster,  the  Duke  of  Nor- 
folk, and  othen,  were  doing  in  London 
what  Lord  De  Yesoi  end  Lrad  Longford 
were  doing  in  Kingstown.  The  law, 
therefore,  in  his  opinion,  should  be 
ohax^ted,  and  the  lords  of  the  soil  com- 
pelled to  contribute  a  certain  proportion 
to  the  local  expenditure,  and  take  their 
share  in  the  payment  of  municipal 
rates. 

Me.  LA.W80N  (St.  Pancras,  W.) 
said,  he  was  of  opinion  that  the  Resolu- 
tion was  closely  bound  np  with  the  ques- 
tion which  he  had  taken  up  in  place  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Broadhurst).  It  was  also  connected  witii 
the  whole  question  of  town  dwellings ; 
and  he  ooimdered  that  it  ought  to  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Oommittee  which  was  to  in- 
vestigate the  terms  of  occupation  and  the 
oom^»ensation  f<»  improvemente  in  town 
holdings.  His  hon.  Friend  &e  Membw 
for  Hull  (Mr.  Saunders)  had  only  asked 
for  a  luster  distribution  of  fiscal  burdcoLS, 
and  he  had  not  shrunk  from  attacking 
the  whole  system,  which  was  fraught 
with  grave  danger  to  the  moral  and  ma- 
terial condition  of  the  great  urban  popu- 
lations of  this  country.  In  most  of  our 
industrial  centres  the  system  of  leasing 
bouses  was  mere  legalized  spoliation. 
It  was  known  in  no  other  country. 
From  inquiries  whioh  had  been  made  he 
was  led  to  think  that  Sir  John  Wal- 
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sham's  opinion  was  open  to  doubt,  and 
that  even  in  France  the  system  had  no 
existence.  In  this  oountxy,  at  the  ex- 
piration of  a  lease,  the  whole  of  the  im- 
provements and  every  penny  spent  by  the 
tenant  in  adding  to  the  comfort  and 
the  convenience  of  his  holding  went  ne- 
cessarily into  the  pooketo  of  the  ground 
landlorda.  Again,  in  London,  it  was  Uie 
practice  to  mulct  the  tnuuit  of  the  good- 
will of  his  business.  He  knew*  of  a  trades- 
man in  Bond  Street  who  sunk  the  whole 
of  his  capital  in  a  prosperous  buuness 
whioh  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  re- 
move to  another  place,  and  the  landlord, 
on  the  renewal  of  the  lease,  obliged  him 
to  rebuild,  fined  him£  1 ,000,  and  doubled 
his  rent.  In  effect,  the  landlord  said — 
"I  will  blackmail  you  to  the  extent  of 
your  goodwill."  In  Begent  Street  a 
tradesman  of  older  standmg  was  lucky 
enough  to  own  the  house  adjoining  his 
place  of  business,  and  oonsequrattly  he 
was  able  to  resistsucoessfuUy  theattempt 
of  his  landlord  to  share  his  trade  profite. 
Neither  the  landlord  nor  the  ground 
landlord  paid  a  single  penny  wt  the 
im^rovraient  of  the  nei^bonrhood  in 
which  their  property  lay.  It  was  said 
that  the  lessee  willingly  took  upcm  him- 
self all  the  burdens  whioh  might  in  time 
be  imposed ;  but  hon.  Members  who  used 
that  argument  foi^t  that  of  late  years 
the  rates  had  sprung  "by  leaps  and 
bounds"  beyond  all  possibility  of  fore- 
oast.  The  main  drainage  rate,  the  School 
Board  rate,  and  the  Fire  Brigade  rate 
had  all  been  imposed  without  it  being 
possible  for  the  tenant  in  many  oases  to 
have  foreseen,  on  entering  into  his  con- 
tract, that  he  would  have  to  meet  those 
demands;  and  it  should  be  borne  in 
mind  that  the  whole  ioddenoe  of  the 
rates  had  been  on  the  occupier  only. 
The  evidence  given  before  the  Boyal 
Oommission  cm  the  Housing  of  the  Poor 
pfnnted  to  the  iniquities  oommitted  hy 
the  jwy  builder  and  the  middle>man ; 
but  lie  thought  it  was  to  be  re|^«tted 
that  the  vials  of  the  wraUi  of  the  Oom- 
missionere  should  hav«  been  poured  on 
those  classes  alone.  They  were  only  the 
outcome  of  a  bad  system.  The  men  who 
ultimately  benefited  by  the  eztorti(m  of 
the  middle-man,  and  who  put  into  his 
pocket  all  the  money  spent  by  the  rate* 
payer,  was  the  ground  landlord.  He  re- 

Setted  that  the  Eesolution  o£  the  hon. 
ember  for  Hull  was  not  confined  to 
the  fact  (hot  gioand  lenti  wen  alto- 
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gether  exempted  from  local  taxation. 
He  thought  that  the  two  matters  men- 
tioned in  his  hon.  ^Friend's  Resolution 
were  more  or  leas  distinct  from  each 
othw.  The  London  Vestries,  which  were 
not,  as  a  rule,  veir  go-ahead  Bodies, 
had  been  forced  to  race  the  actual  facts 
of  things.  In  St.  Fanmu  they  had  an 
instance  of  a  borough  which  was  entirely 
mapped  out  into  great  estates,  and  on 
one  or  two  of  those  estates  the  rights 
of  the  landlord  were  exercised  harshly 
and  cruelly.  One  man  was  in  pusseBsion 
of  property  in  that  parish,  the  annual 
rateable  Talue  of  which  amounted  to 
£200,000.  A  century  ago  St.  Fancraa 
was  a  mere  tract  of  fields,  and  hon.  Mem- 
bers could  realize  the  enormous  differ- 
ence when  these  fields  were  covered  by 
25,000  houses,  and  remembered  that  the 
whole  of  the  improvements  in  the  roads, 
drainage,  and  public  works  had  been 
effected  by  the  labour  and  the  money 
of  the  occupying  inhabitants.  Tet  the 
whole  of  this  unearned  increment  was 
shortly  to  go  into  the  pockets  of  the 
ground  landlords,  who  probably  went 
into  the  borough  but  once  in  their  lives. 
The  question  would  also  be  found  to  be  a 
burning  one  in  most  of  the  grmt  provin- 
cial towns.  It  was  said  that  they  wished 
to  violate  freedom  of  contract.  He  was 
willing  to  admit  that,  literally  and  for- 
mally, these  people  took  upon  themselves 
the  obligation.  By  the  terms  of  an  or- 
dinary covenant  a  tenant  agreed  to  pay 
all  charges  existiDg  or  hereafter  to  be 
imposed,  except  landlords'  Property 
Tax.  He  should  like  to  know  whether 
freedom  of  contract  was  anything  better 
than  a  phrase  when  the  whole  land  of  a 
place  was  in  the  hands  of  one  man  ?  The 
would-be  oooupier  had  often  no  option, 
because  the  conditions  of  his  life  com- 
pelled him  to  live  in  one  place ;  and, 
therefore,  he  had  to  take  land  on  the 
terms  which  the  ground  landlord  chose 
to  exact.  Leaseholders  were  grateful 
to  the  noble  Lord  the  Uember  for  Fad- 
dington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  for 
his  i^eech  which  he  made  on  the  second 
reading  of  a  Bill  in  1884,  when  the 
noble  Lord  declaimed  against  the  bloated 
estates  of  the  Whig  Dukes,  and  said 
that  the  concentration  of  land  in  a  few 
hands  was  a  great  cause  of  Oommunism 
and  discontent.  It  was  said  that  ground 
rents  had  become  a  frequent  form  of 
iuTeetment.  Matters  of  taxation  were 
settled  by  the  balanoe  of  ccmvenienoe; 


but  it  was  impossible  not  to  see  that  the 
balance  of  convenience  had  been  all 
through  on  the  side  of  the  owner  of  ground 
rents.  Thosewho  said  that  tentmts  would 
in  the  end  pay  all  rates  forgot  that  the 
great  increase  of  local  rates  had  occurred 
within  the  last  30  years,  and  ^at  no  re- 
missions of  rents  by  ground  landlords  had 
been  recorded.  No  ground  landlord  had 
paid  his  share  of  the  School  Board  rates 
that  had  come  into  existence  in  1870.  It 
had  been  said  that  there  ought  to  be  an 
entire  re-assesament ;  but  the  ground 
landlord  might  be  called  upon  to  make  a 
return  similar  to  that  required  from  the 
tenant  under  the  Valuation  Act.  There 
was  nothing  revolutionary  or  abnormal 
in  saying  that  they  ought  to  contribute, 
in  proportion  to  the  interest  they  had 
in  the  soil,  towards  local  ohai^fes  and 
local  improvements  by  which  their  pro- 
perty was  benefited.  Trade  and  industry 
suffered  from  the  present  eastern,  and  it 
would  continue  to  suffer  so  long  as  they 
continued  to  allov  men  to  reap  where 
they  had  not  sown  of  the  fruit  of  other 
men's  labour.  In  the  hope  that  the 
House  might  oome  to  an  unanimous  con- 
elusion,  hesabmitted  an  Amendment  that 
the  question  of  imposing  direct  assess- 
ment upon  ground  rents  be  referred 
to  the  Select  Oommittee  on  Town 
Holdings. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  tlia 
first  word  "  on,"  in  line  2,  in  order  to  inMrt 
the  Tordfl  "the  qnertion  of  impodng  a  direct 
■MMMBWt,"— (Jfr.  £aw*0n,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  Deleft  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Thb  OffANOELLOB  of  thb  BX- 
0HEQI7HB  (Sir  Willuk  HABOOtJBT) 
^Derby)  said,  that  they  had  had  a  most 
intweeting  debate  upon  an  important 

subject.  He  did  not  think  that  he  ever 
heard  a  question  of  equal  difficulty  more 
aptly  and  satisfactorily  discussed.  The 
speeches. of  the  the  Mover  and  the  Se- 
conder of  the  original  Resolution  were  full 
of  knowledge  and  of  argument ;  and  the 
House  had  heard  with  great  satisfaction 
the  contribution  just  mode  to  the  debate 
by  one  of  its  youngest  Members  (Mr. 
Lawson)  in  a  speech  of  great  ability  and 
knowledge.  He  was  not  goii^;  to  dis- 
cuss the  general  subject  at  any  Imgth ; 
but  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of  sappoct- 
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iug  the  Amendment,  vhioh  he  biew 
would  not  be  unaoceptable  to  the  Mover 
and  Seconder  of  the  original  Besolution. 
They  had  established  a  strong  prtmd 
faoie  case  for  inquiry  into  the  rating  of 
ground  rents,  as  distinct  from  what  they 
had  called  house  rents.  They  bad  con- 
tended that  those  who  derived  large 
benefits  from  great  and  populous  com- 
munities should  themselves  contribute 
to  the  cost  of  promoting  the  well-being 
of  those  communities.  No  man  of  com- 
mon sense  or  justice  could  deny  that 
proposition.  Some  might  assert  that  the 
ground  landlord  did  contribute  to  the 
payments  made  by  the  tenants ;  but  if 
it  were  true  that  the  landlord  did  con- 
tribute— of  which  he  had  a  doubt — it 
would  be  veiy  much  better  that  every- 
body ahoald  mow  it,  and  especially  the 
tenants  themselves;  and  it  would  be 
extremely  advisable  that  the  rate  should 
be  separated,  so  that  they  should  have 
a  separate  rate  upon  the  ground  and  an- 
other upon  the  house  rent,  and  so  the 
distinct  liability  might  be  clearly  known. 
He  oould  not  see  how  people  could  con- 
tend that  if  a  rate  was  settled  upon  a 
long  lease  of  60,  80,  or  99  years,  and 
that  after  that  ground  rent  was  settled, 
and  during  a  greater  part  of  the  period 
— perhaps  during  half-a-oentary  of  it — 
the  rates  were  immensely  increased,  that 
that  increased  rate  did  not  fall  upon  the 
tenant,  and  was  shared  in  any  degree  by 
the  eround  owner.  Having  said  that 
much,  however,  he  did  not  desire  to  pro- 
nounce a  definite  opinion  upon  the  gene- 
ral question  or  the  methm  of  dealing 
with  it.  In  truth,  tiie  matter  really  feU 
within  the  province  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Looat  Go- 
vernment Board  (Mr.  Joseph  Ohamber- 
lain),  because  it  did,  and  must,  form 
part  of  an^  plan  which  would  have  to 
be  dealt  with  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject  of 
local  government.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Hull  (Mr.  Saunders)  did  not  want  to 
commit  himself  to  any  plan  of  dealing 
with  the.  question ;  he  wae  more  con- 
cerned to  lay  a  foundation  of  general 
principle  than  to  undertake  the  respon- 
sibility of  recommending  any  particular 
scheme.  That  in  itself  was  an  aigument 
in  favour  of  the  general  question  going 
into  Committee.  He  hoped  it  would  be 
a  strong  Committee,  on  which  would  be 
men  competent  to  deal  with  questions  of 
this  oharaoter.  They  would  then  be 
able  to  discuss  the  whole  question,  and 
Sir  WUUm  Sarcmrt 


oonsid«r  and  take  evidence  upon  fli« 
various  Bohemes  fbr  meeting  and  dealing 
with  it.  Though  he  had  heard  tiiat 
night  very  vehement  and  strong  con- 
demnation of  ground  rents,  he  bought 
the  House  should  remember  that  there 
were  some  circnmstauces  of  oonvenienee 
attached  to  the  system.  In  parts  of  the 
North  of  England  people  aid  not  like 
ground  rents,  and  would  not  be  satisfied 
without  the  freehold,  or  sometlung  like 
it ;  but  in  the  South  of  England  people 
had  been  willing  to  accept  the  responn- 
bili^r  of  building  houses  on  long  leases. 
In  the  House  the  provision  of  houBe  ac- 
commodation had  been  favoured  by  ths 
possibility  of  builders — he  spoke  not  of 
jerry  builders,  but  of  men  who  built 
reasonably  good  houses— only  acquiring 
land  upon  terms  which  would  eaahld 
them  to  build  houses.  There  were  many 
builders  who  would  not  be  able  to  6nd 
the  capital  to  buy  land  as  well  as  to 
erect  houses ;  and  thus  populations  were 
accommodated  by  the  ground-rent  plan 
upon  terms  which  were  oouTenient  to 
the  commercial  conditions  of  the  builders. 
Therefore  the  argument  was  not  entirely 
one  way  upon  that  subject.  But  all 
these  were  matters  which  he  thought 
might  be  very  fairly  considered  before 
a  Committee.  He  oould  not,  and  should 
not,  advise  the  House  to  arrive  at  the 
conclusion  that  the  system  of  ground 
rents  was  one  which  ought  to  be  abso- 
lutely and  unconditionally  abolished. 
He  hoped  that  the  House  would  be  dii- 
posed  to  adopt  the  view  <^  the  hon. 
Member  for  St.  Faneras  (Ur.  Xawseo), 
and  a^ree  to  refer  this  matter  to  ms 
Committee  already  appointed  to  deal 
with  a  oc^ate  subject. 

Ma.  GBEGOBT  (Sussex,  East  Orin- 
stead) :  I  cannot  help  regarding  this 
proposal  as  an  indirect  attack  T^pon 
landed  property.  If  the  whole  subject 
of  the  burdens  upon  real  property  were 
to  be  gone  into,  there  would  be  no  indis- 
poaition  to  meet  the  question  on  this 
side  of  the  House ;  and  if  both  personal 
and  landed  property  are  to  be  snb- 

i'ected  to  a  fair  treatment  of  taxation, 
;  do  not  think  that  the  landed  in- 
terest will  fare  the  worst  of  the  two. 
With  reference  to  the  Motion  imme- 
diately before  the  House,  perhaps  the 
House  will  allow  me  to  point  out 
what  ground  rents  are  and  how  they 
arise.  They  fSsrm  the  snlgeot  of  an 
Didinaty  bargain  ■oiiQ  man  possssMS 
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landed  property,  aod  another  man  de- 
sires to  build  upon  it ;  they  enter  into 
an  agreement,  and  the  one  man  parts 
vith  the  possession  and  control  of  hia 
property  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  an- 
other man  to  build  upon  il^  who  assumes 
absolute  control  and  dominion  over  it, 
subject  to  the  payment  at  a  rent  dis- 
tributed over  a  certain  number  of  years ; 
he  may  be  said,  indeed,  to  pay  a  cer- 
tain sum  of  money  down,  but  for  his 
ooDveoience  it  is  discounted  into  auaual 
payments.  Now  that  is  what  a  ground 
rent  is,  and  a  ground  rent  is  uot  subject 
to  any  contingencies.  It  is  an  exacted 
payment  for  absolute  dominion  over 
property  extending  oTer  a  term  of  years, 
on  the  condition  that  after  the  lapse  of 
that  number  of  years  the  whole  of  the 
property  is  to  revert  to  the  landowner. 
On  entering  into  an  agreement,  the  man 
who  makes  it  contemj^ates  all  the  con- 
ditions of  it,  and  the  man  who  contracts 
with  the  landowner  for  the  building  of 
a  house  and  the  payment  of  a  ground 
rent  knows  perfectly  well  the  number  of 
years  during  which  he  will  be  required 
to  pay  that  ground  rent,  pure  and  simple, 
and  that  1^  will  also  be  liable  to  pay 
the  rates  and  taxes  during  the  period 
he  has  possession  of  the  property.  The 
man  who  builds  also  provides  for  similar 
contingencies  if  he  sub-lets  the  house, 
and  he  contraota  equally  with  the  sub- 
tenant to  reimburse  him  for  the  respon- 
sibilities he  has  incurred.  This  arrange- 
ment is  a  great  convenience  to  a  pereon 
building,  because  it  saves  him  from 
having  to  pay  down  at  once  the  full 
value  of  the  land.  The  sum  to  be  paid 
in  the  way  of  ground  rent  is  to  be  paid 
free  of  all  rates  and  taxes ;  and  if  any 
tax  is  to  be  levied  in  the  future  upon 
the  ground  rent  agreed  to  be  paid,  the 
House  may  be  sure  that  &e  landowner 
will  take  it  into  account  in  fixing  the 
amount  of  the  ground  rent,  and  that 
eventually  such  tax  will  have  to  be  paid 
by  the  tenant  of  the  house.  Nor  is  there 
any  injustice  in  this.  If  a  new  drain  be 
laid  down,  or  water  applied,  or  cheaper 
gas,  it  is  to  the  benefit  of  the  immediate 
occupier  of  the  house  much  more  than  to 
the  benefit  of  the  leasee,  or  of  the  groimd 
landlord;  and  every  ground  landlord,  or 
lo'isee  under  him,  is  perfectly  aware  that 
improvements  of  that  kind,  although 
they  will  benefit  his  property,  will  bene- 
fit to  a  miuih  greater  extent.the  occupy- 
ing tenant.  Ground  rents  are  subject  to 

VOL.  COOm.   [thibd  seribs.] 


Imperial  taxation.  They  are  subject  to 
the  Succession  Duties,  like  all  other  pro- 

{>erty ;  and  it  is  merely  in  respect  of 
ocal  burdens  that  they  are  exempt.  I 
stand  upon  the  terms  of  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hull  (Mr. 
Saunders),  and  I  maintain  that,  accord- 
ing to  those  terms,  it  would  be  a  mere 
shifting  of  the  burden  pro  ianio  from  the 
lessee  on  to  the  owner  of  the  land.  As 
I  have  already  stated,  it  is  entirely  a 
matter  of  contract.  All  the  contingen- 
cies are  taken  into  coiLsideration ;  and  if 
the  ground  landlord  had  to  pay  rates 
and  taxes  there  would  be  an  additional 
charge  in  assessing  the  amount  of  ground 
rent.  The  value  of  the  house  is  not 
affected  by  the  ground  rent  or  the  rate- 
ability  of  the  house,  because  the  rate  is 
on  the  house  as  it  stands,  and  is  alto- 
gether  independent  of  any  consideration 
with  regard  to  ground  rent.  The  rates 
are  levied  ou  the  letable  value  of  the 
house.  So  far  as  the  owner  of  the 
ground  rent  is  concerned,  if  he  under- 
stood that  he  was  to  pay  rates  and  taxes 
he  would  make  provision  for  them  in 
his  oontnwt.  Something  has  been  said 
about  gronnd  rents  being  absorbed  into 
a  few  hands;  but,  in  considering  this 
question,  it  must  not  be  forgotten  that, 
as  a  matter  of  investment,  ground 
rents  are  equally  as  valuable  as  Consols, 
and  that  large  sums  have  been  invested 
in  the  purchase  of  them  at  a  low  rato^ 
of  interest.  They  are  bought  for  the 
reversion  which  the  purchusere  are  to 
acquire,  and  it  would  be  most  unfair 
to  place  an  additional  tax  upon  persons 
who  have  been  encouraged  to  buy 
ground  rents  under  the  law  as  it  now 
stands.  Mention  has  been  made,  in 
the  course  of  the  debate,  of  the  Pru- 
dential Office  as  a  large  absorber  of 
ground  rents.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  hon.  Member  who  mentioned  the 
fact  is  aware  that  that  is  ui  Office  which 
has  been  specially  established  for  the 
benefit  of  tne  humbler  classes.  I  be- 
lieve that  the  Fk-udential  has  the  largest 
number  of  small  policy  holdera  of  any 
Office  in  the  world,  and  they  have  in- 
vested considerable  sums  in  the  pur- 
chase of  ground  rents  for  the  benefit 
of  the  working  classes.  Thousands  of 
working  men  have  become,  through  this 
Office,  proprietors  of  ground  rents ;  and 
to  tax  them  now  for  the  purpose  of 
shifting  the  burden  from  tho  person  who 
is  now  liable  in  order  to  place  it  on  tho 
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■hooldeTB  oi  the  owner  wonld  result  in 
neat  hardship  upon  a  most  deserring 
uaas  of  people.  Kow,  with  regard  to  the 
present  leasing  system,  I  know  a  good 
deal,  both  by  tradition  and  experienoe,  aa 
to  how  properfyis  managed.  Let  me  take 
property  in  my  own  immediate  neigh- 
bourhood—I  mean  the  Bedford  Estate. 
I  believe  there  never  was  an  estate  laid 
out  with  greater  beneBt  to  a  large  city. 
It  has  been  laid  out  in  large  squares 
with  short  streets,  and  a  great  deal  of 
the  ground  has  been  sacrificed  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  the  health  and  com- 
fort of  thoae  who  live  there.    And  what 
is  the  result?    The   Bedford  Estate 
forms  one  of  the  lungs  of  London, 
greatly  to  the  benefit  of  the  adjoining 
properttea.   The  reanlt  of  the  building 
operations  upon  it  has  been  that  the 
houses  now  existing  upon  that  estate 
are  nearly  as  good  as  when  they  were 
originally  built;  and  they  have  been  re-let 
for  acertiun  number  of  years,  the  tenant 
doing  the  necessary  repairs,  which  are 
rather  of  an  ornamental  character  than 
for  the  purposes  of  the  fabric.  Hon. 
Members  talk  of  the  abuses  of  this 
system  of  ground  rents ;  but  they  ought 
also  to  remember  the  advantages  which 
it  confers.  Other  estates— such  as  the 
estate  of  the  Duke  of  "Westminster — 
have  been  laid  out  in  a  similar  manner, 
with  large  open  areas  ;  and  I  venture  to 
say  that  a  good  deal  of  that  property 
would  never  have  been  built  upon  in 
the  manner  that  it  has  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  personal  assistance  given 
by  the  late  Marquess  of  Westminster. 
If  this  assistance  eould  not  have  been 
obtained,  the  consequence  woidd  have 
been  that  houses  of  an  inferior  de- 
Boription  would  have  been  erected,  and 
the  land  would  have  been  laid  out 
in  a  manner  prejudicial  to  the  he^th 
and  comfort  of  those  who  have  to  live 
upon  it.    I  do  not  think  that  suffi- 
cient reasons  have  been  given  to  induce 
the  House  to  assent  to  the  Motion,  or 
even  to  send  the  propoaal  to  a  Select 
Committee.    The  Committee  to  which  it 
is  proposed  to  refer  it  has  a  large  enough 
amount  of  work  upon  its  hands  without 
being  required  to  consider  this  question. 
It  is  a  question  relating  to  a  great  prin- 
ciple, for  it  really  involves  the  principle 
of  taxing  the  unearned  increment  of 
property,  aa  it  is  called;  and,  there- 
fore, in  the  strongest  terms,  I  protest 
against  it. 


Mb.  FOBWOOD  (Laneaahire,  Ormi- 
kirk):  Perhaps  ihe  House  will  allow 
me  to  say  a  lew  words  on  this  mattw 
from  an  entirely  different  point  of  view 
from  those  with  which  the  question  has 
hitherto  been  approached.  I  have  the 
honour  to  be  the  Chairman  of  a  Muni- 
cipal Committee  which  has  chai^  of, 
perhaps,  the  largest  estate  owned  by  any 
Corporation  in  this  coimtry,  hardly  ex- 
cepting London.  The  Corporation  of 
Liverpool  is  the  owner  of  the  reversion 
of  nearW  one-third  of  the  City  of  Liver- 
pool. It  has  some  5,000  leases  on  that 
property,  and  its  income  in  the  shape  of 
fines,  and  income  from  renewals  and 
rents,  amounts  to  something  like 
£100,000  a>year.  Perhaps  the  House 
will  allow  me  to  etate  the  experience 
I  have  have  had  in  reference  to  the 
administration  of  that  large  estate.  That 
property,  where  it  is  leasm.  is  all  leased 
under  obligation  by  the  Municipal  Cor- 
poration Act  of  1835  for  terms  of  75 
years.  We  have  no  option ;  we  cannot 
sell  the  reversion  out  and  out ;  we  are 
compelled  to  let  it  only  on  leases  not  ex- 
ceeding that  term  of  75  years.  The 
leaseholders  are  given  by  the  Corpora- 
tion the  option  of  either  paying  cadi  for 
the  extension  of,  or  a  full  lease  of  75 
years,  or  of  paying  a  sufficient  sum  of 
money  cash  down  to  secure  the  Corpora- 
tion, and  pay  an  annual  ground  rent  as  a 
commutation  for  the  balance.  If  I  un- 
derstand the  effect  of  the  Resolution  now 
under  discussion  aright  it  is  that  that 
commuted  fine,  which  is  commuted  at 
something  like  4  or  4^  per  cent  into  an 
annual  rent,  should  be  miUle  liable  to 
local  taxation.  It  wonld  be  dearly  and 
maniteefly  unjust  to  the  owner  of  Aat 
ground  rent— for  it  really  is  a  ground 
rent — to  tax  him  on  the  annual  value 
for  local  rates.  He  baa  given  to  the 
leaseholder  the  opportunity  of  paying 
the  fine  in  cash  or  of  commuting  it 
into  a  ground  rent.  The  leaseholder 
has  found  it  more  to  his  interest  to  keep 
his  capital  money  in  his  pocket  for  build- 
ing or  other  trade  purposes,  and  to  bor- 
row, BO  to  speak,  the  money  from  the 
Corporation,  the  owner  of  the  fee  simple, 
and  to  pay  ^em  a  rate  of  interest  on  it. 
Where  can  be  the  justice  of  laying  local 
rates  on  that  whioh  is  really  intereeton  the 
fine,  any  more  than  in  layingloeal  rates  on 
the  proceeds  or  revenues  derived  fiom 
Consols  or  Bailway  Stock  or  anything 
else  of  that  kind?  The  advantage  to  the 
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public  in  the  matter  is  that  if  there  is 
any  unearned  increment  in  that  eaee,  and 
there  baa  been  a  large  unearned  incre- 
ment through  tlie  growth  of  the  town  and 
the  increase  of  its  trade,  it  goes  to  benefit 
the  ratepayers ;  whereas,  if  the  Eesolu- 
tion  were  adopted  and  leaseholds compul- 
sorily  enfranchised,  you  would  take  that 
unearned  increment  from  the  ratepayers 
and  hand  it  over  to  private  individuals. 
Then  we  come  to  the  advantages  which 
are  derived  by  the  town  from  this  system 
of  leaaeholding.  Under  the  system  the 
owners  of  the  property — the  Corporation 
in  this  case — are  able  to  exercise  a  control 
OTOT  the  character  and  the  class  of  build- 
ings erected  in  the  town,  and,  further, 
they  are  able  to  secure  that  the  buildings 
shall  be  a  credit  to  the  place,  and  that  no 
tenant  on  the  estate  shall  do  anything  to 
injure  or  depreciate  the  property  of  an- 
other tenant.  Moreover,  there  are  cove- 
nants in  the  leases  by  which  certain 
trades  are  restricted  to  certain  localities, 
or  are  prohibited  iu  other  localities,  and 
we  are  thus  able  to  assure  to  the  holders 
of  those  leases  that  they  shall  remain  in 
the  quiet  enjoyment  of  their  properties 
without  having  a  nuisance  created  next 
door  to  them.  As  to  the  value  of  the 
property,  within  the  last  12  or  18 
months,  so  much  is  that  leasehold  pro- 
perty esteemed  by  those  who  occupy  it 
that  the  owner  of  one  of  the  leasehold 
lots,  having  purchased  the  adjoining 
freehold,  went  to  the  Corporation  and 
asked  them  to  take  the  freehold  ofif  his 
hands  and  grant  him  a  76  years*  lease 
of  it.  He  preferred  one  leasehold  tene- 
ment under  the  Corporation  to  having 
one-half  freehold  and  one-half  lease- 
hold; and  he  put  on  that  property 
buildings  which  cost  him  over  £60,000. 
Let  me  give  another  instance.  The 
Corporation  of  Liverpool  desired  to 
promote  the  improvement  of  the  town 
and  the  erection  of  comfortable  homes 
for  the  working  classes.  Two  years  ago 
they  purobased  an  estate  of  55  acres, 
and  gave  £150,000  for  it.  They  ran 
streets  through  it  which  were  broader 
than  the  bye-laws  required.  They  care- 
fully considered  the  selling  terms  of  the 
estate.  They  considered  it  better  first 
to  o£fer  the  estate  on  lease  on  a  fine 
for  a  sum  of  money  to  be  jpaid  down ; 
but  those  who  were  experts  in  the  mat- 
ter of  building  houses  said  they  would 
much  prefer  to  buy  the  property  if  the 
Corporation  commuted  their  fines  into 


ground  rents,  as  th^  could  put  np  a 
better  class  of  house  if  they  had  not  to 
invest  so  large  a  proportion  of  their 
capital  in  the  coat  of  the  land.  They 
preferred  to  put  it  in  the  house.  Now, 
under  the  proposal  made  to-night,  that 
system  would  be  penalized  by  a  local 
taxation  that  has  not  hitherto  been  im- 
posed. If  I  had  closed  my  eyes  while 
listening  to  the  tenour  of  many  of  the 
speeches  delivered  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  I  should  have  imagined  mysdf 
to  have  been  in  the  midst  of  a  Qermaa 
Socialistic  Debating  Society  rather  than 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  I  have 
heard  a  great  deal  this  evening  about 
persona  reaping  whwe  they  do  not  sow, 
and  about  balanoes  of  convenience.  I 
want  to  know  where  the  line  is  to  be 
drawn  between  a  man  making  a  profit 
of  the  increment  of  value  from  shares  or 
speculation  in  Stocks,  and  the  natural  in- 
crement of  the  value  of  bis  land?  Ihave 
ventured  to  trouble  the  House  with  these 
observations,  because  1  feel  that  if  this 
matter  is  relegated  to  a  Oommitiee  spe- 
cially appointed  to  consider  certain  ques- 
tions in  regard  to  another  and  a  difierent 
subject,  much  inconvenience  will  arise. 
I  certainly  think  that  this  is  a  question 
which  should  not  be  brought  to  a  Com- 
mittee formed  to  consider  another  sub- 
ject ;  but  if  it  is  to  be  dealt  with  at  all, 
it  should  be  dealt  with  in  a  different 
spirit  from  that  in  which  it  has  been 
approached  to-night;  and  I  am  strongly 
of  opinion  that  there  are'larger  interests 
—namely,  the  genial  intwests  of  the 
public— inTolred  in  the  matter. 

Me.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancras, 
N.):  The  question  is  not  the  leasehold 
system,  but  whether  a  lai^e  amount  of 
property  in  London  and  other  towns 
which  escapes  local  taxation  should  bear 
its  fair  share  of  local  burdenn.  The 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Hull  (Mr.  Saunders)  is  that  no  sys- 
tem of  taxation  can  be  equitable  unless 
a  direct  assessment  be  imposed  on  the 
owners  of  ground  rent.  My  hon.  Friend 
goes  still  further,  and  proposes  that  the 
ownws  of  increased  values — meaning,  I 
suppose,  other  interests  in  property — 
should  also  be  made  amenable  to  local 
taxation.  Now,  Sir,  at  present  local 
rates  are  imposed  upon  annual  value, 
and  not  upon  capital  value;  and  the 
question  -is  whether  capital  value 
should  not  also  be  taxed,  while  there 
are  improvements  and  public  works 
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whioh  benefit  the  present  taxpayers  and 

occupiers,  who  contribute  in  respect  of 
annual  value,  there  are  also  permanent 
and  substantial  and  long  continuing 
improrements  which  inure  to  the  bene- 
fit of  the  property  itself.  The  owners 
of  property  should,  therefore,  contri- 
bute to  local  taxation.  It  has  been 
questioned  whether  the  Oommittee  ap- 
pointed  to  deal  with  compensation  for 
improrements  and  leasehold  eafran- 
ohisement,  will  be  able  to  consider  also 
this  question  of  the  re-adjustment  of 
local  taxation.  I  think  the  Oommittee 
should  be  authorized  to  do  so.  There 
is  a  strong  feeling  in  London  that  as 
long  as  Iwal  burdens  are  thrown  en- 
tirely upon  annual  value  and  upon  the 
present  occupiers,  it  will  be  impossible 
to  attempt  those  great  improvements  of 
which  the  Metropolis  stands  so  much  in 
need.  If  any  authority  were  required 
for  the  proposition  that  ground  rent 
and  other  property  should  be  taxed,  I 
would  refer  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
to  an  authority  which,  I  believe,  they, 
at  all  events,  will  not  question.  The 
noble  Marquess  who  leads  the  Con- 
servative Party,  in  hia  statement  upon 
the  Beport  of  Her  Majesty's  Oommis- 
sioners  for  inquiring  into  the  Housing 
of  the  Working  Classes,  said— 

"  TaxM  from  vhich  outlay  is  drawn  sboold 
be  of  a  kind  which  all  sorts  of  property  should 
join  in  paying.  There  was  no  ground  for 
charging  such  expenditure  on  the  occupiers  of 
land  ana  houses  only.  Incomes  of  all  kinds, 
whether  they  come  from  Consols  or  from  Fo- 
reign Stocks,  or  dehentiires,  gnmnd  rents,  or 
mortgages,  ought  equally  to  near  aach  bur- 

That  authority,  which,  I  am  sure,  hon. 
GenUemen  will  admit  the  force  of, 
strongly  bears  out  the  contention  which 
I  am  putting  before  the  House— that  the 
ratepayers  of  London  who  contribute  in 
respect  of  annual  value,  have  a  right  to 
call  on  the  owners  of  property  to  contri- 
bute towards  those  permanent  improve- 
ments, which  are  not  only  for  the  benefit 
of  the  present  occupiers,  but  also  of  pre- 
sent owners  and  of  future  generations 
of  owners  of  property — the  landlords  of 
the  future  who  will  inherit  property  of 
enormous  extent  and  of  enormous  value. 
I  cordially  sunport  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Htul  (Mr.  Saun- 
ders), and  I  concur  also  in  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Oolleagne  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  St.  Pancras  (Mr.  Lawson), 
to  refer  the  matter  to  the  Committee 

Mr,  T,  M.  BoUon 


appointed  to  deal  with  improvements  in 
towns  and  the  leasehold  question.  I 
hope  it  will  be  a  strong  and  representa- 
tive Committee,  and  that  hon.  Members 
who  are  technically  acquainted  with  the 
subject  will  be  placed  upon  it.  I  trust 
that  we  shall  obtain  from  the  Committee 
a  full  and  comprehensive  Beport,  deal- 
ing with  the  whole  question  of  local 
taxation. 

Mb.  DWYER  gray  (Dublin,  St. 
Stephen's  Green)  :  I  am  of  opinion  that 
by  far  the  most  valuable  contribution  to 
this  debate  has  been  the  speech  de- 
livered by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lanca- 
shire (Mr.  Forward),  who  has  given  us 
the  example  of  that  great  town.  In  that 
case,  the  Local  Authority  has  been  for- 
tunate enough,  according  to  his  account, 
to  secure  the  ownership  of  one-third  of 
the  City  of  Liverpool.  I  do  not  know, 
however,  whether  it  amounts  to  one- 
third  in  area  or  one-third  in  value 
—  probably  one-third  in  value ;  but 
the  hon.  Member  has  explained  to  us 
what  has  occurred  in  Liverpool.  There, 
the  Local  Authority,  representing  an 
entire  community,  has  been  able  to 
ensure  for  the  community  what  is  called 
the  unearned  increment  of  increased 
value  of  land  due  to  the  industry  of  that 
great  and  progressive  community.  We 
have  been  told  that  the  revenue  derived 
from  that  one-third  of  the  value  of 
Liverpool  now  rmtresenta  £100,000 
a-year,  all  of  which  is  devoted  to  tiifi 
public  purposes  of  the  town.  I  would 
ask  hon.  Members  and  the  House  to 
consider  what  would  be  the  condition  of 
Liverpool  to-day  if  the  Corporation  of 
the  town  had  not,  by  accident,  been 
landlords  to  this  large  extent,  and 
what  would  be  the  condition  of  Liver- 
pool if,  instead  of  owning  one-third  of 
the  land  of  Liverpool  and  getting  one- 
third  of  the  unearned  increment  due 
entirely  to  the  industry  of  the  people, 
they  had  owned  the  endre  propwty, 
and  had  secured  for  the  community  the 
increased  value  of  the  whole  of  the  land. 
The  hon.  Member  quoted  the  example 
of  Liverpool  as  a  reason  why  the  House 
should  not  entertain  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hull  ^r.  Saun- 
ders) ;  but  I  think  the  lesson  to  be  de- 
rived from  it  is  a  totally  different  one, 
and  the  logical  conclusion  we  obtain 
from  the  facts  so  clearly  laid  before  us 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lancashire  (Mr. 
Forwood)  is  that  we  should  consider  the 
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Buggestion  in  the  sense  of  mj  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  Saun- 
ders), or  in  the  sense  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  St.  Pancras  (Mr.  Law- 
son).  There  is,  to  my  mind,  a  certain 
amount  of  vagueness  in  the  proposals 
of  the  MoTer  and  Soconder  of  the  He* 
solution.  The  hon.  Member  for  Hull, 
with  very  great  clearness,  presented : 
before  the  House  the  evils  of  the  pre- 
sent system  ;  and  although  I  am  ex- 
tremely conscious  of  them,  and,  although 
as  a  Member  of  the  Oommission  on  the 
Housing  of  the  Poor,  my  attention  was 
drawn  to  the  grievous  suffering  inflicted 
on  the  workiog  classes  by  the  existing 
system  of  land  tenure  in  towns,  I  do  not 
uiink  it  at  all  neoessaiT  for  me  to  add 
anything  to  the  force  or  what  has  been 
stated  in  that  particular  direction.  But 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hull  confines 
himself  to  the  proposal  that  ground 
rents  should  be  subject  to  taxation;  but 
when  the  Seconder  of  the  Besolution 
came  to  make  his  speech,  he,  with  the 
instinct  of  the  learned  Profession  of 
which  he  is  a  distinguished  ornament, 
qualified  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hull  by  saying  that  exist- 
ing contracts  must  be  respected,  and  it 
is  only  when  the  lease  falls  out  that  we 
must  have  an  amended  system  of  taxa- 
tion to  which  ground  rents  are  to  be 
subjected.  Now,  I  venture  to  say  that 
if  you  adopt  that  principle  the  vote  of 
the  House  will  go  for  nothing,  and  it 
will  be  a  mere  nominal  change  signify- 
ing nothing.  There  may  be  two  houses 
in  the  same  street,  side  by  side,  one  of 
which  is  held  on  a  lease  which  is  ac- 
quired after  tbe  amendment  of  the  law 
contemplated  by  the  Besolution,  and 
the  other  with  75  years  still  to  run.  The 
occupier  of  the  one  woidd  be  relieved  of 
his  proportion  of  taxation,  which  would 
be  transferred  by  the  change  to  the 
ground  landlord,  while  the  occupier  of 
the  other,  probably  a  competitor  in 
trade,  would  be  subject  to  taxation  for 
75  years.  The  hon.  Member  stilt  further 
qualified  his  proposition ;  and  I  venture 
to  think  that  if  the  proposal  contained 
in  the  Besolution  were  carried  out,  the 
anticipations  of  its  bringing  about  any 
considerable  amelioration  either  in  the 
condition  of  taxation,  or  of  the  working 
classes,  would  not  be  realized  by  the 
results.  Except  so  far  as  existing  leases 
are  concerned,  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
proposed  taxation  would  havd  any  effect 


whatem.  Of  course,  as  far  as  existing 
leases  are  concerned,  in  the  event  of  new 
taxes  being  proposed,  the  ground  land- 
lord, either  in  part  or  in  whole,  would 
have  to  pay  them,  You  would  relieve 
the  existing  occupier  from  new  burdens 
that  were  not  contemplated  when  the 
lease  was  granted,  but  when  a  new 
lease  came  to  be  made  the  sum  which 
the  lessee  would  be  called  upon  to  pay 
for  the  land  would  be  made  up  of  two 
factors — the  rent  and  tbe  taxes.  There- 
fore, if  you  simply  make  an  alteration 
in  the  law  requiring  the  ground  land- 
lord to  pay  a  certain  amount  of  taxation, 
it  would  have  no  effect  whatsoever  ex- 
cept as  regards  existing  leases.  The 
moment  those  existing  leases  expired  the 
ground  landlord  would  be  able  to  recoup 
himself  for  whatever  portion  of  the  taxa- 
tion had  been  pat  upon  him,  by  increas- 
ing the  rent,  because  it  is  only  fair  to  as- 
sume that  this  taxation  of  ground  rents 
would  only  be  in  relief  of  taxation  that 
would  otherwise  be  paid,  and,  conse- 
quently, the  existing  evils  would  not  be 
I  ( rmanently  touched.  It  was  because  I 
had  convinced  myself,  although  I  am 
afraid  that  I  failed  to  convince  any  other 
Member  of  the  Boyal  Commission  on 
the  Housing  of  tiie  Poor,  that  no  such 
piecemeal  legislation  as  that  contem- 
plated could  be  of  any  permanent  effect 
m  removing  the  evils  which  all  of  us 
acknowledge  to  exist,  that  I  ventured  to 
suggest  a  more  radical  remedy.  The 
remedy  I  suggested  was  that  every  town 
should  be  placed  in  regard  to  the  whole 
of  its  lands  in  the  admirable  position 
which  Idverpool,  by  a  fortunate  accident, 
oocupies  with  regard  to  one-third  of  that 
town.  The  arguments  of  hon.  Members 
who  have  spoken  in  favour  of  the  Be- 
solution, if  they  are  worth  anything  at 
all,  go  a  great  deal  further  than  weir 
conclusion.  The  kernel  of  the  question 
is,  who  is  entitled  to  the  unearned  in- 
crement ?  Who  owns  it  all  ?  Either 
the  ground  landlord  owns  none  of  it  and 
has  no  right  to  take  any  part  of  it,  or  he 
holds  the  whole  of  it,  and  you  have  no 
right  to  take  it  from  him.  What  I  say 
is,  that  he  who  has  created  the  unearned 
increment  should  own  the  whole  of  it, 
and  that  any  shifting  of  taxation  can  be 
but  temporary  in  its  effect,  and  will  nve 
no  permanent  relief  whatever.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  Sannders)  has 
quoted  numerous  oases  of  the  enormous 
increases  in  the  value  of  land  which 
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have  been  made  vhile  the  ground  land- 
lords were  asleep.  Some  hon.  Mem- 
ber baa  mentioned  the  Duke  of  West- 
minster's ostatea.  I  believe  that  that 
family  came  into  the  possession  of  those 
estates  owing  to  a  fortunate  alliance 
on  the  part  of  an  ancestor  with  some 
person  who  bad  a  quantity  of  land  then 
used  for  dairy  farming.  "VVhatwasthen 
worth  a  few  shiUings,0T  at  the  most  a  few 
pounds,  is  now  worth  as  many  thousands 
of  pounds.  But  is  bis  Grace  the  Duke 
of  Westminster  entitled  to  that  iocrease 
of  value  ?  Does  it  not  belong  to  the 
community  who  created  it  ?  I  think  it 
does ;  and  the  only  way  in  which  tbe 
question  can  ever  be  finally  settled  is  by 
what  is  ealled  a  municipalization  of  the 
land— siTiog  to  the  community  repre- 
sented by  we  Local  Authority  of  the 
district  the  Teversion  of  the  property  in 
the  locality.  Every  town  would  then 
enjoy  the  same  advantages  which  Liver- 
pool now  eojoys,  and  it  would  enjoy,  for 
the  benefit  of  the  people,  tbe  uoearned 
increment  of  the  land.  The  Local 
Authority  would  then  have  a  facile  and 
eflfective  means,  not  merely,  as  in  Liver- 
pool, of  preventing  disagreeable  trades 
being  established  in  undesirable  locali- 
tieSfliut  of  securing  that  the  working 
classes  should  be  housed  in  reasonable 
comfort  and  under  conditions  which 
would  give  them  a  cbance  of  preserving 
their  health  and  life.  This  House  is 
frequently  asked  to  pass  laws  to  enable 
the  Local  Autboritiea  to  improve  the 
sanitary  condition  of  towns  and  make 
provision  for  the  better  housiog  and 
comfort  of  tbe  poor.  These  two  facts 
have  been  inoontestibly  proved  —  that 
there  are  hundreds  of  thousands  of  tbe 
working  classes  who  are  housed  under 
circumstances  in  which  decency,  pro- 
priety, and  even  any  approach  to  comfort, 
are  practically  impossible ;  and  side  by 
side  with  this  fact,  is  tbe  additional  fact 
that  there  has  been  an  enormous  increase 
in  the  value  of  the  land.  This  increase 
in  value  has  been  exactly  in  the  same 
ratio  as  tbe  increase  of  tbe  misery  and 
helplessness  of  a  large  proportion  of  the 
womng  classes.  At  present  tbe  land- 
lords are  actuated  by  no  other  motive 
than  the  capacity  of  the  working  classes 
to  pay  the  rent  imposed  upon  them. 
There  is  no  doubt  mat  rents  do  rise, 
and,  therefore,  the  nominal  increase  in 
the  earning  power  of  the  wage-eam- 
iDg  class  is  completely  neutrauEed  by 
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the  power  of  another  class  to  abstract 
so  large  a  portion  from  them.  I  can- 
not see  the  reason  of  this  question  being 
exhaustively  investigated  by  a  Koyal 
Commission,  seeing  that  no  action  what- 
soever has  been  taken  by  Parliament  in 
reference  to  this  portion  of  the  subject, 
and  I  fail  to  see  what  result  the  hon. 
Member  anticipates  from  a  second  in- 
vestigation of  tbe  same  facts.  The 
Order  of  Heference  must  be  wide  to 
enable  the  question  to  be  properly  con- 
sidered. It  must  not  be  confined  only 
to  the  incidence  of  taxation,  but  must 
go  deeper  down  into  tbe  question,  what 
has  been  done  with  the  unearned  incre- 
ment ?  And  I  think  that  the  best  plan, 
under  the  ciroumstances  of  the  case, 
would  be  to  refer  it  to  an  independent 
Select  Committee.  If  the  hon.  Member 
restricts  his  Beference  simply  to  the 
question  of  taxation,  it  is  to  be  feued 
that  the  House  will  have  two  or  three 
more  volumnious  Beports  signifying 
nothing,  or  veiy  little.  I  am  perfectly 
ready  to  support  either  the  original  Mo- 
tion or  the  Amendment,  because,  as  has 
been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bethnal  Green  (Mr.  Kckersgill),  I  be- 
lieve we  shall  not  in  any  way  strike  a 
blow  at  the  system ;  and  when  we  show 
that  the  community  is  entitled  to  this  in* 
crease,  and  the  system  is  shaken  a  little, 
people  will  come  more  and  more  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  community  are  en- 
tided  to  relief  in  this  matter.  It  is  not 
so  much  that  I  anticipate  any  great 
result  either  from  the  original  proposal 
or  the  Amendment  that  I  shall  support 
the  general  proposition,  but  because  I 
believe  that  the  ventilation  of  tbe  sub- 
ject will  do  an  enormous  amount  of  good. 
I  am  certainly  surprised  that  no  hon. 
Member  bae  put  the  question  upon  a 
broader  aspect — namely,  whether  any 
mere  shifting  of  the  burden  of  taxation 
can  efi'ect  the  object  desired. 

Mr.  a.  0.  OORBETT  (Glasgow, 
Tradeston ) :  I  did  not  intend  to  intervene 
in  this  debate  to-night,  and  I  should  not 
have  done  so  if  I  had  not  noticed  that 
so  very  little  prominence  has  been  nren 
to  the  part  of  the  Besolution  which  I  spe- 
cially favour— that  part  in  which  it  is 
urged  that  a  direct  assessment  be  im- 
posed on  the  owners  of  increased 
values  imparted  to  lands  by  building 
operations  and  other  improvements."  I 
believe  that  if  permission  were  given  to 
the  lessee  to  deduct  the  local  rates  from 
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the  ground  rents  paid  to  the  leBsor,  it 
vould  do  nothing  to  reduce  the  amount 
of  rents.  I  knoi^  this — that  when  I 
iuTested  money  in  leasehold  houses,  I 
did  so  on  a  distinct  understanding  and 
on  the  distinct  contract  that  those  houses 
should  bear  all  the  local  burdens.  Those 
-who  have  invested  in  ground  rents  have 
gone  into  their  4  per  cent  investnaents 
on  the  distinct  bargain  that  those  ground 
rents  should  be  subject  to  no  local  bur- 
dens. I  hold  that  there  is  no  call  for 
this  House  to  interrene  between  na,  and 
to  relieve  me  of  burdens  upon  which  I 
distinctly  calculated  in  paying  the  price, 
and  putting  upon  ground  landlords  a 
burden  which  their  oontraot  distinctly 
excluded.  A  good  deal  has  been  said 
to-night  as  to  the  relief  which  such  a 
proposal  would  give  to  the  working 
classes.  I  deny  that  it  would  give  them 
such  relief.  I  know  that  if  I  were  per- 
mitted to  deduct  the  amouutof  local  rates 
out  of  the  ground  rent  I  pay  to  the  ground 
landlord  it  would  not  have  any  neces- 
sary effect  whatever  upon  the  amount  of 
rent  which  I  should  exact  from  my  ten- 
ants. If  you  are  to  have  the  reduced 
rents  you  must  affect  supply  or  demand, 
and  the  one  measure  by  which  you  can 
.increase  the  supply  of  nouses  is  by  the 
tax  which  has  been  proposed  upon 
vacant  land.  Now,  I  happen  to  hold 
about  30  acres  of  vaouit  land  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  London,  and  upon 
that  vacant  land  I  pay  not  one  farthing 
of  local  assessment  or  of  Imperial  taxa- 
tion ;  and  when  I  sell  it  at  a  profit  I  am 
told  that  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to 
return  it  under  the  Income  Tax.  Now,  I 
contend  that  this  is  an  unfair  immunity 
from  taxation,  and  is  a  distinct  premium 
offered  to  landowners  to  keep  their  land 
out  of  the  market.  I  contend  thatif  the 
State  were  to  tax  this  land  it  would  give 
to  me  and  other  landowners  a  great 
inducement  to  bring  our  land  early  in 
the  market  at  lower  rates  than  would 
otherwise  be  secured.  I,  for  one,  should 
not  feel  that  the  country  or  the  Local 
Authorities  were  doing  me  any  injustice 
whatever  if  they  compelled  me  to  say 
what  I  held  to  be  the  real  annual  value 
of  the  land,  and  to  assess  me  upon  it.  I 
hold  that  it  would  be  no  injustice  to  me 
for  them  to  say — *'  You  have  put  a  cer- 
tain value  upon  your  own  land ;  we  take 
it  at  your  own  valuation  ;  "  in  the  event 
of  my  assessing  it  at  too  low  a  price.  By 
this  means,  a  large  additional  amount 


would  be  brought  into  the  Local  and 
Imperial  Exchequers ;  and  the  result 
would  be  that  the  owners  of  land  would 
be  induced  to  bring  their  property  into 
the  market  at  an  earlier  period  and  at 
lower  rates. 

Sib  RIOHABD  Vf^BSTEE  (Isle  of 
Wight) :  I  do  not  intend  to  ask  the 
House  to  divide  on  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  St.  Panocas  (Ur. 
Lawson)  as  to  whether  this  matter 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Oommit- 
tee ;  but  I  should  like  the  House  to 
understand  before  they  adopt  the 
Amendment  what  it  really  is  that  is 
proposed  to  be  referred  to  the  Oom- 
mittee.  We  have  had  several  very 
interesting  and  somewhat  discursive 
speeches ;  but  upon  a  question  of  so 
general  and  far-reaching  a  nature  it 
would  be  well  that  the  House  should 
understand  what  amount  of  substanoe 
there  is  in  the  proposition  pot  forward. 
I  will  not  detain  the  House  longer  than 
I  can  help,  and  not  longer  than  a  few 
minutes  ;  but  before  I  sit  down  I  think 
I  shall  be  able  to  satisfy  the  House  that 
the  real  question  which  lies  at  the  root 
of  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hull  (Mr.  Saunders)  is  the  question  of 
the  incidence  of  taxation  in  general,  and 
not  of  the  taxation  ai  ground  rents.  I 
must  say  that  this  £bate  has  b«en 
amusing  as  well  as  instructive.  Several 
hon.  Members— notably  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  St.  Fancras  (Mr.  Lawson),  who 
made  a  very  interesting  speech  in  which 
he  ran  full  tilt  at  the  landlords — appear 
to  have  spoken  chiefly  for  thepurpose  of 
arousing  the  feelings  of  the  House  with 
regard  to  landlords.  In  the  course  of 
the  debate  we  have  heard  such  words  in- 
troduced as  "  legalized  spoliation."  I 
want  to  brinff  the  House  back  to  the 
terms  of  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hull,  and  to  see  that  we  do 
not,  under  cover  of  this  Motion,  remit 
to  a  Oommittee  a  much  larger  subject, 
and  one  which  is  not  within  the  fair 
scope  and  purview  of  that  Motion. 
The  Motion  consists  of  two  parts— the 
first  having  regard  to  the  question,  of 
the  direct  assessment  of  ground  rents. 
That  question  has  beoi  fully  debated 
by  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  and  I  will  point  out  what  the 
outcome  of  it  is.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Hull  has  suggested  some  scheme,  the 
details  of  whuUi  he  has  not  unfolded  to 
us,  whereby  by  taxing  ground  rents  in 
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the  hands  of  the  Teoeiven  of  those  rents 

the  amount  is  to  flow  iato  the  coffers  of 
the  Public  Authorities.  No  doubt,  that 
is  a  most  desirable  result  for  the  Local 
Authorities  if  ve  oould  achieve  it.  No 
one  can  deny  that  ground  rents  arc 
taxed ;  it  must  be  admitted  that  ground 
rents  do  contribute  to  the  local  taxation ; 
but  it  is  complained  that  by  the  terms  of 
the  bai^ain  between  the  landlord  and 
the  tenant  the  burden  is  borne  by  the 
occupier  or  by  the  person  who  pays  the 
rack-rent.  Now,  I  contend  that  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hull  is 
simply  an  alteration  of  the  burden  by 
taking  it  from  one  person  and  putting 
it  upon  another ;  and  if  the  House  will 
bear  that  matter  in  mind  for  a  moment 
I  will  endeavour  to  oriticize  the  Motion 
in  a  friendly  spirit.  I  hare,  on  more 
than  one  occasion,  had  occasion  to  deal 
with  these  matters  i'rom  a  practical  point 
of  view.  Let  me,  then,  ask  the  House  to 
consider  the  case  of  a  man  who  is  about 
to  grant  a  building  lease — say  for  80 
years — on  an  estate  in  London  for  which 
he  gets  £20  a-year  in  the  shape  of 
ground  rent.  So  long  as  he  receives 
that  £S0  a-year  it  is  a  ground  rent. 
But  suppose  the  ground  landlord  requires 
money,  and  he  goes  to  the  tenant  and 
says— "Sedeem  the  ground  rent  be- 
cause I  should  like  to  have  the  oash." 
Hnpposing  in  that  case  the  tenant  bought 
the  landlord's  interest  at  30  years'  pur- 
chase, and  the  money  was  then  invested 
in  Bailway  Stook,  or  Debentures,  or  in 
OodsoIb,  surely  in  that  case  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hnll  does  not  suggest  that 
those  iuTestments  are  property  which, 
under  the  terms  of  his  Motion,  is  to 
bear  its  burden  of  local  taxation ;  and 
yet  it  is  equally  a  sum  of  money  that 
has  arisen  out  of  the  transaction  be- 
tween the  landlord  and  tenant.  Let 
me  put  another  case.  Take  the  case 
of  a  ground  owner  who  is  able  to  build 
a  house  on  land  which  is  worth  £10,000. 
The  ground  rent  would  be,  at  5  per  cent, 
£&00  a-year,  and  a  building  worth 
£10,000  upon  it  would  bring  in  an 
annual  return  of  £700 ;  or  7  per  cent 
against  5  per  cent  on  the  ground  value, 
the  united  rents  being  £1,200.  It  is 
not  denied  that  that  would  be  a  fair 
rental,  and  taking  one  property  with  the 
other,  that  it  should  contribute  to  local 
burdens,  and  be  rated  at  the  full  amount 
of  £1,200.  At  the  present  moment  the 
Local  Authorities  get  that  full  amount, 
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but  instead  of  being  in  two  liaads  it  is 

in  one.  It  is  said  that  there  ought  to 
be  some  increased  assessment  upon  it  in 
order  to  cover  the  ground  rent.  Now, 
suppose  the  owner  himself  had  the  land 
which  was  worth  to  him  £10,000,  and 
suppose  he  spent  £10,000  to  put  a  house 
upon  it,  would  he  not  be  fully  taxed, 
if  he  were  called  upon  to  p^  rates  on 
a  rental  of  £1,200  a-year?  The  Local 
Authority  would  have  no  right  to  chai^ 
him  any  more,  and  yet,  because  a  man 
is  not  fortunate  enough  to  build  his  own 
house  upon  his  own  property,  but  builds 
one  on  the  estate  of  somebody  else,  in 
some  way  or  other  this  land  is  to  be 
further  taxed,  although  the  occupier  is 
at  present  paying  upon  the  full  rent  of 
£1,200  a-year.  In  the  case  of  a  man 
living  in  hie  own  house,  and  upon  his 
own  land,  you  would  put  both  the  land 
and  building  together,  and  the  occupier 
of  that  house  and  land,  if  the  overseers 
did  their  duty,  would  be  rated  to  the 
full  amount.  On  what  ground  of  justice 
could  any  difference  be  made?  Why 
should  that  property  be  required  to  con- 
tribute towards  local  burdens  if  it 
happens  to  be  occupied  by  the  owner 
who  gets  the  benefit  of  all  public  im- 
provements, but  lets  somebody  else  live 
in  it  ?  I  think  that  many  hon.  Members 
have  not  seen  the  difficulty,  because  they 
have  not  put  the  concrete  case.  There 
was  one  matter  alluded  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Aditon-under-Lyne  (Mr. 
Addison)  of  which  hon.  Members  op- 
posite did  not  see  the  point  Not  only 
in  Lancashire,  but  in  other  places,  a 
man  who  has  knowledge  of  what  land  is 
likely  to  grow  into  takes  it  for  building 
purposes-^say  at  £5  an  acre — when  it  is 
only  j  ust  emerging  from  agricultural  land. 
He  keeps  it  for  five  or  ten  years,  and  then 
lets  it  off  for,  perhaps,  £15  an  acre ;  and 
I  know  that  on  many  plots  of  land  there 
are  ground  rents  which  vary  from  £5  up 
to  £100  or  £200,  which  they  become 
worth  when  the  estate  has  been  de- 
veloped and  is  covered  with  buildings. 
Then  on  which  of  these  ground  rents  is 
this  taxation  to  be  imposed  ?  Is  it  to  be 
upon  £S,  or  £60,  or  £100,  because  in 
each  case  benefit  has  been  recmved  out 
of  the  increased  value  of  the  property  ? 
Thehon.  MemberforHulUMr.Sanndetrs) 
has,  no  donbt,  very  excellent  motives  in 
his  mind  for  inoreaaing  the  inoome  of 
the  Local  Authorities ;  but  I  am  afraid 
that  he  has,  to  a  certain  extent,  been 
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bringing  foifvard  a  aubject  for  taxation 

whioa  already  is  or  ought  to  be  fully 
taxed.  I  desire  on  this  occasion  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  real 
way  in  which  this  question  ought  to  be 
regarded.  A  great  deal  has  been  said 
by  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Mo- 
tion about  a  man  getting  the  advantage 
of  other  people's  money  ;  and  one  propo- 
sition formulated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hull  has  been  lost  sight  of  in  the 
more  recent  debate— namely,  that  the 
value  of  the  property  to  be  taxed  is  im- 
parted by  the  community,  and  ought  to 
be  taxed  in  preference  to  the  value  im- 
parted by  the  individual.  I  have  not 
the  smallest  objection  to  the  proposition 
in  general  terms ;  but  let  us  endeavouT 
to  see  what  it  means.  I  may  put  a  test 
case  which  I  challenge  hon.  Members 
to  dispute.  I  will  take  the  case  of  a 
Stockbroker  in  the  City  of  London  who 
takes  a  place  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
the  Stock  Exchange,  and  lets  it  out  in 
very  small  rooms  indeed — somewhere 
near  Hercules  Passage,  or  Moorgate 
Street— and  be  pays  £70,  or  £100,  or 
even  £  150  a-year.  His  sole  contribution 
to  local  burdens  consists  of  poor  rates 
and  general  rates,  and  he  pays  them 
either  directly,  or,  more  commonly,  in- 
directly, because  all  rates  and  taxes 
are  borne  by  the  people  who  let  the 
honse.  That  man  gets  the  full  advan- 
tage of  residence  in  one  of  the  urban 
districts  of  the  Metropolis ;  but  he  is  able 
to  come  up  to  town  and  keep  his  Oity 

S remises  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
took  Exchange,  and  yet,  while  his 
receipts  may  amoimt  to  £5,(T00  or 
£6,000  a-year,  he  does  not  contribute 
either  to  the  local  burdens  there  or 
anywhere  else  in  respect  of  them. 
He  pays  nothing  except  the  Property 
and  Income  Taxes;  and  money  made 
in  that  way  contributes  in  no  way  to 
local  burdene.  Hon.  Members  desire 
to  embark  in  an  inquiry  as  to  whether 
the  incidence  of  local  taxation  fall  in 
the  right  direction  now;  and  I  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Sussex  (Mr. 
Gregory),  whose  experience  is  as  great 
or  greater  than  that  of  most  hon.  Mem- 
bers. He  told  us  that  if  there  is  to  be 
an  inquiry  as  to  whether  these  burdens 
are  fairly  borne  by  the  owners  of  real 
property  or  of  personal  property,  he  does 
not  think  the  owners  of  real  property 
have  much  to  fear.  If  it  were  feasi- 
ble or  practicable,  I  should  welcome 


any  inquiry  into  the  question  whether 
local  taxation  is  fairly  borne  by  the 
occupiers  of  land,  and  whether  personal 
property  does  not  escape  to  a  degree  to 
which  it  ought  not  to  escape,  and  whe* 
ther  it  should  not  bear  its  fair  share  of 
the  burdens  of  taxation.  The  second 
part  of  the  Motion  suggests  that  there 
should  be  a  direct  assessment  on  the 
owners  of  increased  values  imparted  to 
land  by  building  operations  or  other  im- 
provements. That  question  opens  up  an 
entirely  different  point,  and  is  scarcely 
a  matter  to  be  referred  to  the  suggested 
Committee.  Almost  all  taxes  are  Dased 
on  the  value  of  the  oconpation,  which  is 
considered  a  way  of  getting  at  the  in- 
come of  the  occupier.  Of  late  years  the 
tenant  is  suppcwed  te  be  rated  at  the 
fair  annual  rune  of  the  house.  If  he 
occupies  that  house  he  is  supposed  to 
pay  the  rates  himself;  so  that,  at  any 
rate,  he  gets  value  for  the  payment  he 
makes.  If  a  man  continues  to  occupy 
land  and  enjoys  it  with  bis  residence, 
leaving  it  vacant,  and  not  placing  upon 
it  anything  which  would  naturally  bring 
it  up  to  a  fair  rateable  value,  I  think 
the  overseers  would  not  be  doing  their 
duty  if  they  did  not  assess  it  to  the  local 
rates ;  and  although  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Corbett)  may  have 
escaped  scot-free  he  certainly  was  in 
occupation  of  the  land,  and  he  ought  to 
have  paid  the  rates.  If  yon  think  fit  to 
pass  a  law  which  will  establish  another 
bade  or  another  standard  of  rateable 
value  on  which  these  taxes  would  have 
to  be  assessed,  very  good  ;  but  let  it  be 
considered  on  its  merits.  But  the  law, 
as  it  nowstands,  is  this — that  the  occupier 
of  the  land  is  to  be  rated  at  the  fair  value 
of  his  occupation.  If  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hull  means  more  than  this,  he  is 
departing  altogether  from  the  present 
system  of  rating.  I  do  not  say  that  he 
may  not  have  fair  grounds  for  departing 
from  it ;  but  he  is  bringing  in  a  system  of 
rating,  not  by  virtue  of  the  value  of  the 
occupation,  but  to  some  capital  value 
which  a  man  is  supposed  to  have  in  his 
pocket,  and  of  which  he  is  not  earniog 
the  income.  Surely  that  is  a  somewhat 
onrious  question  to  remit  to  the  investi- 
gation of  a  Select  Committee.  I  have 
no  wish  to  follow  hon.  Members  in  the 
wholesale  attack  they  have  made  upon 
landlords.  I  dare  say  there  are  many 
others  who  agree  with  the  language 
which  has  been  used  in  the  vouree  of 
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the  debate;  bat  altiiough  some  of  it 
might  have  been  expeoted  from  the 
right  faon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  in  the  course  of  platform 
speeches,  I  do  not  think  it  advances  a 
discusBion  of  this  kind  to  speak  of  ' '  le- 
galized spoliation."  These  leaseholders 
took  their  leases  with  their  ejes  open ; 
many  others  are  quite  willing  to  take 
them  up ;  and  the  persons  who  have 
entered  into  these  building  speculations, 
have  frequently  made,  as  hon.  Members 
are  aware,  large  fortunes.  Indeed, 
some  of  the  largest  fortunes  which  have 
ever  been  made  have  been  made  out  of 
these  speculations ;  and  it  is  ridiculous, 
therefore,  to  speak  of  the  legal  tenure  by 
which  property  is  held  in  the  Metropolis 
as  "legalized  spoIiatioD."  I  would  re- 
mind hon.  Members  tbat there  are  nttiog 
in  this  House,  on  both  sides,  the  descen- 
dants of  gendemen  in  the  highest  posi- 
tion who  have  made  enormous  fortunes 
by  taking  up  land  and  speculating  with 
it  honestly,  and  not,  as  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  said,  as  "jerry  builders." 
I  scarcely  think  that  some  of  the  terms 
which  have  been  applied  to  these  j^er- 
sons  are  at  all  warranted,  or  can  be  jus- 
tified. It  has  been  pointed  out  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sunsex 
(Mr.  Qregory),  and  other  hon.  Members, 
that  there  is  much  to  be  said  in  favour 
of  ground  rents,  and  for  this  reason — that 
a  man  may  only  be  able  to  take  a  small 
plot  of  land  from  the  ground  landlord, 
and  it  is  of  great  advantage  to  him  to 
know  that,  by  a  restricted  oovenant, 
people  leaving  property  adjoining  that 
which  he  holds  will  not  be  able  to  put 
up  a  public-house,  for  instance,  or  some 
other  building  that  would  be  an  eye- 
sore. But  for  the  reetrictions  imposed 
by  the  ground  landlord  this  might  be 
done ;  and  if  the  House  will  coneider 
the  question  from  an  impartial  ^oiot  of 
view  it  will  be  seen  that  there  is  a  great 
deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of  the  present 
system.  It  must  be  of  great  advantage 
to  those  who  wished  to  build  houses  or 
shops  to  know  that,  by  virtue  of  the  con- 
trolling power  of  the  ground  landlord,  he 
would  be  protected  against  having  oppo- 
site plots  used  for  objectionable  purposes 
that  would  destroy  the  value  of  his  own 
plot.  An  hon.  Member  who  spoke  on  this 
question  excited  some  laughter  when  he 
said  that  there  were  persons  in  Liver- 
pool who  preferred  to  be  lessees  of  the 
Corporation  of  liverpool  rather  than 

Sir  Itichari  WtUttr 


freeholders.  All  I  can  say  is  ihat  I  am 
able  to  endorse  that  statonent,  not  by 
my  personal  knowledge  of  Liverpool, 
but  of  London.  The  Ocnrporation  of 
London  have  been  letting  their  land  on 
80  yeara'  building  leases — not  a  very 
long  term,  indeed  a  comparatiTely  short 
one — and,  Sir,  when  even  a  considerable 
sum  of  money  has  to  be  spent  on  the 
buildings  upon  the  land,  it  is  yet  a  fact 
that  the  80  years'  leases,  eo  long  aa 
there  are  40  years  of  them  unexpired, 
command  a  higher  price  in  the  London 
market  than  London  freeholds  do. 
Therefore,  I  point  out  that  it  is  by  no 
means  a  disolvantge,  bat  possibly  an 
advantage,  to  occupy  property  held  by 
lease  from  such  a  body  or  landlord  as 
a  Local  Authority.  A  great  deal  has 
been  said  about  the  separation  of  the 
rating  of  ground  and  the  rating  of 
houses ;  but  X  think  I  have  shown  ^at 
this  would  produce  no  benefimal  result 
A  good  deal  has  also  been  said  by  cer- 
tain persons  as  to  there  being  a  supposed 
increase  of  taxation  which  can  be  gained 
by  the  adoption  of  some  such  plan.  I 
think  I  have  been  able  to  show  the 
House  that  this  could  not  arise  from 
the  mere  separation  of  the  assessment. 
Havingbeard  every  word  of  this  debate, 
and  listened  with  great  interest  to  the 
speeches  of  hon.  Members,  I  have  to 
say  that,  while  I  do  not  desire  to  trouble 
the  House  by  dividing  to-night  on  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hull, 
and  while  admitting  that  the  question 
may  go  as  a  sort  of  adjunct  to  the  Com- 
mittee, I  think  it  is  important,  before 
coming  to  that  determination,  that  the 
House  should  understand  that,  by  re- 
ferring the  terms  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Motion  to  this  Committee,  they  are  re- 
ferring what  is  only  the  limb  of  a  much 
larger  question,  and  that  even  if  the 
Committee  were  to  enter  upon  that  in- 
quiry, and  extend  its  deliberations  to 
the  length  which  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  would  demand,  the  probable 
result  would  be  that  their  inquiry  would 
be  abortive.  Perhaps  some  apology  may 
be  due  to  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have 
spoken  in  favour  of  the  course  pro- 
posed, because  I  have  not  dealt  with 
all  their  arguments ;  but  I  believe  I 
have  shown  tbat  no  really  beneficial 
result  can  be  obtained  by  leaseholders, 
landlords,  or  owners,  hy  referring  to  the 
Committee  the  terms  of  the  Motitm  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hall. 
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Mb.  DUCK  HAM  (Herefordshire, 
Leominster) :  Sir,  I  have  been  much  in- 
terested in  the  debate  upon  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hull ;  but,  as 
far  as  I  have  heard,  it  has  only  been 
DDODapartof  the  question.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  A.  0.  Cor- 
bett)  haa  boasted  of  having  30  acres  of 
land  on  which  he  pays  no  rate  and  no 
taxes.  I  mnst  confess  that  he  is  very 
differently  situated  horn  myself,  or  any- 
one else  .whom  I  know.  It  has  been 
said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  St.  Pan- 
eras  (Mr.  Lawson)  that  a  great  gridvance 
is  experienced  in  London  with  regard  to 
local  taxation.  Sir,  I  must  tell  the  House 
that  we  agriculturists  hare  felt  a  great 
grierance  for  many  years  in  connection 
with  this  subject ;  we  feel  that  there  are 
many  interests  on  which  this  great  ques- 
tion can  and  should  be  brought  to  near 
Teiy  differently  to  the  system  at  present 
praotised.  As  a  farmer,  I  am  taxed  on 
the  improvements  which  I  effect  on  tlie 
soil,  and  which  are  for  the  general  bene- 
fit of  the  nation.  Sir,  I  hope,  if  a  Oom- 
mittee  is  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
qoestitm  of  the  local  taxation  of  the 
ooantry,  that  they  will  h  ave  anch  Instruc- 
tions as  will  enable  them  to  make  in- 
quiry into  the  whole  question,  and  not 
merely  into  what  really  is  no  more  than 
the  fringe  of  a  very  great  question,  and 
that,  from  their  inquiries,  legislation 
will  result  that  will  do  something  to 
relieve  the  burden  which  we  have  bo 
long  laboured  under,  and  which  has  been 
repeatedly  brought  before  the  House  of 
Commons.  And,  Sir,  not  only  do  I  trust 
that  the  Instructions  to  the  Committee 
will  be  such  as  to  give  them  power  to  in- 
quire into  the  whole  incidence  of  local 
taxation,  but  that  they  shall  have  power 
also  to  inquire  into  the  desirability  of 
estaUishing  a  better  system  of  valuation 
by  which  local  rating  shall  be  regulated. 
Lord  John  Suasell,  when  he  introduced 
the  Bill  for  the  repeal  of  the  Oorn  Laws, 
said  thatinquiry  into  and  re-adjustment 
of  local  burdens  would  be  necessary  and 
most  take  place.  I  will  not  detain  the 
House  further  than  to  remind  it  that  a 
great  interest  is  now  being  taken  in  the 
extension  of  the  number  of  small  hold- 
ings and  in  the  extension  of  peasant  pro- 
prietorship in  the  country,  and  to  repeat 
the  hope  I  have  already  expressed  that 
the  Instructions  to  the  Committee  will 
be  snob  as  to  bring  about  an  exhaustive 
inqoiiy  into  the  grieraooe  under  which 


the  farming  interest  now  labours  in 
respect  of  local  taxation. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  Sir,  I  have 
no  desire  to  stand  for  any  length  of  time 
between  the  House  and  the  division 
which  hon.  Members  are  anxious  to  take 
upon  this  very  important  question.  But 
there  have  been  some  observationB  made 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  the 
late  Attorney  General  (Sir  Bichard 
Webster),  with  regard  to  which  I  may 
say  that  the  short  time  which  I  desire  to 
devote  to  them  will  not,  in  my  opi- 
nion, have  been  wasted.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  informed  the 
House  that  it  is  extremely  difficult  to 
come  at  this  question  of  ground  rents; 
he  says  that  there  are  many  shopkeepers 
and  others  in  the  City  of  London  and 
large  business  centres  who  have  made 
considerable  fortunes  in  the  businesses 
in  which  they  have  been  engaged;  and 
he  asks  how  you  can  discriminate  be- 
tween the  taxation  levied  on  those  pro- 
fits and  the  taxation  put  on  the  ground 
rents  of  the  houses  where  those  busi- 
nesses have  been  carried  on  ?  I  wish  to 
point  out  the  fallacy  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Ghentleman's  observations.  Shop- 
keepers in  an^  locality  or  district  cannot 
expect  to  maintain  a  monopoly  of  profit 
for  any  long  time ;  if  their  profit  goes 
beyond  ordinary  trade  profits,  there 
comes  an  influx  of  capital  into  the  busi- 
ness, there  follows  an  increase  in  the 
number  of  shopkeepers  and  the  profits 
get  distributed  over  a  larger  area.  I 
wish  to  point  out  that,  in  the  case  of 
those  particular  localities  in  which  large 
fortunes  are  made,  it  must,  in  the  long 
run,  be  apparent  to  anyone  who  gives 
the  subject  a  moment's  reflection,  that 
large  profits  must  attach  to  the  ground 
rent.  Profits  will  not  increase  beyond  a 
certain  point  in  whatever  business  you 
may  take,  on  account  of  the  tendency 
of  capital  to  flow  in,  and  on  account  of 
the  increased  ground  i-ent  in  the  locali* 
ties  in  which  the  businesses  are  carried 
on.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
brought  forward  an  instance  of  a  Stock- 
broker in  a  certain  part  of  London, 
occupying  small  premises  at  a  certain 
rent.  Now,  Sir,  it  is  perfectly  obvious 
that  in  the  rent  which  the  Stockbroker 
pays  for  his  officesis  included  the  ground 
rent  as  well  as  the  rates  and  charges 
payable  by  the  owner  of  the  entire 
premises.  If  it  be  true  that  Stockbrokers, 
as  a  rule,  make  such  large  profits,  there 
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can  be  no  doubt  that  tbe  number  of  per- 
sons eagaf^ed  in  the  business  would  be 
very  largely  increased ;  but  the  hon.  and 
learned  Qentlemon  should  set  against 
this  imaginary  case  the  large  number  of 
cases  of  Stockbrokers  who  lose  all  they 
possess  in  their  endeavour  to  get  a  share 
of  the  profits  which  are  made  in  the 
Stockbroking  business.  Be  that  as  it 
may,  it  is  a  well-known  law  in  econo- 
mics that  profit,  when  it  goes  beyond  a 
certain  point,  becomes  divided.  But 
it  is  not  BO  with  ground  rents.  We  find 
that  the  profit  of  Stockbrokers  in  the 
City  of  London  is  one  of  the  reasons 
why  ground  rents  have  run  up  in  Lon- 
don and  other  large  centres ;  and  I  say 
that  the  cootention  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  this  side,  as  well  as  upon  the  opposite 
Benches,  that  it  is  fair  and  equitable 
that  ground  rents  should  bear  a  just 
proportion  of  municipal  and  local  taxa- 
tion, is  a  proposition  which  has  only  to 
be  stated  to  do  believed  by  evei70De 
who  ^ves  it  a  moment's  consideration. 
Sir,  Irish  Members  are  very  largely 
interested  in  this  question.  I  myself 
know  the  hardship  and  injustice  that  is 
done  in  the  town  of  Elanturk,  in  Charle- 
ville,  and  in  other  towns  in  the  county  of 
Cork.  The  town  of  Kanturk  is  in  the  dis- 
trict which  I  have  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent ;  it  is  the  centre  of  a  populous  district 
where  a  large  amouot  of  business  is 
dune,  and  where  much  more  might  be 
done  but  is  not,  because  the  noble  Earl 
who  is  the  owner  of  the  entire  town 
contributes  nothing  towards  the  ex- 
penses of  the  place,  although  he  derives 
an  immense  revenue  from  the  ground 
rents.  "We  could  multiply  instances  of 
this  sort,  Mr.  Speaker;  but  it  is  not  now 
necessary  to  do  so,  because  I  believe 
that  the  exporieace  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  will  furnish 
many  conBrmations  of  the  truth  of  what 
I  say.  I  have  only  to  add,  with  regard 
to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hull  (Mr.  Saunders),  that  it  meets  with 
the  approbation  of  Irish  Members  on 
these  Benches,  as  it  will  meet,  I  believe, 
with  the  approbation  of  all  those  who 
ere  interested  in  the  improvement  of  the 
condition  of  the  industrial  community 
throughout  the  Kingdom. 

Mr.  SAUNDERS  (Hull,  E.) :  I  cor- 
dially assent  to  the  Amendment  pro- 

?oaed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  St. 
'ancras  (Mr.  Lavson),  and  I  think 
that  the  submission  of  the  two  ques- 


tions  to  the  Ciommittee  is  the  best  conne 
to  be  adopted. 
Question  put,  and  n^alwtd. 

Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  worda,  *  That  the  question  of  im- 
poBiag  a  direct  asflesament  on  the  owners  of 
Ground  Rents,  and  on  the  owners  of  inoraued 
values  imparted  to  land  by  building  OMntaoos, 
or  other  improTements,  as  recommendied  ^  tlitt 
Royal  Commiaaion  on  the  Hoonng  of  the 
Working  Classes,'  be  there  inserted.*'^ 

Sm  MICHAEL  HIOKS  -  BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.) :  I  understand  that  the 
scope  of  the  Keferenoe  to  the  Committee 
will  be  widened  to  a  considerable  ex- 
tent by  the  Eesolution  which  the  House 
is  about  to  adopt,  and  also  by  the 
decision  which  has  been  taken,  as  I 
think,  rather  in  contradiction  of  a 
statement  made  by  tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  that  the  Com- 
mittee should  inquire  into  the  re- 
lations between  ground  landlords  and 
lessees.  I  now  ask  what  is  the  inten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  GK>Temment  with 
reference  to  this  Committee  ?  Names 
the  proposed  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee appeur  on  the  Paper,  and  I 
believe  they  were  to  be  nominated  to- 
night ;  but,  I  think  it  would  be  ad- 
visable, looking  at  the  great  importance 
of  the  question  which  the  Committee 
has  to  consider,  that  some  measures 
should  be  taken  for  increasing  the 
strength  of  that  Committee  by  the  ad- 
dition of  the  names  of  a  few  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  may  be  competent  to  deal  with 
the  subject.  I  do  not  know  what  are 
the  intentions  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  this;  but  perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  will  be 
able  to  give  us  some  information. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
QOTEBNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Joseph 
Chaicbeblain)  (Birmingham,  W.) :  Sir, 
I  think  the  House  will  feel  that  there 
is  a  great  deal  of  weight  in  the  observa- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site. There  is  no  doubt  that  the  original 
scope  of  the  Reference  to  the  Select 
Committee  has  been  considerably  ex- 
tended, and  that  the  Committee  will 
have  to  perform  functions  of  a  very 
important  character.  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances, we  think  it  desirable  to 
strengthen  the  Committee  by  the  addi- 
tion of  certain  names  of  weieht  in  tiiis 
House.   I  am  glad  to  say  that  it  has 
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been  alraadj  arranged,  in  view  of  this 
proposed  extenmon,  that  the  Motion  for 
this  Oommittee  shall  not  he  made  to- 
night, but  be  poatponed  to  a  time  when 
it  will  be  more  conveniently  brought 
forward.  On  that  occasion  I  have  every 
hope  that  the  names  proposed  will  be 
found  to  hare  the  confidence  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  GEEGOET  (Sussex,  East  Grin- 
stead)  :  Would  it  not  be  better,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  when  the  names  of  the 
Oommittee  are  proposed,  the  terms  of 
the  Eeference  should  also  be  settled  ? 
We  shall  have  to  make  the  Eeference 
safflciently  wide  to  include  within  its 
scope  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Another  Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  improvemeDtB," 
to  the  eod  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
worda  "  1)0  referred  to  tbo  Select  Committee  on 
Town  Holdings," — {Mr.  Lmoion,) 

•—instead  thereof. 

Question,  "That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Qnes- 
tion,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Reeolvtd,  That  the  qnestion  of  imposinff  a 
direct  asseBsment  on  the  owners  of  Oronnd 
Renta,  and  on  the  owners  of  increased  values 
imparted  to  land  \>y  building  opomtiona,  or 
other  improvements,  be  referred  to  the  Select 
Committee  on  Town  Holdings. 

ORDER  OF  THE  DAT. 

 0  

RIVERS  FTTBIFIOATXON  BILL. 
{Mr.   Siutingt,  Sir  Bdioard  BirHtek,  Lord 
CXarltt  Bvrujordy  Sir  W.  Ouyer  Sunter, 
General  Sir    Witlim   Orottmam,  Oetiuui 
Sandge.) 

[box  101.]     SEOOim  BSADDTO. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Sib  EDWARD  BIRKBECK  (Nor- 
folk, E.) :  Sir,  in  the  absence  of  the 
hon.  Memb»  for  East  Worcestershire 
(Mr.  Hastings),  I  have  been  called  npon 
uneiqwotedly  to  move  the  second  nad- 
ing  of  this  Bill,  the  object  of  which  is 
to  secure  the  purification  of  our  rivers 
by  bringing  about  a  better  arrange- 
ment with  reference  to  sewers,  manu- 
faoturere*  refuse,  and  other  drainage 
works  which  are  turned  into  them,  and 
which  in  dry  summers  make  those  rrvera 


a  perfect  niusanoe,  as  well  as  injorious 
to  the  general  community.  I  think,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  the  evidence  laid  before 
Parliament  by  the  various  Royal  Com- 
missiong  will  be  considered  sufficient  to 
show  how  desirable  it  is  that  legislation 
of  the  kind  proposed  should  take  place. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
(Sir Charles  Russell)  made  a  speech  last 
week  at  the  Mansion  House  in  support 
of  an  amendment  of  the  present  law; 
and,  therefore,  I  trust  that  Her  Majesty's 
Goverament  will  not  think  it  necessary 
to  oppose  the  Motion  which  I  now  make. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."'(i9«r  Edward  BirHeck.) 

Sib  HENBY  ROSOOE  (Manchester, 
S.) :  Sir,  I  rise  to  move  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time  this  day  six  months. 
And  I  do  so  with  confidence,  not  because 
I  am  in  any  way  opposed  to  the  puri- 
fication of  our  rivers.  It  seems  to  me 
that  this  is  one  of  the  most  important 
questions  which  can  claim  the  attention 
of  this  House.  And  I  very  much  regret 
that  at  this  late  hour  it  is  impossible  to 
enter  fully  into  its  merits.  The  subject 
of  the  pollution  of  rivers  is  well  known 
to  Members  of  this  House ;  but  it  seems 
to  me  that,  however  desirable  it  may  be 
to  arrive  at  a  solution  of  that  question, 
the  measure  before  us  is  one  which  it 
would  be  dangerous  to  allow  to  pass. 
In  the  first  place,  the  Bill  makes  no 
distinotibn  between  imjturities  caused  by- 
sewage  operations  and  impurities  oauBed 
by  manunotnres,  as  is  the  case  in  the 
Act  of  1876;  but,  Sir,  tiiat  distinc- 
tion is  one  of  tiie  very  greatest  import- 
ance. I  believe  I  may  say,  with  some 
degree  of  certainty,  that  while  the  im- 
purity due  to  sewage  is  a  matter  that 
can  be  satisfactorily  dealt  with,  at  a  cer- 
tain cost — because  all  sewage  impurity 
is  approximately  of  the  same  composi- 
tion— the  question  of  dealing  with  im- 
purities which  are  the  result  of  manu- 
factures, is  one  which  presents  much 
difficulty,  for  it  is  well  known  to  all 
Members  of  this  House  that  the  charac- 
ter of  the  impurity  differs  with  the 
character  of  the  manufacture — as,  {at 
example,  alkali  works,  dye  works,  paper 
mills,  and  brewers.  In  this  Bill,  Sir,  all 
the  impurities  arising  from  manufactures 
are  treated  in  one  and  the  same  way ; 
and,  in  consequence  of  this,  the  standards 
which  have  been  fixed  therein  are  either 
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80  stringent  Uiat  they  will  act  if  they  are 
passed  into  law,  most  prejudicially  to  the 
manofacturers  in  this  ■  oountry,  or  they 
are,  in  some  oasea,  ao  insuffloient  that 
they  would  be  of  no  avail.  It  is  abso- 
lutely  impossible,  in  most  cases  of  this 
kind,  to  draw  a  hard-and-fast  line ;  but 
the  standards  which  are  here  set  forth 
are  unvarying,  having  regard  neither  to 
the  character  of  the  poUution  nor  the 
character  of  the  stream  into  which  they 
pass.  If  this  question  of  the  impurities 
arising  A*om  our  varied  manufacturing 
and  mining  processes  is  to  be  settled, 
it  must  be  settled,  to  a  great  extent, 
upon  a  geographical  basis.  "We  may 
require  one  set  of  standards  for  one 
river,  and  even  for  different  parts  of  one 
river,  and  these  may  be  tot^y  different 
£rom  the  standard  which  it  is  necessary 
to  apply  to  othra  rivers.  Then,  Sir, 
I  find  among  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  a  clause  which  provides  that  any 
person  shall  be  guilty  of  an  ofiFence 
against  the  Act  who  puts  into,  or 
causes  or  permits  to  be  put  or  carried 
into,  any  stream  any  solid  or  liquid 
matter  calculated  to  interfere  with  the 
flow,  alter  the  bed,  or  pollute  its  waters — 
that  is,  one  single  act  is  to  constitute  an 
offence  under  the  Act.  Again,  action 
may  be  taken  on  the  results  of  the 
analysis  of  one  sample  of  water  drawn 
for  examination ;  but  for  the  purpose 
of  arriving  at  any  fair  conclusion  as  to 
the  pollution  uf  a  river,  it  is  hardly  ne- 
ceasary  to  say  that  we  ought  to  have 
a  number  of  samples  drawn  of  the 
water  passing  every  24  hours,  in  order 
that  we  may  have  an  average  sample  of 
the  water.  Again,  the  Act  of  1876 
enables  manufacturers  to  apply  the  beet 
practical  means  in  their  power.  We 
are  unacquainted  at  the  present  mo- 
ment with  any  scientifio  method  by 
which  rivers  containing  these  various 
manufacturing  pollutions  can  be  ren- 
dered pure ;  but  if  such  means  can  be 
established,  there  may  be  a  chance  of 
obtaining  a  satisfactory  result;  In  this 
Bill,  however,  the  application  of  such 
means  are  not  permitted;  and,  there- 
fore, I  believe  it  will  be  unworkable. 
There  is  another  clause  in  the  Bill 
which  is  very  striking  and  demands  our 
attention.  Clause  6  enables  any  occu- 
pier, or  owner,  or  any  representative  of 
the  Local  Sanitary  Authority,  to  insti- 
tute proceedings  in  the  County  Court, 
and  uu»e  proceedings  may  be  taken  by 

Sir  Senry  £m904 


any  individual,  and  without  expense  to 
him.  Well,  Sir,  I  say  that  this  is  open- 
ing the  door,  as  it  appears  to  me,  to 
vexatious  litigalion  of  a  very  undeurabia 
character.  iQ^ain,  in  Clause  3  it  would 
seem  that  the  Judge,  whose  duty  it  is 
simply  to  enforce  ^e  law,  is  made  re- 
sponsible for  the  method  of  purification 
— that  is  to  say,  he  is  to  dictate  the  way 
in  whioh  the  purification  is  to  be  carried 
out.  The  distinction,  as  I  hare  said,  is 
not  made  in  this  Bill,  as  it  ought  to  be 
made,  between  sewage  and  between  the 
refuse  or  pollution  caused  by  manufac- 
tures. Now,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  time 
is  come  when  we  may  satisfactorily  deal 
wilii  t^e  sewage  question ;  but  we  must 
proceed  in  this  matter  carefully,  and  by 
degrees  ;  and  before  any  attempt  can  be 
made  to  deal  with  the  pollution  by 
manufactures^  I  am  of  opinion  that  we 
ought  to  deal  with  the  question  of  pollu- 
tion by  sewage.  It  is  evidenUy  ex- 
tremely undesirable  to  interfere  with 
the  manufacturers  of  this  oountry  by  any 
vexatious  legislation  ;  and  I  know  it  is 
generally  felt  by  manufacturers  that 
this  Bill,  if  it  becomes  law,  will  most 
seriously  interfere  with  the  various  en- 
terprizes  and  manufactures  carried  on, 
especially  in  the  North  of  England.  I 
have  had  the  pleasure  of  introducing  a 
deputation  to  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  of  a  large  number  of 
gentlemen  interested  in  tiie  manufactures 
of  the  North,  and  they  have  unani- 
mously declared  that  the  Bill  will  have  a 
disastrous  effect  upon  their  industries. 
Those  gentlemen  are  perfectly  willing  to 
have  the  mattei  investigated ;  they  are 
not  at  all  interested  in  keeping  the  rivers 
in  the  present  state,  and  they  are  fully 
aware  that  much  may  be  done  in  the 
direction  desired.  And  here  I  wish  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
analogy  and  the  difference  between  the 
Alkali  Acts  and  the  present  Bill.  The 
Alkali  Acts  for  the  purification  of  the 
atmosphere  from  noxious  vapours  hare 
been  most  successful  in  their  operation ; 
they  have  been  received  by  all  chemical 
manufacturers  with  satisfaction,  and  the 
result  has  been  most  beneficial  both  to 
the  public  at  large  and  the  manufac- 
turers in  detail.  I  believe  that  legis- 
lation with  regard  to  river  purification 
may  also,  with  due  care,  be  rendered 
satisfactory  both  to  the  manufacturer 
and  the  public ;  but.  the  distinction  be* 
tween  air  pollntioii  and  water  poUntioa 
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most  bd  borne  in  miad,  and  tbe  kind 
of  le^slation  vhioh  ia  applicable  to  the 
one  18  evidentlj  not  applicable  to  the 
other  as  regaru  the  nniformitj  of  the 
standards  of  purity.  I  cannot  aapport 
the  Btandards  which  hare  been  intro- 
duced into  this  Bill ;  some  of  them, 
indeed,  are  even  of  a  monstrous  cha- 
racter— thus  I  may  state  that  one  of 
the  standards  of  purity  for  the  waters 
running  into  streams  which  may  be  used 
for  potable  purposes  permits  an  amount 
of  acid  to  be  present  in  the  water  which 
is  one-fifth  of  the  amount  of  acid  which 
actually  falls  into  the  air  of  the  City  of 
Hanohester — that  is  to  say,  that  the 
rain  water  which  falls  in  that  city  con- 
tains five  times  as  much  acid  as  is  per- 
mitted to  go  into  the  rivw.  This  staa* 
dard  is,  then,  much  too  strict.  But  in 
another  instance,  which,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  I  am  about  to 
gire,  the  standards  are  not  nearly  strict 
enough.  If  we  assent  to  the  standard 
(f)  for  drinking  water — namely,  that 
the  water  should  contain  one  part  of 
sulphur  in  100,000  parte  of  water. 
I  can  inform  the  House  that  the  water 
which  is  supposed  to  be  pure  would 
smell  Tery  much  like  Harrogate  water, 
and  that  it  would  be  very  improper  to 
allow  such  a  liquid  to  run  into  water  to 
be  used  for  drinking  purposes.  I  could, 
if  time  permitted,  refer  to  many  similar 
inooDsistencies  iu  the  Bill ;  but,  Sir,  I 
will  not,  at  this  late  hour,  intrude  upon 
the  attention  of  the  House  further  than 
to  recall  to  the  notice  of  hon.  Members 
the  faot  that  the  Bill  does  not  attempt 
to  do  what  is  absolutely  necessary — 
that  is,  draw  a  distinction  between 
sewage  impurity  and  manufacturing 
impurity ;  that  it  does  not  attempt  to 
deal  with  the  sewage  question  as  it 
ought  to  be  dealt  with,  and  that  it 
does  attempt  to  deal  with  manufactur- 
ing pollution  in  a  way  that  will  be  de- 
trimental— I  may  say  almost  disaetrous 
— to  the  trade  of  the  country.  I  may 
also  add  that  legislation  of  this  import- 
ance for  dealing  properly  with  the  great 
question  of  the  pollution  of  our  rivers, 
to  be  made  efficient,  must  be  a  much 
simpler  one  than  the  present  one,  and 
that  U  it  is  introduced  in  the  form  of  a 
Private  Bin,  such  a  Bill  mtut  receive 
Government  support.  For  these  rea- 
sons, Sir,  I  oppose  this  Bill,  and 
move  ^at  it  be  rea^  upon  this  day  six 
months. 


Mb. HUTTON (Hanohester.  N.):  Sir, 
I  think  the  importance  of  this  Bill  is 
hardly  recognized  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  made  the  Motion  for  the  second 
reading,  because  there  is  no  doubt  that 
it  will  affect  some  of  the  largest  manu- 
facturing interests  in  the  country ;  and 
I,  on  behalf  of  a  number  of  manufac- 
turers both  of  Manchester  and  of  Sal- 
ford,  entirely  agree  with  what  has  fallen 
on  this  subject  from  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Sir  Hennr  Koscoe).  Through- 
out Lancashire,  lutrkshire,  and  in  the 
manufacturing  districts  generally  in  the 
North  of  England,  a  number  of  large 
factories  have  arisen  within  the  last 
40  or  50  years,  an  enormous  amount  of 
capital  has  been  spent  in  works  there, 
and  large  populations  created  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  rivers  which  flow 
through  those  districts ;  and  I  may  say, 
that  if  this  Bill  is  passed  into  law,  those 
populations  will  be  dispersed,  and  in- 
stead of  prosperity  there  will  be  wide- 
spread poverty.  We  have  in  Lancashire 
about  90,000  persons  applying  to  the 
Guardians  for  outdoor  relief,  which  is 
something  like  12,000  in  excess  of  the 
number  at  this  time  last  year ;  and  I  am 
satisfied  that  if  the  Bill  becomes  law  that 
number  will  be  enormously  increased. 
Sir,  it  is  impossible  to  estimate  the 
damage  which  this  Bill  would  do  if  it 
were  sanctioned  by  Parliament.  We 
have  such  a  large  population  crying 
out  for  the  protection  of  labour,  that, 
rather  than  put  other  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  our  industries,  I  ask  the 
House  moat  serioualy  to  consider  the 
injuxy  Uiat  will  be  done  by  paadng 
the  Bill.  We  have  all  at  heart  fiie 
desire  to  secure  greater  purity  of  water 
in  our  towns ;  but  I  am  convinced  that 
not  only  would  the  Bill  do  a  great 
injury  amongst  the  populations  in  the 
manufacturing  towns,  but  that  the  sug- 
gestions made  by  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  could  not  be  carried  out.  I  do 
not  hesitate  to  say  that  the  Bill  ought  to 
be  considered  very  seriously,  and  that  the 
restrictions  which  it  places  upon  labour 
ought  to  be  struck  out.  Sir,  I  beg  to 
second  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Manchester  (Sir  Henry 
Koscoe). 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  luwn  this 
day  six  months." — (5ir  Henry  So$e99.) 


Digitized  by  Google 


ms    Emphyeri  LuAility  Act    {COHKONS}   (1680)  AmmimmU  SiO.  1056 


QnestioD  proposed,  "Tliat  the  word 
'  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Thb  PEESIDENT  op  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Joseph 
Obaxbbklavs)  [BirmiDgham,  W.),:  Sir, 
this  Bill  is  certainly  of  a  very  extraordi- 
nary character,  and  it  is  to  be  regretted 
thatit  has  been  bronghton  solate  at  night, 
and  in  the  absence  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Worcestershire  (Mr.  Kastiugs), 
who  is  one  of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill. 
It  appears  to  be  a  Bill  which,  if  passed 
into  law,  would  seriously  interfere  with,  if 
not  destroy,  some  of  the  most  important 
manufactures  of  the  country.  The  hon. 
Baronet  who  introduced  the  Bill  stated 
that  it  was  supported  by  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
(Sir  Charles  Russell).  I  have  the  au- 
thority of  the  Attorney  General  for  say- 
ing that  he  has  never  given  support  to 
the  Bill,  although  he  is  an  advocate  for 
the  purification  of  rirers,  and  that  he 
sees  very  much  to  object  to  in  the  mea- 
sures  by  which  the  Bill  proposes  to 
carry  this  into  effect.  I  uudIe  that  a 
reference  to  one  clause  of  the  Bill  will 
be  sufficient  to  show  that  it  is  impossible 
for  the  House  to  accept  it.  The  Bill  is 
based  on  the  idea  that  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  1876  are  insufficient.  That 
Act  throws  the  duty  of  showing  that  the 
provisions  of  the  law  are  observed  upon 
the  Sanitary  Authorities  of  the  districts. 
Well,  no  doubt  in  some  cases  the  Sani- 
tary Authorities  are  the  worst  offenders, 
so  that  the  law  calls  upon  the  crimi- 
nals to  prosecute  themselves ;  but  there 
is  power  of  appeal  to  the  Local  Go- 
vemment  Board,  and  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  can  call  upon  the  Sani- 
tary Authorities  to  proceed.  But,  Sir, 
the  alternative  which  is  proposed  by  this 
Bill  is  wmtained  in  Clause  6,  and  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  nothing  more  extrava- 
gant than  that  dause  has  ever  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  of  Commons.  It 
proposes  in  Clause  6  that  if  the  Sanitary 
Authority  refuses  to  take  proceedings, 
then  the  person  aggrieved  has  the  right 
to  proceed  himself  and  charge  the  cost 
to  the  Sanitary  Authority.  It  is,  there- 
fore, actually  proposed  that  a  person  al- 
leging a  grievance  shall  be  entitled  to 
call  upon  the  ratepayers  to  prosecute  his 
claim  at  their  expense.  That  is  much 
the  same  as  iatroducing  a  Bill  into  this 
Hoiue  to  provide  that  any  person  al- 
leging any  peouniary  loss  ordaoiage  shall 


be  given  a  right  to  call  upon  the  Public 
Prosecutor  to  carry  on  his  case  at  the 
public  expense.  I  think  I  have  said 
enough  to  show  that,  if  there  is  any  de- 
fioienoy  in  the  existing  law,  the  remedy 
proposed  by  this  Bill  is  not  the  way  to 
meet  it.  As  a  remedy  for  any  deficiency 
which  there  may  be  m  the  actual  exist- 
ing Authorities,  we  should  look  to  some 
sc£eme  of  local  government,  whereby 
the  Sanitary  Authorities  might  be  com- 
pelled to  perform  their  duty  if  anything 
illegal  takes  place.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  shall  certainly  support  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me 
(Sir  Henry  Roscoe). 

LoBD  CHARLES  BERESFORD 
(Marylebone,  E.) :  There  are  two  great 
questions  which  tbis  Bill  concerns.  One 
is  the  manufacturers'  interest,  and  the 
other  is  the  public  health.  Those  people 
who  drink  the  waters  of  rivers  have  a 
very  great  interest  in  this  matter,  and  it 
was  on  that  ground  that  hon.  Members 
were  inducMl  to  back  the  Bill.  The 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Sir  Henry  Ros- 
coe)  suggests  that  it  shtdL  be  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee.   [  (7rt«  o/ "  No ! "] 

SiB  HENRY  ROSCOE  {"Manchester, 
S.):  I  moved  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  on  this  day  six  months. 

Lord  CHARLES  BERESFORD:  I 
beg  pardon.  I  misunderstood  the  hon. 
Member ;  but  in  that  case  I  will  pro- 
pose that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  S^ect 
Committee,  because  I  consider  it  a  matter 
of  very  great  importance  to  the  public 
health.  I  therefore  propose  that  this 
Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  noble  Lord  is 
not  entitled  to  make  that  Motion  until 
the  Amendment  before  the  House  has 
been  disposed  of. 

Question  put,  and  ntgaUnJ. 

Words  addfd. 

Main  Question,  bS  amended,  put,  and 
agrMd  to. 

Second  Beading  i>tt<  0/ for  six  months. 

EMPLOTBBS'   LIABILITT    ACT  (1880) 
AliEMDMXMT  BIIX. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Em- 
ployera*  Liability  Act  [1880)  Amendment  Bill 
do  ooosiBt  of  Bixteen  Members  The  Com- 
mittee was  accordingly  nominated  of,  —  Sir 
Thomas  B&absey,  Mr.  Ainslib,  Lord  Cuablsb 
IlsUEKFoai),  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Mr.  Williait 
Crawford,  Mr.  CROHPTOif,  Mr.  Giles,  Mr. 
Jackson,  Mr.  Nolan  (Louth),  Mr.  Arthur 
O'CoifNOB,  Bir  JosBPH  PxASB,  Sit  Edwahd 
Rbsd,  Mr.  SuTHWiAin),  Mr.  ToKumoM,  Cap- 
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tain  Yebmbt,  and  Sir  Bichabd  Webstee,  with 
power  to  tend  tta  petBooit  papers,  and  reeordi. 

OrAmf,  That  FirehetheqaomnL— ^Jfr. 
OTvtaty  ChU4tr$.) 


WAYS  Am  UEAH8. 
Cotuidtrtd  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Reuhed,  That,  towards  making  good  the  Sup- 
ply  granted  to  Her  Majeaty  for  the  serrice  of 
Uw  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1886, 
the  sum  of  £S44,772  be  granted  out  of  the  Con* 
■olidated  Fnnd  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Besolntion  to  he  reported  To-morrow. 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-iMrroto, 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 


Wednaday,  llth  March,  1886. 


MINUTES.]  —  New  Whit  Issued  —  For 
Cberiure  County  (AUrincham  Division},  v. 
John  Brooks,  esquire,  deceased. 

Wats  and  Mbaks— eoH«ii/<rAf  in  Oommitttt  — 
Rtiolntion  [March  16]  reported. 

Public'  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firtt  Reading  — 
Consolidated  Fnnd  (No.  1]*;  Merchant 
Shipping  Act  (1854)  Amendment*  [146]; 
Land  Transfer  (Scotland)*  [144]:  Compul- 
Bory  Purchase  tA  Land  Compensation  *  [146]. 

Second  Reading — Ohnrch  of  Scotland  [6],  put 
of:  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Theatres, 
&0.)  [44],  dthttU  a^fourned. 

Report — Drainage  and  Improvement  of  IahAb 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Order*  [119]. 

Third  Reading — Sporting  Lands  Rating  (Soot- 
land)  *  [86],  and  jtwn«rf. 


ORDERS  OF  TBE  DAT. 

CHURCH  OF  SCOTLAND  BILL.-[Bill  6.] 
(Mr.  ^nloff,  7A«  Marque—  ofattifford.) 
SECOND  RBADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  FIXLAY  (InveroeBS,  &o.)i  va. 
rising  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time,  said,  its  object  was  to  re- 
move obstacles  to  the  re-union  of  the 
Presbyterians  of  Scotland ;  and  he  appre- 
hended that  though  objections  might  be 
advanced  against  theBill,  there  would  be 
a  general  agreement  among  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  both  sides  of  the  House  that  it 
was  desirable  that  there  should  be  such 
re- anion.   It  was  well  known  that  the 

VOL.  OOOm.  [thibd  flZBUB.] 
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great  majority  of  the  people  of  Scotland 
were  Presbyterians.  There  were  three 
Bodies  of  Presbyterians— the  Established 
Church,  the  Free  Church,  the  ITnited 
Presbrterians — which  among  them  com- 
prised a  very  large  portion  of  the  popu- 
lation of  the  couDtty ;  and  these  three 
Bodies  were  agreed  in  their  teaching,  in 
their  Church  goremment  and  discipline ; 
and  it  would  be  impossible  to  point  out 
any  matter  which  could  be  considered  at 
all  eesential  on  which  they  were  not 
agreed.  There  was  a  great  and  growing 
feeling  amone  the  laity  of  Scotland  that 
it  was  not  right  that  the  division  which 
had  BO  long  prevailed  should  continue 
any  longer.  This  Bill  had  been  brought 
forward  in  deference  to  the  feeling  so 
widely  prevailing  among  the  Scottish 
laity  that  obstacles  to  re-union  among 
Bodies  so  closely  connected  by  their 
history,  identical  in  teaching,  identical 
in  Church  government,  should  be  re- 
moved. He  did  not  profess  by  this  Bill 
to  reoonstruct  iOie  Church  of  Scotland. 
It  was  not  for  the  Legislature  to  unite 
Churches.  All  that  the  Legislature 
could  do  was  to  remove  obstacles  to  re- 
union. The  actual  work  of  re-union  must 
be  done  by  the  Church  tiiemselves ;  and 
when  they  approached  the  subject,  as  he 
hoped  they  very  shortly  would,  if  this 
Bill  became  law,  the  Legislature  might 
then  give  assistance  by  determining  in 
what  manner  the  endowments  should 
be  applied  so  as  to  facilitate  the  recon- 
struction of  a  great  National  Church  of 
Scotland.  The  state  of  things  ecclesias- 
tically in  Scotland  was  somewhat  pecu- 
liar, and  nowhere  was  it  more  peculiar 
than  in  the  Highlands.  His  attention 
had  been  particularly  drawn  to  the  state 
of  matters  in  the  Highlands,  and  it  was 
very  mainly  in  the  hope  of  remedying 
the  state  of  things  that  there  prevailed 
that  he  had  been  led  to  take  this  subject 
in  hand.  The  Free  Church  in  the  High- 
lands was  almost  omnipotent.  He  did 
not  say  that  it  was  so  in  every  parish  ; 
but  in  most  of  the  country  parishes  in 
the  Highlands  almost  the  whole  body  of 
the  people  belonged  to  the  Free  Church. 
It  might  be  said,  with  hardly  any 
exaggeration,  that  in  country  parishes 
in  the  Highlands  the  Endowed  Church 
bad  DO  people,  and  the  people's  Church 
had  no  endowments.  Some  had  been 
led  to  say  that  the  remedy  for  the  state 
of  things  was  to  disestablish  the  Church  in 
the  Highlands,  and  to  apply  the  endow 
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meats  to  seoalar  purposes.  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  entertained  those  opinions 
on  either  side  of  the  House  would,  he 
presumed,  allow  the  Highlanders  them- 
selves to  hare  some  voice  in  determining 
a  matter  whicK  so  nearly  concerned  them ; 
and  he  scud  it  with  perfect  confidence— 
he  thought  he  vdaxt  appeal  to  every 
man  who  knew  the  Highlands*  and 
particularly  appeal  to  an  hon.  Gentle- 
roan  he  saw  present,  bis  Oolle^pie,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Invemess-ahire  (Mr. 
Fraaer  -  Mackintosh),  who  knew  the 
Highlands  and  the  crofters  well — he 
thought  he  might  appeal  with  confidence 
on  that  subject  to  everyone  who  hnew 
the  Highlands  as  to  whether  the  High- 
landers were  not,  almost  to  a  man,  reso- 
lutely opposed  to  Diseatabliehment  ?  The 
Highlanders  desired  the  reconstruction 
of  the  Church ;  they  detested  the  idea 
of  its  destruction ;  and  they  had  very 
good  reason  for  holding  those  views. 
There  were  very  few,  indeed,  of  the  Free 
Church  ooDgregations  in  the  Highlands 
which  were  self-supporting.  The  High- 
landers did  not  think  that  it  waa  a 
seemly  atate  of  things  that  they  should 
be  dependent  for  religious  ordinances 
upon  the  charity  of  the  large  towns  in 
the  Lowlands — they  did  not  think  that 
it  was  aeemly  that  it  should  even  be  in 
the  power  of  the  Ixtwlands  to  threaten 
the  withdrawal  of  contributions  if  the 
views  of  the  Highlanders  and  Low- 
landers  on  ecclesiastical  matters  should 
not  happen  for  the  moment  to  coincide. 
He  had  introduced  this  Bill  very  much 
in  the  hope  of  removing  the  obstacles 
which  prevwted  the  Highlanders  from 
having  the  benefit  of  these  endowments 
for  rengioua  purposes  which  had  existed 
in  every  paruh  from  time  immemorial, 
and  which  at  present  they  were  prevented 
from  having  the  bene6t  of  bpr  their  views 
and  princi^es  upon  ecclesiastical  mat- 
ters. The  state  of  things  in  the  IjOW- 
lands  was  very  different  indeed  from 
what  it  was  in  the  Highlands.  In  the 
Lowlands  the  Church  of  Scotland  was 
strong,  and  was  increasing  in  strength 
every  day.  But  one  could  not  go  into 
any  town  in  the  course  of  one's  travels 
in  Scotland  without  seeing  side  by  side 
two,  and  aemetimes  three,  churches 
differing  in  no  point  that  could  be  made 
intelligible  without  an  amount  of  ex- 
planation of  which  hon.  Gentlemen  from 
the  South  of  the  Tweed  might  be  some- 
what intolerable.    It  was  nlated  ol  an 


English  traveller  t^t,  seeing  two  of  these 
churches  rising  side  by  aide,  he  asked 
a  native  of  the  place  whom  he  met  there 
— "My  man,  can  you  tell  me  what 
is  the  difference  between  these  two 
Ghnrohes?"  The  man  replied— Well. 
Sir,  there  is  a  matter  of  some  six  feet 
in  length,  but  no  more  than  a  few  inches 
in  breadth ; "  and  he  apprehended  that, 
so  far  as  essentialB  were  concerned, 
there  would  be  absolutely  no  more 
difference  than  the  man,  with,  perhaps, 
even  a  stronger  touch  of  the  term  "mat- 
ter of  fact,"  which  waa  said  to  charac- 
terize the  Scotch  atated  to  his  English 
interrogator.  The  laity  of  ScoUand 
were  beginning  to  feel  deeply  the 
scandals  of  such  divisions  between 
Churches  which  were  united  in  all 
eaaential  matters ;  and  they  felt  deeply 
the  waste  of  resources  which  was  in- 
volved in  keeping  up  two,  or  it  might 
be  three,  churches  where  only  one  church 
waa  wanted.  Districts  where  left  with- 
out a  church  which  wuited  one  sadly  on 
account  of  this  scramble  for  adherents, 
which  led  to  the  planting  of  a  second, 
perhaps  a  third,  ohnrch  side  by  side  of 
the  church  which  existed  in  a  district 
where  really  only  one  church  weis 
wanted.  These  were  sentiments  which 
were  certainly  widely  entertained  by  the 
laity  of  Scotland,  and  it  was  in  defer- 
ence to  these  sentiments  that  he  (Mr. 
Finlay)  endeavoured  to  remedy  an  evil 
which  he  thought  they  must  all  deplore. 
Some  hon.  Gentlemen  might  be  dis- 
posed to  think  that  the  true  remedy  for 
ecclesiastical  evils  in  Scotland,  and  the 
only  way  to  obtain  union  among  the 
Presbyterians  of  Scotland,  was  to  dis- 
endow the  Church  and  to  secularize  the 
endowments.  With  these  sentiments  he 
confessed  that  he  had  no  sympathy.  He 
spoke  with  some  knowledge  of  Scotland, 
and  he  might  appeal  to  a  good  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  in  the  House  who  knew 
Scotland  well;  and  he  tibought  there 
would  be  general  agreement  with  him 
when  he  said  that  to  disestablish  the 
Church  of  Scotland  produce  hatred  and 
ill-will,  would  aggravate  existing  differ- 
ences, and  would  bequeath  a  legacy  of 
bitterness  which  would  not  die  away  for 
generations.  But  he  took  it  that  this 
waa  a  matter  which  the  people  of  Soot- 
land  were  entitled  to  decide  for  them- 
selves, and  it  was  a  matter  on  which  the 
people  of  Scotland  had  spoken  with  no 
imoertain  voice.    Last  year  there  was 
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introduced  into  that  House  a  Bill  for  the 
Disestablishment  of  the  Ohuroh  of  Scot- 
land by  an  hon.  Gentleman  who  then 
rcfiresented  Uie  Kilmarnock  Burghs  (Mr. 
Diok-Feddie),  but  whose  zeid  for  Dis- 
establishment had  lost  a  seat  to  the 
liberal  Party  in  the  present  Parliament, 
and  that  Bill  evoked  Petitions  from  all 
parts  of  Scotland.  Against  the  Bill 
there  were  presented  Petitions  signed 
by  690,000  persons  from  all  parts  of 
Scotland,  and  signed,  to  a  very  great  ex- 
tent, by  the  adherents  of  the  Free  Church 
in  the  Highlands.  These  Petitions  were 
got  up  in  a  comparatively  short  space  of 
time,  and  underpressure.  And  in  favour 
of  the  Bill  there  were  presented  Peti- 
tions signed  by  2,779  persons.  That  was 
the  voice  of  Scotland.  When  it  came  to 
the  test  of  figures  and  ooimting  of  heads, 
that  was  how  Scotland  spoke  on  this 
matter.  But  it  mi^ht  be  said  that  there 
were  special  objeetions  to  that  measure 
of  Disestablishment.  He  would  supply 
to  the  House  another  test  for  which  no 
such  special  reason  could  be  given. 
Shortly  before  the  last  General  Election 
a  sort  of  Census  was  taken  of  the  electors 
of  Mid  Lothian,  and  a  declaration  was 
presented  to  those  electors  for  signature 
in  these  terms — We  are  opposed  to 
the  Disestablishment  and  Diseadowment 
ot  the  Church  of  Scotland."  Out  of 
10,877  electors  the  declaration  was 
signed  by  7,519;  so  that  there  was  an 
actual  percentage  of  69  per  cent  of  the 
electors  of  Mid  Lothian  who  really 
signed  the  declaration  that  they  were 
opposed  to  DisestaUishment.  It  must 
not,  moreover,  be  supposed  that  all  who, 
for  one  reason  or  another,  declined  to 
Mgn  that  declaration  against  Disestab- 
lishment  would  have  signed  a  declara- 
tion for  Establishment;  but,  at  all 
events,  we  had  the  fact  that  69  per  cent 
signed  a  declaration  that  they  were  op- 
posed to  any  measure  of  the  kind. 
What  he  proposed  by  this  measure 
was  to  preserve  the  framework  which 
had  existed  for  religious  purposes  in 
Scotland  from  time  immemorial  —  to 
preserve  the  territorial  and  parochial 
system,  which  could  not  exist  except  in 
an  Established  Church,  and  to  utilize 
those  endowments  for  religious  puposes 
which  the  piety  of  former  ages  had  con- 
secrated to  them.  It  had  been  said  by 
one  who  knew  Scotland  well — Thomas 
Carlyle — that  Dissent  in  Scotland  never 
proceeded  from  disagreement  with  the 
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principles  of  the  National  Church ;  that 
all  Dissent  in  Scotland  had  proceeded 
from  a  closer'  and  more  ri^d  adherence 
to  the  principles  of  the  National  Church ; 
they  had  separated  from  tiie  Church, 
not  because  they  disagreed  with  its 
tenets  or  with  its  forms  of  government, 
but  because  they  believed  that  the 
majority  of  the  day  were  not  adhering 
with  sufficient  strictness  to  those  tene^ 
and  to  the  government.  And  that  saying 
of  Carlyle  was  really  the  key  to  the 
ecclesiastical  situation  in  Scotland. 
What  he  said  of  Scottish  Dissent  gene- 
rally was  pre-eminently  true  of  what 
was — next  to  the  Established  Church — 
by  far  the  largest  Presbyterian  Church 
in  Scotland — he  meant,  of  course,  die 
Free  Church.  The  Free  Church  origi- 
nated in  the  Disruption  of  1843,  and 
that  Disruption  was  due  to  two  causes, 
ot  which  one  had  been  completely  re- 
moved, and  the  other  ho  proposed  to 
remove  by  this  Bill.  The  first  of  these 
causes  was  the  grievance  of  patronage, 
which  was  re-introduced  by  a  Statute  of 
Queen  Anne  and  hurried  through  Par- 
liament in  1712.  The  Statute  produced 
— in  the  course  of  the  180  years  that 
elapsed  between  the  day  of  its  passing 
and  the  Disruption — 500  cases  of  dis- 
puted settlement ;  and  iVom  the  disputes 
that  arose  out  of  that  Statute  on  the 
subject  of  patronage  undoubtedly  origi- 
nated the  controversy  which  ended  in 
the  Disruption  of  1643.  The  grievance 
of  patronage  had  now,  he  was  thankful 
to  say,  been  completely  removed  by  the 
more  bene&cial  Statute  passed  in  1874. 
But  that,  however,  as^he  had  said,  was 
not  the  sole  cause  of  ufe  Disruption  of 
1843,  Out  of  the  question  of  patronage 
there  arose  a  series  of  wifortunate  col- 
lisions between  the  Civil  and  the  Eccle- 
siastical Courts.  It  had  ever  been  the 
doctrine  held  by  the  Church  in  Scotland 
that  there  should  be  what  was  called 
spiritual  independence  within  the  Church. 
Now,  he  begged  hon.  Members  to  ob- 
serve that  in  the  claim  in  Scotland  to 
spiritual  independence  there  was  nothing 
that  savoured  in  the  slightest  degree  of 
priestly  tyranny.  It  was  the  glory  of 
the  Church  of  Scotland  that  in  every 
Court  of  the  Church  laymen  and  clergy- 
men sat  side  by  side,  and  that  the  laity 
had  an  equal  voice  with  the  clergy  in 
determining  what  the  decisions  of  the 
Church  should  be.  That  was  a  feature 
in  the  Scottish  Church  organization 
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wMch  he  thought  might  be  copied  with 
advantage  by  other  Churches  in  other 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom.  He  de- 
sired that  the  House  should  observe 
that  fact.  That  the  laity  had  an  equal 
voice  with  the  clergy  in  determining  all 
matters  of  ecclesiastical  cognizance  gave 
a  different  colour  altogether  to  the  claim 
for  spiritual  independence,  as  compared 
with  that  which  it  must  present  if  it 
were  advanced  on  behalf  of  every  other 
Church  less  happily  constituted.  Out 
of  the  question  of  patronage  there  arose 
disputes  between  the  Court  of  Session — 
which  was  the  great  Civil  Court  of  Scot- 
land— and  the  General  Assembly  of  the 
Church,  which  was  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  Scottish  Church.  There  were  a 
Bwies  of  unfortunate  decisions  which  in- 
volved— looking  at  this  matter,  as  he 
did,  Arom  tbe  Free  Church  point  of  view 
— an  encroachment  by  the  Civil  Courts 
upon  spiritual  matters,  with  which  they 
ought  never  to  have  interfered.  He  was 
not  going  to  weary  the  House  with  a 
recital  of  the  painful  details  of  the  "ten 
years'  conflict,"  as  it  was  called,  North 
of  the  Tweed.  He  was  well  content,  as 
far  as  possible,  that  the  dead  past 
should  bury  its  dead ;  and  he  did  not 
desire  to  stir  up  the  ashes  of  the  fires 
of  a  controversy,  on  questions  of  this 
kind,  which  was  now  extinct.  But  out 
of  these  decisions,  involving  an  invasion  of 
the  spiritual  independenceofthe  Church, 
as  well  as  out  of  the  question  of  patron- 
age, originated  the  Disruption  of  1843. 
latere  was  an  assertion  of  tbe  spiritual 
independence  of  tiie  Church,  when 
nearly  600  clergymen  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland  gave  up  their  manses,  their 
stipends,  all  they  had  in  the  world,  and 
threw  tiiemselves  upon  the  world,  in 
reliance  on  that  Higher  Power,  whose 
behests  they  believed  they  were  obeying. 
He  thought  that  what  took  place  on  that 
May  morning  was  a  matter  of  which 
every  Scotsman,  whatever  his  ecclesias- 
tical or  political  views  might  be,  could 
not  fail  to  be  proud.  The  keenest  and 
most  critical  of  observers,  Lord  Jeffrey, 
said,  when  he  was  told  that  more  than 
400  clergymen  bad  abandoned  their 
livings  in  tbe  assertion  of  the  principle 
of  spiritual  independence — 

"I  am  proud  of  my  eoantry;  there  is  not 
another  country  on  earth  where  such  a  deed 
could  have  been  done." 

That  was  a  sentiment  with  which  every 
Sootsman  must  agree ;  it  was  a  sentiment 


which  every  Scotsman  must  feel  glad 
was  uttered  by  such  a  man  as  Lord 
Jeffrey,  aJthough  he  did  believe  there 
were  other  countries  where,  if  the  occa- 
sion arose,  an  equal  sacriftce  would  be 
made.  Tlusdaim  for  spiritual  independ- 
ence, as  he  had  said,  led  to  the  Disruption. 
The  founders  of  the  Free  Church  came 
out  from  the  Church  of  Scotland ;  but 
they  were  not  Disestablishers.  That 
was  a  point  of  the  first  importance  that 
should  be  made  clear ;  and  he  asked  the 
permission  of  the  House  to  read  two 
short  statements  which  was  made  by 
tbe  great  man  who  might  be  considered 
the  founder  of  the  Scottish  Church — Dr. 
Thomas  Chalmers.  Dr.  Chalmers  was 
the  Moderator  of  the  first  Assembly  of 
the  Free  Church  of  Scotland,  and  he  said 
this — 

"  Though  we  quit  the  EetabUahment,  we  ^o 
out  on  the  Estsblishment  principle.  We  quit 
a  vitiated  EstahUshment,  but  would  rejoioe  in 
returning  to  a  pur*  one.  We  are  the  advocates 
for  a  national  recognition  and  support  of  reli- 
gion, and  we  are  not  Voluntariea. 

That  was  what  Dr.  Chalmers  said  when 
the  Free  Church  was  founded ;  and  the 
experience  that  he  had  of  things  be- 
tween the  Disruption  and  his  death  was 
expressed  in  wlut  was  his  latest  utter- 
ance on  the  suUect.  When  he  spoke  on 
this  matter  before  his  death  in  1847  he 
said  this — 

"  My  hopes  of  an  extended  GhriBtianity  from 
the  efforts  of  Voluntaryiam  alone  have  not  been 
brightened  by  my  experience  since  the  Disrup- 
tion. We  rejoice,  therefore,  in  the  testimony 
of  the  Free  Church  for  the  principle  of  a  Na- 
tional Establishment,  and  most  sincerely  do  we 
hopo  that  As  will  never  fall  away  from  it." 

Those  were  the  prindples  of  the  Free 
Church  of  Scotland,  and  to  those  prin- 
ciples he  believed  that  a  very  large  ma- 
jority of  the  lai^  of  the  "Btw  Ohuroh 
were  still  faithAii.  There  could  be  no 
doubt,  at  all  events,  about  the  fidelity 
to  these  principles  of  the  Free  Cbunsh 
population  of  the  Highlands  of  Scotland. 
The  object  of  his  measure  was  to  assure 
the  possession  of  the  spiritual  independ- 
ence which,  with  the  grievance  of  pa- 
tronage, led  to  the  Disruption  of  1843 ; 
and  he  proposed,  very  shortly,  to  state 
to  the  House  how  the  measure  proposed 
to  deal  with  the  matter.  It  was  a  very 
short  Bill.  The  1st  clause  provided 
that,  by  the  constitution  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland  on  the  basis  of  the  Confession 
of  Faith  and  the  I^esbyterian  Church 
government  and  disoipliiie,  the  Ohurdi 
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Oourta  had  the  exclusive  right  to  regu- 
late, determine,  and  decide  all  matters 
spiritual,  and  that  Oivil  Oourts  should 
not  interfere  vith  the  Church  Courts  in 
determining  such  matters.  The  2ad 
section  defined  what  were  matters  spiri- 
tual, and,  he  hoped,  de6ned  them  in 
snob  a  way  as  to  make  it  impossible,  or 
next  to  impoflBible— practically  impos- 
sible— that  the  embarrassing  question 
should  arise  as  to  vheUier  a  particular 
matter  was  civil  or  spiritoal.  The  8rd 
seotim  prorided  that  the  Civil  Courts 
should  not  interfere  with  the  oon^ega- 
tions  in  the  elections  of  their  ministers. 
The  4th  section  transferred  from  the 
Court  of  Session  to  the  Oourts  of  the 
Church  the  jurisdiction  which  was  now 
vested  in  the  Court  of  Session,  sitting  as 
the  Court  of  Teinds,  as  to  the  creation 
of  parishes,  gwad  saora,  as  they  were 
called  in  Scotland— that  was  to  say, 
parishes  whioh  existed  purely  for  spiri- 
tual purposes,  but  which  did  not  in  any 
way  afifeot  ci^  rights.  It  was  thought 
right  and  proper  that  that  was  a  matter 
which  coiud  be  vested  in  the  Church 
Courts,  as  being  a  matter  not  at  all  of 
civil,  but  purely  of  spiritual  concern. 
The  fith  section  provided  that  nothing 
in  the  Act  should  abridge  any  rights 
whioh  the  Civil  Courts  possessed  to  de- 
termine any  matters  of  a  dvil  nature,  or 
any  question  as  to  the  consequences 
wmch  were  by  law  annexed  to  the  deci- 
sions of  Ecclesiastical  Courts.  That  was 
the  whole  measure,  and  he  hoped  to  be 
able  to  make  it  clear  that  this  measure, 
short  and  simple  as  it  was,  was  adequate 
to  remove  every  dif&culty  that  stood  in 
the  way  of  the  principle  that  prevented 
re-union  between,  at  all  events,  the 
Established  Church  and  the  Free  Church 
of  Scotland.  There  was  another  Body — 
the  United  Presbyterians— not  nearly  so 
lar^  as  the  Free  Church,  but  as  to 
which  he  would  say  a  word  by-and-bye. 
It  would  be  observed  that  the  scope  of 
tiie  Act  was  declaratory,  and  it  had 
been  framed  in  that  way  vx  two  reasons. 
The  first  reason  was  one  that  would  be 
Tery  well  understood  in  Scotland.  The 
Church  did  not  come  to  the  State  to  ask 
the  State  to  confer  anything  upon  the 
Church.  It  was  held  in  Scotland  that 
when  the  Church  and  the  State  entered 
into  an  alliance,  as  they  did  when  a 
Church  was  established,  all  that  the 
Ghoroh  asked  the  State  to  do  was  to 
recognize  the  rights  whioh  the  Church 


possessed  and  derived  from  another  and 
a  higher  source,  which  was  very  expli- 
citly recognized  indeed  in  the  old  Scot- 
tish Statutes  on  the  subject,  which  were 
still  in  force.  The  second  reason  why 
the  Act  had  been  made  declaratory  was 
that  he  hoped  and  believed  tlmt  it 
merely  expressed  the  true  state  of  the 
law.  There  was  nothing  so  very  alarm- 
ing about  this  doctrine  of  spiritoal  in- 
dependence, as  understood  in  Scotlandi 
whenitwas  properly  apprehended.  This 
Bill,  if  it  became  law,  would  confer 
upon  the  Church  of  Scotland  nothing 
whioh,  in  practice,  she  did  not  already 
enjoy.  Of  the  decisions  which  led  to  the 
Disruption,  a  great  many  had  fallen  to 
the  ground  with  the  repeal  of  the  Pa- 
tronage Act  of  Queen  Aune  in  1874  ; 
and  the  Court  of  Session  had  been 
diligently  engaged,  ever  since  the  Dis- 
ruption, in  retracing  its  footsteps  in 
those  matters  whioh  so  unhappily  con- 
duced to  that  calamity  in  1843.  There 
had  been  a  series  of  decisions  in  1849, 
1851,  1861,  and  1870,  in  whioh  the 
spiritual  independence  of  the  Church 
had  been  very  dearly  reco^ized.  In 
one  of  these  cases  Lora  Plresidait  Boyle 
said — 

*<  We  have  aa  Uttie  right  to  interfere  with 
the  proceedings  of  the  Ch  arch  Oourta  in  matters 
of  Church  discipline  as  we  have  to  interfere 
with  the  prooeedingt  of  the  Ooart  of  Jostioiary 
in  a  orimuial  queetion." 

And  the  Lord  Justice  Clerk  (Lord  Hon- 
creifF)  said  in  another  of  tiiese  oases — 

"  Within  their  spiritoal  province  the  Ghoroh 
Conrts  are  as  snpreme  as  we  are  within  the 

CivU." 

In  the  course  of  the  discussion  which 
took  place  in  one  of  these  cases,  a  very 
distinguished  Scottish  Judge,  whose 
charming  Memoirs  of  his  own  time 
might  have  rendered  his  name  familiar 
even  to  hon.  Members  who  had  had  the 
misfortune  to  be  born  on  the  South  of 
the  Tweed— Lord  Oockbum— said  that— 

"  Such  dedsioiis  amotmted  to  a  reversal  of 
those  deoitions  that  had  prodnoed  the  Dig- 

And  it  was  very  difficult,  indeed,  not  to 
agree  with  what  Lord  Cockbum  said 
upon  that  sutiject.  What  was  wanted 
was  not  that  the  Legislature  should  alter 
the  law  in  the  way  of  conferring  any- 
thing upon  the  Church,  but  that  the 
Legislature  should  declare  the  rights 
enjoyed  by  the  Church,  so  as  to  remove 
those  doubts  which  still  remained  aa  the 
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residt  of  tlie  nnfbitanate  deoiuonB  which 

preceded  1843.  One  very  important 
question,  of  course,  was  this — Was  this 
measure,  if  it  became  lav,  adequate  to 
meet  Free  Church  principles?  Upon 
that  point  he  thought  he  might  appe^to 
the  House  for  support  from  a  very  un- 
expected quarter.  He  thought  that  the 
extraordinary  alarm  and  hostility  mani- 
fested by  the  keen  Disestablishment 
Party  in  Scotland  with  regard  to  this 
Bill  went  far  indeed  to  show  that  they 
felt  that  if  it  became  l&w  Free  Church 
principles  would  have  been  recogoized 
60  as  to  pare  the  way  for  union.  If  not, 
why  should  they  be  afraid  ?  If  the  Bill 
did  not  embody  Free  Oharoh  principles 
80  as  to  render  refusion  probable— re- 
union within,  a  National  Established 
Ohurch — ^if  it  did  not  do  that,  why  were 
they  afraid  of  it  ?  If  it  did  not  do  that, 
it  oould  not,  firom  their  point  of  view,  do 
them  any  harm.  But  the  keenness  of 
the  opposition  was  itself  a  testimony  to 
the  fact  that  the  measure,  if  it  pasaed, 
would  be  effectual  forits  purpose.  They 
were  said  to  be  somewhat  metaphysical 
to  theNorth  of  the  Tweed;  but  he  thought 
that  all  other  Scotsmen  were  put  to 
shame  in  that  matter  by  the  keenness  of 
aScottish  Disestablisher  anxious  toprpve 
that  a  measure  of  this  kind,  of  which  he 
was  afraid,  was  not  adequate  to  meet 
Free  Churoh  principles.  Ingenuity  was 
exhausted  in  framing  conditions  said  to 
be  necessary  to  satisfy  Free  Church 
priuoiplea — conditions,  the  more  impos- 
ttble  tne  better ;  and  if  these  impossible 
conditions— which,  he  would  observe, 
were  never  put  into  any  definite  shape, 
lest  there  should  be  danger,  perhaps,  of 
their  coming  within  the  sphere  of  the 
practicable  and  beii^  granted — ^if  these 
impossible  conditions,  oy  any  accident, 
were  crystallized  into  shape,  and  were 
granted  by  the  Legislature,  the  framers 
of  these  conditions  would  forthwith  pro- 
ceed to  devise  others  more  impossible 
still.  The  object  was  not  to  secure 
the  admission  of  Free  Church  principles ; 
the  object  was  to  make  re-union  impos- 
sible on  the  basis  of  an  Established 
Ohurch.  He  thought  that  it  was  un- 
necessary to  weary  the  House  by  en- 
deavouring to  state  the  objections  that 
had  been  raised,  and  one  very  good 
reason  for  not  stating  them  was  that 
they  were  almost  entirely  unintelligible. 
He  (Mr.  Finlf^)  thought  he  waa  in  a 
podtion  to  lay  before  the  House  satis- 


factory  evidence  aa  to  the  adequacy  of 
the  measure  to  meet  Free  Ohurch  prin- 
ciples. Free  Ohurch  principles  had  most 
fortunately  not  been  left  in  the  fluid — 
he  had  almost  said  the  gaseous — state  in 
which  they  were  presented  by  some  who 
now  claimed  to  represent  the  Free 
Church.  They  had  been  put  into  in- 
telligible shape  in  the  "  Claim  of  Right," 
the  historic^  document  on  which  the 
Free  Ohurch  was  founded ;  and  in  1878 
the  Committee  of  the  Free  Church  Gene- 
ral Assembly,  in  replying  to  an  overture 
for  union  which  had  proceeded  from  the 
Established  Church  Assembly,  said  that 
"  Ke-union  could  take  place  only  on  the 
basisof  the 'Claim  of  Bight.'"  Thetest, 
then,  was  this.  Did  this  measure  satisfy 
the  "  Claim  of  Kight "  f  If  there  was 
one  man  who  was  qualified  to  speak  with 
authority  on  a  point  of  this  kind,  as 
representing  the  Free  Churoh  laity  of 
Scotland,  it  was  that  very  distinguished 
statesman  and  lawyer,  Lord  Monoreiff. 
Lord  Monoreiff  was  a  Free  Churchman, 
a  Member  of  the  Assembly  of  1843, 
when  the  Disruption  took  place,  and  his 
family  had  for  the  last  200  years  been 
associated  with  a  great  deal  that  was 
best  in  the  history  of  the  Churoh  of  Scot- 
land. At  a  large  meeting  held  on 
this  subject  in  ^Stinbnrgh,  on  Friday 
last,  there  was  read  a  letter  from  Lord 
Moncreiff,  which,  after  speaking  in  kind 
terms  of  the  measure  now  bofore  the 
House,  went  on  to  say  that — 

"  While  it  probably  admita  of  improTflmeni 
ID  its  details,  I  shoald  be  quite  content  to  aocspt 
it,  as  it  stands,  as  a  legislative  ooacMsiwa  of  the 
Free  Gborch  Claim  of  Rig^t." 

He  thought  that  testimony  of  that  sort, 
coming  from  such  a  quarter,  ought  to  be 
decisive ;  and  he  could  also  appeal,  on 
this  point,  to  one  who  was  highly  repre- 
sentative of  what  was  called  the  Con- 
stitutional Party  among  the  clergy  of 
the  Free  Church — a  pre-Dieruption  min- 
ister—the  Eev.  Dr.  George  Uackay,  of 
Inverness,  who  presided  a  few  days  ago 
at  a  very  large  meeting  of  memben  and 
adherents  of  the  Free  Churoh,  held  at 
Inverness,  in  support  of  this  Bill.  Dr. 
Mackay  ought  to  know  somethingabout 
spiritual  independence  and  Free  Church 
principles,  because  in  1843  lor  these 
principles  he  gave  up  everything  that  he 
enjoyed  as  a  minister  of  the  Established 
Church.  Speaking  at  the  meeting  the 
other  d^,  Dr.  Maokay  used  these 
words — 
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"  The  Bill  made  proviaion  for  all  the  privi- 
leges which  he  and  others  claimed  before  the 
Disruption.  EverythiDg  which  he  contended 
for  before  the  Disruption  waa  f^iren  effect  to  in 
this  Bill.  Ab  a  pre^Disruptioa  miiu8t»  he 
cordialljr  agreed  with  every  uause  of  the  Bill." 

Of  course,  a  measure  mtgKt  be  adequate 
to  meet  Free  Ohurch  prindples;  but 
there  remained  behind  another  important 
question  on  which  it  was  only  reason- 
able the  House  should  ask  for  informa- 
tion ;  and  that  was  whether,  supposing 
Free  Ohurch  principles  were  guaranteed 
by  this  measure,  anything  in  the  shape 
of  re-union  was  likely  to  take  place  ? 
That  was  a  matter  emphatically  for  the 
laity  of  Scotland.  The  laity  of  the 
Established  Ohurch  were  pretty  well  of 
one  mind  upon  the  subject;  and  he 
thought  he  would  be  able  to  show  to  the 
House  that  there  was  every  reason  to 
believe  that  the  great  majority  of  the 
laity  of  the  Free  Ohurch  were  of  the 
same  mind  on  the  point.  There  had 
been  presented  to  the  right  hon.  GbnUe- 
man  tne  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  a  Memorial,  signed  by  np- 
warda  of  1,000  ministers  and  office* 
bearers  of  the  Free  Ohurch  of  Scotland, 
and  in  that  Memorial  they  said  they 
were  ready  to  accept  the  Bill  as  a  basis 
for  negotiations  for  re-union,  and  wound 
up  thus—'*  We  are  ready  to  do  aU  that 
lies  in  our  power  to  promote  such  mea- 
sures on  the  part  of  the  Ohurch  to  which 
we  belong."  He  might  further  appeal 
to  the  Petitions  sent  up  with  reference 
to  this  Bill.  There  was  held  on  the  16th 
of  February  in  Edinburgh  a  Conference, 
attended  by  upwards  of  400  ministers 
and  office-bearers  of  the  Free  Ohuroh. 
They  unanimously  adopted  Besolutions 
in  favour  of  this  measure,  and  after 
some  delay  Petitions  were  started  in 
different  piuts  of  the  country  ia  support 
of  the  Bill.  Tbey  were  somewhat 
hurriedly  got  up,  and,  owing  to  the  want 
of  time  and  ^e  extreme  inclemency 
of  the  weather,  in  the  country  parts 
especially,  the  signatures  were  not  so 
many  as  would  otherwise  have  been  ob- 
tained ;  but  the  total  signatures  to  these 
Petitions  amounted  to  166,832  names. 
There  were  some  supplementary  Peti- 
tions, but  this  statement  was  made  up, 
he  believed,  only  to  include  those  that 
were  presented  in  good  time  yesterday. 
But  156,632  signatures  was  a  very  re- 
spectable  number,  indeed,  to  have  been 
obtained  to  Petitions  in  support  of  a 
measure  of  this  kind,  got  up  in  tiie 


course  of  a  fortnight  at  the  outside.  The 
other  side  had  not  been  idle.  They  also 
had  got  up  Petitions.  But  they  pre- 
sented the  flame  melancholy  contrast  as 
in  the  case  of  Mr.  Di(&-FeddUe*B  measure 
for  Disestablishment.  The  signatures 
obtained  against  the  Bill  amounted  only 
to  1,941,  as  against  157,000  for  the  Bill. 
That  was  not  at  all  a  bad  test  of  the  feel* 
ing  of  Scotland  on  a  matter  of  this  kind. 
Meetings  had  been  held  in  different 
parts  of  the  country,  and  he  referred 
particularly  to  one  held  in  Edinburgh 
last  week,  at  which  a  letter  was  read 
from  the  Duke  of  Argyll,  speaking  on 
behalf  of  the  laity,  in  which  his  Graoe 
expressed  the  opinion  that  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House  would  do  much  to  re- 
move obstacles  that  stood  in  the  way  of 
a  re-union  of  the  whole  of  the  Presby- 
terians in  Scotland.  He  (Mr.  Finlay) 
did  not  disguise  from  the  Mouse  for  one 
moment  the  fact  that  time  vas  at  the 
present  moment  a  majorilnr  of  the  cleray 
of  the  Free  Ohnroh  who  had  adoptea  a 
moTfflnent  for  the  DisestabUshment  of 
the  Ohuroh  of  Scotland;  bnt  the  im- 
portant point  to  observe  waa  that  the 
clergy  of  the  Free  Church  in  this  matter 
most  certainly  did  not  represent  their 
congregations.  A  Memorial  was  pre- 
sented to  the  Prime  Minister  signed  by 
1,475  Dissenting  clergymen  in  Scotland. 
Did  those  clergymen  represent  their  con- 
gregations or  not  ?  He  oould  give  the 
House  two  instances  which  he  thought 
were  fair  samples  of  a  very  great  many 
mote,  and  he  could  give  the  names,  if 
desired.  In  a  Lowland  congregation  not 
far  from  Edinburgh — whose  minister 
was  one  of  the  1,475 — a  Petition  had 
been  sent  up  in  favour  of  this  BiU, 
signed  by  1,002  members  and  adherents 
of  his  congregation,  being  praotioally  the 
whole  oongxegaticm.  He(Mr.Finlsy}was 
assured,  on  t£e  best  authority,  that  one 
could  count  on  their  fingers  the  members 
and  adherents  who  had  declined  to  sign. 
He  would  take  another  illustration  from 
a  Highland  parisb,  whose  minister  was 
also  one  of  the  1,476.  There  were  in 
:  the  parish  about  1,000  persons  old 
enough  to  sign  a  Petition  to  the  House, 
and  of  that  number  a  Petition  in  favour 
of  this  Bill  was  signed  by  787.  He  did 
not  believe  that  the  majority  of  the 
clergy  of  the  Free  Ohuroh  would  con- 
tinue to  act  in  this  matter  contrary  to 
the  desires  and  the  wishes  of  their  con- 
gregations ;  and  his  reason  tax  thinking 
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BO  was  that  the  standards  of  the  Free 
Ohuroh  were  so  very  explidt  upon  the 
proprie^  of  the  maintenance  of  an 
Establi^ed  Ohurch.  In  the  Protest  of 
164ff,  which  was  one  of  the  pillars  of 
the  Free  Ohurch,  there  occurred  a  state- 
ment that  it  was  the  right  and  duty  of 
the  civil  magiBtrate  to  maintain  and  sup- 
port the  Establishment  of  religion  in 
accordance  with  God's  Word.  After  this 
Disestablishment  movement  was  started 
amongst  the  clergymen  of  the  Free 
Ohurch  a  party  of  the  clergy  known  as 
"  Constitutionalists "  took  the  opinion 
of  the  most  eminent  counsel  of  the 
Scotch  Bar— Mr.  (now  Lord)  Rutherford 
Olark — and  the  present  Lord  Advocate 
(Mr.  J,  B.  Balfour)  on  the  subject,  and  one 
sentence  from  that  opinion  he  should 
like  to  inflict  upon  the  House.  It  was 
this — 

"Anjrone  who  does  not  hold  the  EBtabliali- 
ment  principle  rejects,  in  our  opinion,  on  essen- 
tial part  the  constitution  of  the  Free 
Church." 

And  they  farther  advised — 

**  ^niat  no  minority  of  the  Free  Church,  how- 
ever large,  had  any  power  to  alter  such  an 
eteential  priaciple." 

The  United  Presbyterian  Church  stood 
on  a  somewhat  different  footing  in  re- 
gard to  this  matter,  as  its  standards  left 
the  matter  of  Establishment  open ;  but 
there  was  no  doubt  whatever  that  the 
great  majority  of  the  clergy  of  the 
United  Presbyterian  Church  had  adopted 
Voluntary  principles,  and  held  it  wrong 
that  there  should  be  any  connection  be- 
tween Church  and  State.  That  was  true 
of  the  clergy,  but  it  was  not  true  of  the 
laity.  He  did  not  for  a  moment  deny 
that  there  were  a  great  many  of  the  lay 
members  of  the  United  Presbyterian 
Ohurch  who  held  the  Voluntary  prin- 
ciple ;  but  the  fact  was  often  overlooked 
or  forgotten,  unid  the  proolamadons 
that  were  made  on  this  subject,  that 
there  was  a  very  large  body  of  the  lay 
opinion  within  the  United  Presbyterian 
Cburch  favourable  to  the  maintenance 
of  an  Established  Cburch.  He  spoke 
from  what  he  got  to  know  during  his 
electoral  experiences  in  Scotland — that 
a  large  and  influential  body  of  lay  opi- 
nion in  the  United  Presbyterian  Church 
was  entirely  adverse  to  this  agitation  for 
Disestablishment.  Hismeasure  had  been 
described  as  "ridiculously small."  One 
Itiend,  with  the  candour  which  friend- 
ship conld  always  oloimL,  aaid  it  was 

Mr.  FitUag 


"a  pill  to  cure  an  earthquake."  He 
did  not  think  Parliament  would  object 
to  a  Bill  because  it  was  short,  and  he 
hoped  it  was  not  very  difficult  to  under- 
stand. Those  who  talked  in  that  way 
seemed  to  think  that  what  was  wanted 
was  some  grand  heroic  remedy ;  but  his 
desire  was  to  remove  the  thorn  which 
was  the  cause  of  the  irritation,  and  not 
to  go  in  for  the  capital  remedy  of  ampu- 
tation by  Disestablishment.  If  the  mea- 
sure was  small,  at  any  rate  it  could  not 
by  any  possibility  do  harm.  Some  clerical 
leaders  of  Disestablishment  had  for 
years  past  been  telling  them  that  the 
Established  Church  did  not  possess 
spiritual  independence,  and  that  for  any 
Ohurch  to  be  without  spiritual  inde- 
pendence was  a  sin.  Why,  then,  object 
to  the  cessation  of  a  sin  ?  Was  it  con- 
sidered that  the  agitators  for  Disestab' 
lishment  had  a  vested  interest  in  the 
sins  of  the  Established  Ohuroh  f  An- 
other objeotion  sometimes  raised  was 
that  the  Bill  would  g^ve  spiritual  inde- 
pendence to  the  wrong  people ;  bnt  how 
could  they  legislate  except  with  reference 
to  the  Church  of  Scotland  as  it  now 
existed?  Any  legislation  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Free  Church  or  to  the  United 
Presbyterian  Ohurch  would  be  beyond 
their  province  altogether.  They  were 
always  told  these  Churches  did  not  want 
spiritual  independence,  because  they  had 
got  it  already.  Yet  when  a  measure  of 
this  kind  was  introduced  they  declared 
it  was  not  for  the  Established  Ohurch, 
but  for  the  Dissenting  Churches  that 
Parliament  should  legidate.  He  would 
gladly  do  anything  to  recognize  the 
position  of  the  Free  Church.  He  was 
brought  up  in  the  Free  Ohuroh,  and  he 
was  attached  to  it  by  the  closest  ties  of 
kindred  and  friendship ;  but  no  one  in 
the  Free  Ohuroh  who  was  agitating  for 
Disestablishment  would  tell  them  what 
they  wanted.  The  only  definite  tiling 
they  could  get  was  a  cry  for  Disestab- 
lishment. He  maintained  that,  instead 
of  being  a  concession  to  Free  Ohurch 
principles,  it  would  be  an  outrage  on 
Free  Church  principles  to  pull  down  the 
Established  Church  of  Scotland.  He 
was  not  prepared  to  advocate  legislation 
directly  in  the  teeth  of  the  Free  Ohuroh 
standards  upon  this  point.  If  anything 
practical  could  be  suggested  whereby 
one  could  show  one's  appreciation  of  the 
heroic  bwinnings  of  the  Free  Ohurch 
and  of  the  great  prin<nples  for  which 
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tliat  Ohuioh  had  ever  striTen,  be,  for  his 
own  part,  would  most  gladly  atrive  to 
give  effect  to  it.  But  they  were  told 
uiat  this  measure  might  injure  the  Free 
Ohurch.  He  should  be  sorry  to  think 
tixat  it  would.  What  he  looked  forward 
to,  and  what  he  longed  for,  was  not  the 
absorption  of  the  Free  Church,  not  for 
the  abstraction  of  adherents  of  the  Free 
Church,  but  a  treaty  of  union  between 
these  two  Churches,  in  which  the  great 
traditions  of  the  Free  Church,  and  the 
interests  of  every  individual  minister  of 
that  Oharch,  should  be  jealously  safe- 

fnarded ;  and  such  a  treaty  of  union  he 
oped  to  see  brought  about,  and,  he 
trusted,  at  no  distant  date.  The  only 
danger  of  injury  to  the  Free  Church,  in 
his  judgment,  was,  if  the  majority  of  the 
clergy  should  unhappily  be  led  to  per> 
sist  m  an  agitation  with  which  their  con- 
gregations were  not  in  sympathy— an 
agitation  in  which,  he  trusted,  they 
would  not  persist.  No  one  knew  better 
than  the  leaders  of  that  clerical  move- 
ment in  the  Free  Church  how  uncertain 
the  majority  they  at  present  commanded 
was.  Many  clergymen  of  the  Free 
Church  had  acquiesced  in  the  cry  for 
Disestablishment  merely  in  despair  of 
any  other  solution  of  the  question.  If 
an  honourable  solution  of  another  kind 
should  be  presented  he  hoped  and  be- 
lieved that  the  majority  of  the  cler^  of 
the  Free  Church  would  be  found  taking  a 
course  similar  to  that  which  their  con- 
gregations would  like  them  to  take,  and 
a  course  entirely  in  harmony  with  the 
great  principles  of  the  Free  Church.  It 
could  do  no  harm,  by  passing  this  mea- 
sure, to  take  a  step  in  the  direction  of 
rendering  the  Established  Chuwh  in 
Scotland  a  truly  national  institution.  It 
could  do  no  harm  to  render  the  endow- 
ments for  the  purposes  of  religion  avail- 
able in  every  part  of  the  country.  The 
Church  of  Scotland  was  a  truly  national 
and  democratic  institution.  The  history 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland  was  the  his- 
tory of  Scotland,  and  its  spirit  was  tho- 
roughly in  union  with  the  spirit  of  the 
Scottish  people.  For  the  last  40  years 
the  FreeChurch  population  of  the  High- 
lands had  adhered  with  a  fidelity  which 
was  touching  to  the  great  doctrine  that 
there  ought  to  be  an  Established  Church, 
although  their  principles  prevented  them 
firom  having  the  benefit  of  the  endow- 
ments in  thdr  own  parishea.  He  knew 
nothing  more  touching  in  hiatoxy  than 


the  way  in  whioh  the  Free  Churchmen 
in  the  Highlands  had  adhered  to  their 
principles  under  the  most  trying  condi- 
tions. It  was  on  their  behalf  that  he 
asked  the  House  to  read  this  measure  a 
second  time ;  and  he  appealed  to  the 
House  not  only  on  behalf  of  the  High- 
lands, but  on  behalf  of  the  laity  of  Scot- 
land generally,  who  were  sick  of  these 
brawls,  to  allow  to  be  read  a  second  time 
a  measure  which  was  intended  to  pro- 
vide a  peaceful  solution  for  these  ecele- 
siasticej.  questions,  by  which  ScoUand 
had  of  late  years  been  distracted.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  concluded  by 
moving  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Afi-.  miay.) 

Db.  CAMEBOK  (Glasgow,  College), 
in  rising  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time  that  day  six  months,  said, 
that  he  felt  less  compunction  in  doing  so 
in  consequence  of  the  assurance  they 
had  received  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Finlay)  that  the  Bill, 
if  passed,  would  confer  on  the  Church 
of  Scotland  nothing  she  did  not  already 
fully  possess,  for  if  that  were  the  case 
it  was  obvious  that  there  was  no  press- 
ing hurry  to  pass  the  Bill.  He  con- 
gratulated the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
on  the  skill  with  which  he  had  mar- 
shalled his  facts  and  a^uments  in  favour 
of  his  proposition.  He  must  say  that 
while  before  he  heard  the  arguments  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  he  was 
rather  inclined  to  agree  with  the  opi- 
nion of  the  friend  to  whom  he  had  re- 
ferred, who  had  characterized  his  BiU 
ae  "a  pill  to  cure  an  earthquake," 
after  having  heard  them  he  felt  rather 
inclined  to  describe  the  Bill  as  "  a  pill 
to  cause  an  earthquake,"  because  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  told 
them  that  if  it  passed  it  would  cast 
asunder  the  Free  Church ;  that  it  would 
cause  disruption  in  the  ranks  of  the 
United  Presbyterian  Church;  that  the 
laity  of  the  Nonconformist  Bodies  of 
Scotland  would  desert  the  clergymen ; 
and  that  the  most  direful  things  would 
happen.  Was  a  Bill  which  would 
produce  all  these  rraults  a  small  thing 
to  ask  the  House  to  pass?  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  quoted  the 
Duke  of  Argyll— and  very  properly — as 
a  great  authori^  imon  ecclesiastical 
questions  in  Soouanct.    He  told  them 
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that  an  aokiiovledement  of  the  Olaim 
of  Bight  was  all  that  was  required  to 
prodaoe  re-union  among  the  Presby- 
terian Bodies.  Was  that  the  opinion  of 
the  Duke  of  Argyll  ?  He  would  remind 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  of  the 
remarks  of  his  Grace  in  the  House  of 
Lords  in  a  speech  on  the  Patronage  Bill 
of  1874.    He  said— 

"I  hare  alvaya  eaid  there  is  no  hope  what- 
ever of  there-union  of  the  Free  and  Eetahhshed 
Churches,  except  on  the  ffroand  of  Disestah- 
lishment ;  for,  independently  of  principle,  there 
are  msunnoontahle  physioal  diffioultiea  in  the 
way.  Nine  hundred  nunisters  are  supported  by 
▼oluatary  contributions;  and  what  would  be- 
come of  them  in  the  event  of  any  admission 
that  the  cauBCfl  of  separation  had  beoi  re- 
moved ?  Why,  ray  Lords,  they  would  starre." 
—(3  Bantard,  [219]  829.) 

Although  he  did  not  entirely  agree  with 
the  way  in  which  his  Grace  put  it,  he 
thought  that  left  no  ground  for  the 
belief  that  the  Duke  of  Argyll  could  now 
logically  say  that  what  was  proposed  in 
thisBill  would  bring  about  a  union  of  the 
Free  and  the  Established  Churches.  The 
debate,  so  far  as  it  had  gone,  reminded 
him  (Dr.  Cameron)  very  much  of  what 
occurred  when  the  House  was  asked  to 
read  the  Patronage  Bill  in  1874.  The 
objects  for  which  that  Bill  was  proposed 
and  urged  upon  the  attention  of  Parlia- 
ment were  much  more  defensible,  in  his 
opinion,  than  those  of  the  Bill  now  be- 
fore them ;  and  what  was  the  course 
which  the  present  Prime  Minister  (Ur. 
Gladstone)  took  with  regard  to  that  Bill  ? 
He  opposed  it  with  very  great  eamest- 
ness  and  vigour.  It  was  urged  that  that 
was  a  Bill  which  would  increase  the 
atrength  of  the  Established  National 
Ohurch  of  Scotland.  TTpon  that  point 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said— 

"The  Lord  Advocate  said  that  his  intention 
ia  to  atren^hen  the  Chnroh,  But  how  F  Why, 
by  weakening  the  other  raligioue  Bodiea  .... 
b^  investing  the  present  Established  Church 
with  such  wealth  and  such  unbounded  liberty 
with  respect  to  the  interference  of  the  Civil 
Courts  tiiat  you  will  confer  auch  a  condition  of 
popular  privilege  on  the  laymen  of  the  £stab- 
liBhed  Church  that  laymen  of  the  Free  and 
United  Freabyteriau  COiurchea  will  be  tempted 
to  come  back  into  the  Establiahed  Church,  and 
to  leave  ttkeir  miniBten  to  look  oat  for  them- 
sdves  or  to  Btarve."— (3  Sanua-d,  [aso]  1123.) 

Those  arguments  that  were  adduced  by 
the  Prime  Minister  in  support  of  his 
opposition  to  the  Patronage  Bill  he 
aubmitted  applied  with  tenfold  force  to 
the  present  ocoasion.  It  was  aaid  by 

XV.  Camtrm 


his  hon.  and  learned  fViend  (Mr.  Fin- 
lay)  that  the  Constitutional  Free  Church 
Party  throughout  the  Highlands  were 
unanimous  in  their  desire  that  this  Bill 
should  pass.  What  proof  had  th^  of 
that  ?  A  number  of  Petitions  had  been 
sent  up ;  but  how  did  they  know  that 
these  Petitions  had  been  signed  after  a 
full  explanation  of  all  the  ins  and  outs 
of  this  Bill  P  They  knew  in  regard  to  the 
Petitions  on  another  Ecclesiastical  Bill 
last  Session  that  the  Committee  on  Public 
Petitions  stated  that  many  of  the  sig- 
natures  had  been  appended  in  the  same 
handwriting ;  and  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  would  know  that  at  least  one  of 
the  Petitions  from  his  own  district  had 
been  analyzed,  when  it  was  found  that, 
out  of  3,053  signatures,  upwards  of  400 
had  been  signed  in  the  same  handwrit- 
ing, and  upwards  of  300  were  s^ed  by 
persons  so  ignorant  of  the  ordinary  form 
of  signing  that  they  signed  themselves 
as  "^r.,"  "  Miss,"  and  "  Mrs.,"  while 
of  the  3,053  there  were  only  100  Dis- 
senters. Yet  that  was  one  of  the  Peti- 
tions which  had  been  produced  as  evi- 
dence of  the  overwhelming  opinion  on 
the  part  of  the  people  of  Scotland.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  told  them  that 
this  Bill  would  produce  union.  That 
was  exactly  what  they  were  told  when 
the  Patronage  Bill  was  before  the 
House  ;  and  what  was  the  result  of  the 
Patronage  Bill?  The  Prime  Minister 
had  described  that,  and  had  told  them 
that,  in  the  view  of  the  Nonconforming 
majority  of  Scotland,  the  passing  of  the 
Patronage  Bill  was  an  attempt  to  buy  and 
bid  and  piecemeal  to  bring  within  the 
walls  those  who  had  been  ejected  whole- 
sale from  the  Establishment;  that  it 
was  resented  accordingly ;  and  the  Free 
Church  was,  by  the  passing  of  that  Act, 
converted  lirom  its  previous  attitude  of 
neutrality  on  the  question  of  Disestab- 
lishment into  the  active  advocacy  of  that 
measure.  This  Bill  proceeded  upon  the 
Preamble  that  it  was  desirable  to  re- 
move obstacles  to  the  re-union  of  the 
Presbyterians  of  Scotland.  He  was 
willing  to  concede  that  Preamble,  with 
certain  reservations;  but  he  must  alto- 
gether deny  that  it  justified  the  pro- 
posals embodied  in  the  Bill.  If  the 
Presbyterians  of  Scotland  constituted 
the  whole  population  of  that  country, 
and  if  the  different  Presbyterian  Bodies 
wereagreed  upon  a  baaisupon  which th^ 
could  xe-unite,  and  if  a  ugisUtive  ob- 
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Btaole  alone  atood  in  the  way  of  their  re- 
unioD,  he  did  not  deny  that  it  would  be 
perfectly  proper  for  any  hon.  Member 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  that  House  in  order 
to  remove  that  obstacle.  But  the  wholo 
population  of  Scotland  was  not  Presby- 
terian. The  Frpsbyterian  Bodies  tbem- 
sdves  were  very  far  from  being  agreed 
as  fo  any  basis  on  which  union  Detween 
them  could  be  aocompUshed.  The  ob- 
staolee  whicb  the  BiU  proposed  to  re- 
move were  obstacles  which,  existed  only 
ia  the  minds  of  a  very  small  section  of 
(me  of  the  Presbyterian  Ohurohes  ;  and 
to  whatever  extent  union  might  be  pro- 
moted by  tbe  proposals  in  the  Bill,  it 
oould  only  be  promoted  at  the  expense 
of  an  equal  amount  of  disunion  and  dis- 
integration in  another  direction.  If  be 
oould  show  that  the  Bill  would  not  pro- 
mote union  among  the  Presbyterians  of 
Sootiand;  that  it  would  not  remedy  any 
grievance  complained  of  by  the  Estab- 
fished  Ohurch,  the  Free  Church,  or  the 
Uaited  Presbyterian  Ohurch;  that  it 
would  at  best,  if  it  did  anything,  pro- 
mote secession  from  tbe  Free  and  the 
United  Flreebyteriaii  Ohurohes  of  a  small 
miaori^  of  their  memberahip ;  that  that 
■ecession  would  strengthen  the  Estab- 
lished Ohuroh  certainly;  but  that  it 
would  do  BO  at  the  expense  of  weaken- 
ing the  Voluntary  Fresbyterian  Churches 
of  Scotland — if  he  could  show  that  the 
ntmoBt  effect  which  the  Bill  could  have 
would  be  to  altw  the  lines  of  demarca- 
tion wbich  now  existed  among  Presby- 
terian Bodiee  in  Scotland,  but  to  leave 
the  Presbyterians  of  that  country  at 
least  as  divided  as  they  were  at  the 
present  time — he  thought  he  should  have 
made  out  a  case  which  would  induce  the 
House  of  Commons  to  pronounce  a  de- 
cided opinion  as  to  the  inexpediency  of 
tinkering  with  the  Cburch  of  Scotland 
for  the  objects  proposed  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  as  it  did  a  few  days 
ago  in  the  case  of  the  Church,  in  Wales. 
!nie  Chnroh  of  Sootiand,  so  far  as  it  was 
dependent  on  tiie  publio  support,  was 
supported,  not  by  funds  prOTided  by  the 
piety  of  our  anoeetors  for  that  purpose, 
bat  out  of  funds  which  were  public  pro- 
perty. The  teinds  wore  not  provided  by 
the  piety  of  our  ancestors  for  the  sup- 
port of  the  Presbyterian  Church.  The 
teinds  were  provided  by  our  Catholic 
ancestors  for  the  support  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Chnroh,  and  from  that  Chnroh 
they  had  been  taken.    As  to  those 


Churches  in  the  Highlands  to  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  referred, 
how  were  they  supported  ?  They  were, 
to  a  lai^e  extent,  supported  by  a  Par- 
liamentary grant.  This  Church  being 
supported  out  of  publio  moneys,  the 
question  of  any  reconstruction  of  it 
was  one  that  affected  not  only  Pres- 
byterians, but  all  classes  of  Her  Ifa- 
jesty's  subjects  who  were  interested 
in  that  public  property;  and  he  must 
say  that  any  proposal  to  reconstrnot  l^e 
Church  of  Scotland  on  a  basis  which  left 
a -single  section  of  the  community—- «Ten 
if  that  section  should  include  the  entire 
Presbyterian  Bodies — in  unchallenged 

f>osses9iou  of  all  the  rights  and  privi- 
eges  at  present  enjoyed,  appeared  to 
him  to  be  a  step  that  would  show  a  very 
great  disregard  of  the  rights  of  the  non- 
Presbyterian  Bodiee  in  Scotland,  and 
show  an  equal  disregard  of  the  rights 
and  opinions  of  that  very  large  body  of 
Presbyterians  who  were  in  favour  of  the 
dissociation  of  Church  and  State  in  Scot- 
land. But  admitting,  for  the  sake  of 
argument,  the  principle  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  and  the  desirability  of 
removing  every  obstacle  in  the  way  of 
the  reform  of  that  Churcfa,  this  Bill  had 
not  been  introduced  in  response  to  any 
cry  for  reform  on  the  part  of  that  Ohurch 
itself.  His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Argyll, 
to  whom  his  hon.  and  learned  Fnend 
(Mr.  Finlay]  had  referred,  at  a  meeting 
held  in  Glasgow  some  months  ago 
said — 

*'  I  defy  any  man,  however  clever  and  acute 
he  may  be,  to  find  a  hole  in  the  panoply  of 
armour  whereby  the  freedom  of  the  Ghnrch  of 
Scotland  is  girt  around  by  walU  of  MOBrity." 

If  the  Church  was  so  free  without  any 
declaration,  he  did  not  see  why  they 
should  pass  a  Declaratory  Bill  which 
would  require  new  judicial  interpreta- 
tion before  they  knew  the  precise  effect 
of  it.  Although  he  admitted  perfectly 
the  good  faith  and  ability  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  the  House  must 
not  forget  that  the  greatest  difference 
of  opmion  had  prevailed  among  legal 
and  other  e^ierts  in  Sootiand  as  to  what 
the  effect  of  this  BiU  would  be.  What 
was  tlie  lay  opinion  as  to  the  require- 
ments of  the  Established  Church  iu 
Sootiand  ?  What  was  the  opinion  of  her 
clerical  spokesmen  P  The  Committee  of 
the  Establiehed  Ohnrch  on  the  relations 
between  Church  and  State,  whose  Be- 
port  was  quoted  in  a  Oiroular  that  had 
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been  sent  round  to  hon.  Members,  ar- 
rived at  a  number  of  Besolutions  in 
which,  the  position  of  the  Establishment 
was  summed  up.    They  declared  that — 

"  In  sundry  Acta  of  Parliament,  ratified  and 
confirmed  at  the  Eterolution.  the  Courts  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland  were  declared  to  possess  that 
ezcluBire  jurisdiction  in  all  that  vas  spiritual 
vithin  the  said  Church  which  the  Bill  recognizoa 
aa  belonging  to  them.  Within  the  last  40  years 
tiie  Civil  Courts  of  the  Bealm  have  repeatedly 
and  emphatically  confirmed  that  exclusive  juris- 
diction of  the  Church,  and  the  Church  has  her- 
self regarded  Boch  j  uriidiction  as  her  iuaUeoable 
right." 

Under  these  ciroumstances,  the  Besolu- 
tions declared,  the  Ohurck  was  in  no 
need,  on  her  own  behalf,  of  such  a  de- 
claration of  her  independence  as  was 
proposed  in  this  Bill,  and  had  had  nopart 
in  suggesting  it.  That  was  the  omoial 
position  of  the  Ghuroh  of  Scotland.  She 
was  perfectly  satisfied  with  her  position. 
She  believed  that  she  already  possessed 
every  thing  that  was  offered  to  her  under 
this  Bill.  The  Oommitiee  went  on  to 
say — 

*<  They  cannot  hut  regard  frith  interest  and 
i^mpatby  the  nroposala  to  remoTe  obstacles  to 
the  re-oaion  oi  the  Freshyteriaos  of  Scotland, 
whic^  seeks  hy  tiiat  declaration  to  remove 
doubts  and  difficulties  from  the  minds  of  the 
Presbyterians." 

He  did  not  question  the  justice  or  the 
moderation  of  that  finding ;  but  what 
did  the  Committee  propose  ?  It  pro- 
posed that  if  this  Bill  werd  passed,  the 
General  Assembly  of  the  Established 
Ohurch  should  hold  a  conference  with 
the  other  Churches  in  order  to  consider 
some  basis  on  which  she  and  they  might 
be  incorporated  in  one  National  Church. 
Did  that  not  appear  rather  like  putting 
the  cart  before  the  horse,  to  ask  them  to 
pass  this  Bill  before  any  basis  had  been 
agreed  upon  ?  If  that  oonferenee  had 
taken  place,  and  a  basis  of  union  had 
been  arrived  at,  then  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  have  been 
able  to  come  to  that  House  and  assure 
them,  not  from  hearsay  or  from  impres- 
sions,  but  from  the  actual  findings  of 
the  Church  Courts  assembled  in  the 
Conference  what  the  views  of  the  difife- 
rent  Churches  concerned  were  upon  the 
subject.  He  would  not  have  been 
obliged  to  refer  to  Petitions  got  up 
anyhow.  He  would  have  been  able  to 
produoe  the  findings  of  the  different 
Church  Courts,  and  to  say  that  it  had 
been  agreed  that  upon  that  basis  union 
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oould  be  aoeomplished,  and  to  ask  the 
House  to  pass  nis  Bill  to  remove  the 
obstacles  which  stood  in  the  way.  That 
would  have  been  a  logical  reason  for 
passing  the  Bill ;  but  to  ask  the  House 
to  pass  a  Bill  before  they  knew  that  it 
would  be  of  any  good  whatever  in  the 
way  of  removing  the  obstBclee  to  union 
fieemed  to  him  proceeding  in  a  false  and 
vicious  direction.  If  the  other  Churches 
had  been  silent,  they  might  have  as- 
sumed their  assent ;  but  he  did  not 
know  whether  it  had  struck  the  House 
that,  while  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man  had  given  them  a  vast  amount  of 
information  on  various  other  topics,  he 
had  not  told  them  what  was  the  position 
which  had  been  taken  up  by  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Free  and  United  Pres- 
byterian Churches  in  regard  to  this  Bill. 
As  to  the  United  Flresbyterian  Church, 
whaterei  mi^ht  be  its  theoretical  tenets, 
it  was  practically  aYoIuntary  Church. 
They  had  held  a  large  Conference  in 
Glasgow  to  consider  that  Bill,  and  had 
passed  a  number  of  resolutions.  These 
resolutions  affirmed  that  the  Confer- 
ence was  convinced  that  the  obstacles 
to  the  re-union  of  the  Presbyterians 
of   Scotland  would  not  be  removed 
by  passing  any  such  measure  as  that 
now  proposed  j  that  they  deemed  the 
passing  of  any  such  measure,  in  pre- 
sent circumstances,  a  great  injustice; 
they  were  assured  that  the  United 
Presbyterian  Church  would  not  enter- 
tain any  proposal  for  continuing  the 
public  endowments  for  religious  pur- 
poses, either  by  conferring  them  on  a 
re-united  Presbyterian  Church,  or  by 
dividing  them  among  the  diflFbrent  de- 
nominationB  of  the  Christians  in  Soot- 
land  ;  and  the  Conference,  in  faot,  was 
of  opinion  that  the  one  way  in  which 
union  could  be  brought  about  was  on 
the  basis  of  Disestabbsment  and  Dieen- 
dowment.  The  Free  Church  was  a  larger 
branch  of  the  Presbyterian  Church  than 
the  United  Presbyterians,  and  was  more 
closely  allied  to  the  Establishmeut  in  its 
tenets  ;  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  told  them  that  his  Bill  would 
place  the  Establishment  exactly  on  the 
basis  laid  down  by  the  Free  Church  in 
the  Claim  of  Bight.     The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  told  the  House 
what  Dr.  Chalmers's  views  were ;  but  it 
appeared  to  him  that  a  great  many 
things  had  happened  since  the  days  of 
Dr.  Chalmers.   The  Committee  of  the 
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Free  Ohoroh  on  the  relatioDB  between 

Ohurch  and  State  stated— 

'*  Not  only  did  the  Frea  Chorcli  come  oat 
from  the  Eotablidimeiit,  claiming  to  be  the 
Church  of  Scotland  free,  hut  in  coming  oat 
ther  necesBarily  created^  and  since  then  by 
God's  blessing  has  increased  around  her,  a 
great  system  of  religions  instruction,  of  con- 
gregational life  and  work,  of  domestic  and  mis- 
sionary activity  and  opportunity.  Moreover, 
the  progress  of  years  hu  led  to  the  formation 
of  new  relations  and  new  impressions  as  to  duty 
and  privileges.' * 

The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ignored 
the  change  that  had  taken  place  of  late 
jears  in  the  attitude  of  the  Free  Church. 
What  WBA  the  position  of  the  recognized 
mouthpieces  of  tbat  Church  with  regard 
to  this  Bill  ?  The  Committee  of  the  Free 
Church  on  the  relations  between  Church 
and  State  reported  that  they  considered 
the  proposals  of  the  Bill  deserved  to  be 
not  only  rejected,  but  condemned;  that 
the  pnroosfus  oontaiued  in  the  Bill  con- 
stituted not  merely  a  wrong,  but  some- 
thing more,  which  the  Committee  ab- 
stained from  characterizing;  that  the 
direction  in  which  the  Bjll  pointed 
would  be  found  to  lead  only  to  new 
diTisions,  new  strife,  and  new  confu- 
sion ;  and  that  the  Free  Church  must 
renounce  the  very  meaning  of  the  Dis- 
ruption conflict  if  she  was  to  acquiesce 
in  the  continued  occupation  by  the 
Church  now  established  ol  the  recog- 
nition and  the  privileges  which  Estab- 
lishment implied;  and  the  Committee 
further  pointed  out  that,  in  their  opi- 
nion, there  was  but  one  mode  in  which 
union  could  be  brought  about,  and  that 
was  on  the  basis  of  Disestablishment. 
That  Report  of  the  Committee  came 
before  the  Commission  of  the  Free  Oh  urch 
Assembly,  and  the  finding  of  that  Body 
was  even  stronger.  It  appeared  to  the 
Commission  that,  so  far  as  the  Bill  re- 
ferred to  the  essential  independence  of  the 
Church  of  Christ,  it  was  inadequate  and 
delusive;  that,  in  reference  to  the  re- 
union of  Scotch  Presbyterians,  the  Bill 
pointed  in  a  direction  misleading  and 
impracticable ;  and  that  the  passing  of 
the  measure,  considered  as  a  matter 
affecting  Scotch  Presbyterians  generally, 
without  their  consent,  and  mainly  in  the 
interests  of  one  of  them,  would  be  a 
new  and  erave  example  on  the  part  of 
the  Leg^^ture  of  a  complete  disregard 
of  the  rights  and  interests  and  wishes  of 
the  Free  Church  of  Scotland.  This  Be- 
Bolution  va9  oiuried  by  60  votes  against 


14.  To  sum  up — the  Established  Church, 
said  that  they  already  possessed  all  the 
rights  which  the  proposal  before  the 
House  was  intended  to  confer — that  tlie 
BiU  was,  in  fact,  illusory  and  delusive, 
so  far  as  conferring  any  freedom  on  the 
Church  of  Scotland  was  concerned.  The 
United  Presbyterians  characterized  the 
measure  as  unfair,  unjust,  and  illusory. 
The  Free  Church  also  said  that  the  Bill 
should  not  only  be  rejected  but  con- 
demned, and  that  to  pass  such  a  mea- 
sure would  be  a  great  disregard  of  the 
interests,  wishes,  and  feelings  of  the 
Free  Church  of  Scotland.  £i  a  state- 
ment in  support  of  the  Bill  issued  to 
hon.  Members  an  attempt  had  bew 
made  to  minimize  the  importance  of  the 
finding  of  the  Free  Churoh  Commission. 
It  was  stated  that  only  a  small  number 
of  the  Members  <A  the  Commission  were 
present,  and  that  they  took  up  an  atti- 
tude inconsistent  with  the  position  of 
the  Free  Church  which  made  the  Fro- 
test  of  1843.  If  the  representative  cha- 
racter of  the  meeting  of  the  Commis- 
sion were  impugned,  that  appeared  to 
him  to  be  an  argument  for  putting  off 
the  second  reading,  of  the  Bill  for  six 
months,  because,  by  that  time,  the  Ge- 
neral Assembly  would  then  have  had  an 
opportunity  of  considering  the  measure 
and  pronouncing  an  opinion  upon  it ; 
and  it  would  be  no  longer  necessary  to 
surmise  as  to  what  would  have  been  the 
result  if  a  larger  meeting  had  been 
able  to  attend  to  the  discussion  of  this 
Beport.  He  must  say  that  after  the 
eulogium  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
GenUeman  passed  upon  the  Fathers  of 
the  Free  Church,  and  the  admiration  he 
expressed — and  which  all  must  share — 
for  the  manner  in  which  they  gave  up 
their  livings  and  emoluments,  and  came 
forth  rather  than  remain  in  a  Churoh 
which  did  not  possess  the  rights  and  the 
freedom  to  which  they  laid  claim,  he 
miist  say  that  the  charges  of  inoou- 
sistency  against  tbat  Church  came  with 
a  bad  grace  from  the  descendants  of  the 
men  who  remained  within  the  Church, 
and  who  gave  up  the  claims  which  were 
put  forth  in  her  name.  But  the  prac- 
tical question  for  the  House  to  consider 
was  not  whether  the  position  taken  up 
by  the  Free  Church  was  inconsistent 
with  the  Protest  of  1843,  but  whether 
it  was  sufficiently  consistent  with  the  re- 
cent attitude  of  the  Free  Churoh  on 
matters  of  Church  policy  to  lead  them 
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to  believe  that  it  was  one  which  would 
be  likely  to  be  departed  from.  'When 
the  Patronage  Act  was  before  the 
House  of  Commons  for  the  first  time, 
the  Qeneral  Assembly  of  the  Free 
Ghuroh  passed  a  Besolution  in.  fa- 
vour of  Disestablishment,  and  ever 
since  that  time  similar  Besolutiona  had 
been  yearly  passed.  The  consistency 
of  the  Free  Ohnroh  in  passing  suoh  Re- 
solutions had  hwa  repeatedly  chal* 
lenged ;  but  it  had  been  as  repeatedly 
vindicated,  and  even  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  must  admit  that  the  present 
attitude  of  the  Free  Charoh  and  its 
Commission  was  entirely  consistent  with 
the  attitude  whicb,  in  regard  to  these 
Disestablishment  Beaolutions,  the  Qone- 
ral  Assembly  had  for  such  a  long  time 
taken  up.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman nad  referred  to  that  feature  of 
Presbyterian  Church  government,  the 
large  representation  of  the  laity  in  their 
<^uroh  Courts ;  and  be  thought  it  a  pity 
that  when  he  did  so,  and  spoke  appa- 
rently with  such  confidence  as  to  the 
opinion  of  the  Udty  of  the  Free  Church, 
be  did  not  take  me  trouble  to  inform 
himself  as  to  how  the  opinion  of  the 
laity  in  &e  Church  Courts  of  the  Free 
Church  had  been  expressed  on  the  mat- 
ter of  Charoh  policy  wbioh  would  guide 
their  vote  with  regard  to  his  Bill.  He 
had  in  his  hana  an  analysis  of  the 
various  votes  on  the  Disestablishment 
Question  which  had  been  taken  in  the 
General  Assembly  of  the  Free  Church 
since  the  year  1878.  He  found  that 
during  that  time  1 ,457  rotes  of  ministers 
were  recorded  in  favour  of  the  Dises- 
tablishment Besolutions  against  338 
on  the  other  side.  That  was  a  ma- 
jority of  some  four  to  one.  Not  only 
so,  but  972  votes  of  elders  or  laymen 
were  recorded  in  favour  of  the  Dis- 
establishment Besolutions  against  288 
in  favour  of  the  Established  Church. 
That  fact  with  regard  to  the  lay  elders 
showed,  he  thou^t,  that  t^e  vast  ma- 
jority of  opinion  on  the  part  of  the  lay 
as  well  as  clerical  members  of  the  Courts 
of  the  Free  Church  was  in  favour  of 
Disestablishment,  and  consequently 
against  the  proposals  of  the  present 
Bill.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  said  that  in  the  Highlands,  at  least, 
public  opinion  was  unanimous  upon  the 
point ;  but  an  analysis  of  the  voting  of 
the  members  of  the  Highland  Synods, 
as  represented  in  the  General  Assambly, 
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showed,  he  was  told,  that  there  was  a 
majority  of  even  Highland  opinion,  and, 
he  believed,  even  a  majority  of  lay  opi- 
nion in  the  Highlands,  as  represented 
by  the  elders,  had  been  recorded  in  fa* 
vour  of  these  Disestablishment  Besolu- 
tions. On  no  previous  occasion  was  the 
majority  in  favour  of  these  Motions  so 
largo  as  in  1 885,  when  the  Disestablish- 
ment Besolutions  was  passed  by  406 
against  67,  and  the  vote  on  that  ooea- 
sion  included  156  elders  in  &vour,  and 
only  37  against  the  Besolution.  The 
Committee  of  the  Established  Church, 
in  the  Besolutions  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred, recommended  a  Conference  of 
the  Churches  to  arrange  a  basis  of 
union ;  but  when  it  became  apparent 
that  nothing  could  be  hoped  for  from 
the  Conference  of  the  Church  Courts, 
and  just  as  it  became  apparent,  the 
Churchmen  changed  their  tactics,  and 
the  defenders  of  the  Church  were  now 
appealing  to  the  laiiy,  saying  that  it 
was  a  question  to  be  decided  by  them, 
and  that  they  must  not  be  led  by  the 
clergymen  on  this  matter.  Well,  the 
grounds  on  which  attempts  had  been 
made  to  influence  lay  opinion  and  the 
Bill  itself  proceeded  on  very  different 
lines.  From  the  first  there  had  been  a 
demand  by  the  Constitutional  Party  in 
Scotland  that  there  should  be  an  equi- 
table participation  among  the  different 
Presbyterian  Bodies  of  the  endowments 
of  the  Church.  That  was  a  matter  which 
had  not  escaped  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  introduced 
the  Bill.  When  he  was  before  his  consti- 
tuents, he  was  expressly  asked  as  to  whe- 
ther he  would  propose  that  the  Noncon- 
formist ministers  should  have  a  share  of 
the  endowments;  and  he  expressed  the 
opinion  that  the  obstacles  to  union  being 
removed,  and  union  taking  ^lace, 
course  they  would  receive  their  share. 
Since  the  Bill  had  been  before  the  coun- 
try, several  unofficial  proposals  for  the 
participation  in  the  Church  funds  had 
been  brought  forward  ;  and  in  the  ap- 
peals to  the  laity  very  great  stress  had 
been  laid  upon  the  certainty  that  the 
funds  at  present  devoted  to  the  Estab- 
lishment would  be  participated  in 
among  all  the  Churches.  He  did  not 
know  precisely  what  might  be  in- 
tended ;  but  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  intimated  that  if  his  Bill 
were  carried,  and  the  Churohed  united 
on  its  baat^  he  would  ocnoe  again  to 
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Parliament  with  a  measure  intended 
to  redistribute  the  eccleaiastical  endow- 
ments of  Scotland.  He  (Dr.  Cameron) 
thought  it  would  be  better  for  them  to 
have  a  complete  scheme  before  them.  In 
the  interests  ol  all  concerned,  it  would 
be  well  to  know  what  it  was  proposed 
to  do  with  the  endowments  before  they 
left  the  ministers  of  the  various  Noncon- 
forming Churches  at  the  mercy  of  the 
Established  Church,  which  at  present 
monopolized  the  endowments.  He  be- 
lieved the  effect  of  this  Bill,  were  it 
passed,  would  be  similar  to  that  pro- 
duced by  the  Patronage  Act.  That  mea- 
sure was  brought  forward  to  remedy  a 
grievance  felt  by  the  members  of  the 
Efitablislied  Church ;  and  it  was  stated 
that  it  would  strengthen  the  Establish- 
ment at  the  same  time.  It  had  done  very 
little  to  strengthen  the  Church,  for  the 
amount  of  secessions  from  the  Eree 
Ohnroh  had  been  as  nothing^  and  the 
effect  oi  the  measure  had  been  very 
great  in  stirring  up  strife.  This  Bill 
would  have  the  same  effect.  If  the  atti- 
tude  of  Churchmen  in  connection  with 
the  former  Act  was  deemed  aggressive, 
their  action  now  in  connection  with  the 
present  Bill  must  be  regarded  as  doubly 
GO,  for  the  Bill  owed  its  strength,  not  to 
any  support  it  was  receiving  from  the 
Constitutional  Party  in  the  Free  Church, 
but  to  the  support  it  was  receiving  from 
Churchmen,  in  the  hope  that  the  Church 
of  Scotland  would  benefit  by  the  seces- 
mon  from  other  Churches  to  which  it 
was  likely  to  lead.  The  very  proposal 
of  the  declaration  contained  in  the  Bill 
was  made  to  the  General  Assembly  of 
the  Established  Church  when  the  Pa- 
tronage BiU  was  under  discussion  before 
it,  and  the  Gkmeral  Assembly  refused  to 
sanction  any  such  declaration  on  the 
ground  that  it  could  add  nothing  to  the 
rights  to  which  it  laid  claim,  and  would 
appear  to  throw  doubts  upon  its  posses- 
sion  of  them.  The  Prime  Minister  made 
a  statement  during  the  last  Election  to 
the  effect  that  no  legislation  adverse  to 
the  Church  of  Scotland  would  be  under- 
taken during  the  present  Parliament. 
He  thought  in  fairness  that  it  followed 
that  no  legislation  adverse  to  the  Free 
or  United  Ff  esbyterian  Churches  should 
be  permitted.  Either  the  Bill  effected 
nothing,  as  was  argued,  in  which  case  it 
was  unnecessary,  superfluous,  calculated 
to  settle  nothinfl^  and  to  unsettle  many 
things ;  or  it  effected  scnne  real  change 


in  the  relations  betweenChurchandState 
in  Scotland.  If  it  made  any  sudi change, 
Parliament  would,  in  passing  it,  set  up  a 
grave  and  dangerous  precedmt,  proceed- 
ing on  which  they  might  find  themselves 
called  upon  to  engage  in  such  a  work  of 
Church  reconstruction  as  would  be  any- 
thing but  congenial  to  the  spint  of  the 
Democracy  of  this  19th  century.  In  no 
case  could  the  Bill  bring  about  any  re- 
union between  the  Free  and  the  United 
Presbyterian  Churches  and  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  Scotland ;  and  in  no 
case  could  it  bring  about  any  recon- 
struction which  could  be  regarded  as 
final.  Avowedly  introduced  in  the  inte- 
rests of  a  smaU  section  of  one  of  the 
Presbyterian  Churches,  it  owed  its 
danger  to  the  support  givent  to  it  by 
aggressive  Churchmen,  who,  without  al- 
leging the  smallest  grievance  on  their 
own  part  demanding  redress,  had  moved 
heaven  and  earth  to  promote  it.  The  Bill, 
which,  it  had  been  admitted,  would  have 
no  practical  effect  so  far  as  the  rights 
and  privileges  of  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land were  concerned,  was  supported 
openly  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
strengthen  the  National  Church  at  the 
expense  of  the  Dissenting  Presbyterian 
communities ;  and  to  pass  such  a  mea- 
sure would  be  an  attack  on  the  part 
of  tho  Legislature  on  the  Voluntary 
Churches,  for  its  result,  if  any,  would  be 
to  disintegrate  and  disunite  them.  He 
asked  the  House,  therefore,  on  behalf  of 
the  Voluntary  Churches  of  Scotland,  to 
refuse  to  countenance  any  suoh  an  attack 
upon  them  by  rejecting  the  seoond  read- 
ing of  the  BUI. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "upon  this  day  six 
months." — (Dr.  Cameron.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
*  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Me.  PEESTON  BEUOE  (Fifeshire, 
W.),  in  rising  to  second  the  Amendment, 
said,  he  could  not  refrain  from  express- 
ing his  admiration  of  the  speech  in 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  Inverness  Burghs  (Mr.  Finlay)  had 
moved  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
He  would  not  attempt  to  follow  the 
arguments  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber throughout,  but  would  only  make 
two  observations  upon  points  upon 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
laid  stress.   The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
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ber  had  tried  to  abow  the  House  that  he 
had  a  certain  amount  of  public  support 
to  his  measure  in  Scotland,  He  did 
not  think  the  hon.  and  learned  Uember 
vaa  aaooessful  in  showing  that  he  had 
the  Bupport,  to  any  oonsiderable  extent, 
in  the  Lowlands  of  Scotland ;  but,  per- 
ha]^s,  he  made  out  more  of  a  case  indi- 
cating support  in  the  Highlands  of  Scot* 
land,  and  that  from  persons  outside  of 
the  present  Establisbmeot.  He  thought 
it  was  rather  remarkable  the  waj  in 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  put 
the  positiou  of  the  Free  Ohurch  High- 
landers. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
said  the  Highlanders  desired  reconstruc- 
tion and  detested  destruction .  He 
dared  say,  if  the  question  was  put  to 
them  in  that  way,  they  would  be  inclined 
to  favour  a  measure  of  this  kind,  so  long 
as  they  were  told  that  the  alternative 
was  absolute  destruction  of  the  Church, 
and  no  Ohurdh  at  all.  That,  of  course, 
was  not  the  position  of  those  who  op- 

{losed  the  Bill.  Everyone  had  acknow- 
edged  that  a  layman,  in  reading  over 
the  JBill,  would  have  some  difficulty  in 
saying  what  it  would  effect.  It  was  of 
great  interest  to  know  whether  the  author 
of  the  Bill  maintained  that  it  would  effect 
a  great  change,  a  small  change,  or  no 
change  at  all.  He  could  not  say  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  was  very 
distinct  upon  that  point.  At  one  time 
he  told  them  that  his  Bill  effected  such 
a  change  that  the  important  judicial 
decisions  which  preceded  the  Disruption 
could  not  have  taken  place  had  the  law 
stood  in  the  way  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  intended  to  place  it.  If 
this  measure  overturned  these  important 
prinoiples,  which  were  acted  upon  and 
afBrmed  over  and  over  again  at  that  time, 
then  it  was  impossible  to  describe  it  as 
s  small  or  unimportant  measure.  But  in 
another  part  of  his  speech  he  under- 
stood the  hon.  and  learned  Member  to 
say  that  it  must  still  remain  the  duty 
of  the  Civil  Courts  to  determine  the 
limits  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Ohurch 
Courts. 

Mb.  FINLAY  :  I  did  not  say  so. 

Me.  PEESTON  BRUCE  said,  he 
understood  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber to  say  something  very  much  to  that 
effect.  He  said  it  was  "impossible,  or 
next  to  impossible,"  that  these  questions 
could  arise  again. 

Mb.  FIN£AT:  I  said  it  was  prac- 
tically impossible  that  under  the  De- 

Jfr.  Pmt9»  Bruce 


finition  Claoses  of  the  Bill  any  ques- 
tions as  to  spiritual  matters  could 
arise. 

Mb.  FBESTON  BBUOE  said,  ho 
muAt  take  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber's word  for  that.  He  thought  it 
was  nnneoessary  to  go  further  into  the 
point,  because  it  seemed  to  him  that 
there  were  preliminary  reasons  why  the 
House  ought  to  reject  the  Bill.  The 
Preamble  stated  that  it  was  a  Bill  to  re- 
move obstacles  to  the  re-union  of  the 
Presbyterians  of  Scotland ;  therefore, 
surely,  there  was  no  occasion  to  go  on 
with  that  Bill,  unless  some  primd  facie 
case  could  be  made  out  to  the  effect  that 
the  Bill  was  likely  to  accomplish  that 
object.  The  natural  interpretation  that 
anyone  would  put  upon  the  phrase  "  re> 
union  of  the  Presbyterians  of  Seotiand" 
would  be  a  re-union  of  the  various 
Church  Bodies  in  Scotland.  Was  that 
what  the  Bill  promised? — a  re-nnion, 
for  instance,  between  the  Free  CSrarch 
as  a  body  and  the  Eatabli^ed  Ohurch 
as  a  body  ?  He  maintained  that  they 
had  ample  grounds  for  saying  that  there 
was  no  prospect  whatever  of  the  Bill 
leading  to  a  re-union  in  that  sense.  In 
the  year  1884  a  Motion  was  adopted  in 
the  Free  Church  Assembly  by  872  to  59 
to  this  effect — 

"That  witt  a  view  to  justice,  peace,  and 
re-unioD  among  FresbyterianH  DisestabUalunent 
and  Cisendowment  were  Mwential." 

As  to  the  United  Presbyterians,  surely 
it  was  unnecessary  to  labour  the  point. 
The  position  of  the  vast  majority  of  that 
Church  was  this — that  re-union  could 
only  take  place  after  Disestablishment 
and  Disendowment.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Membo-  professed  to  know  the 
principles  of  the  Free  Ohnrdi  better 
than  the  Free  Church  itself— a  very 
extraordinary  position  for  him  to  take 
up.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  said 
that  the  judgments  of  the  Church  Courts 
were  those  of  the  Dissenting  minbters 
only,  and  did  not  express  the  views  of 
the  laity  connected  with  the  non-estab- 
lished Churches  ;  but  at  another  time 
he  argued  that  the  system  of  govern- 
ment of  the  Scottish  Churches  was  a 
democratic  system,  and  that  for  this 
reason  they  might  be  safely  intrusted 
with  a  large  mensure  of  spiritual  inde- 
pendence without  its  meaning  anything 
like  priestly  granny.  The  constitution 
of  the  non-JSstablidied  Ohurohes  was 
quito  as  demooratio  as  the  oonstitntion 
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of  EstabliBhed  Ohnrches ;  therefore,  the 
hoD.  and  learned  Member  oonld  not 
have  the  benefit  of  both  these  argu- 
ments. If  these  Churches  were  demo- 
cratic in  their  conetitntion,  then  they 
were  entitled  to  take  the  expression  of 
their  highest  Courts  as  being  the  expres- 
sion of  the  opinion  of  both  clergy  and 
laity.  The  Bill  did  not  promise  the  re- 
union of  the  Churches  as  corporate 
bodies  ;  but  there  was  another  sense  in 
which  re-union  might  be  said  to  be 
promoted  by  the  Bill.  It  might  detach 
mdividaalsor  sections  from  one  or  other 
of  these  non- Established  Churches,  and 
unite  them  to  the  Established ;  but 
that  was  quite  a  different  kind  of  re- 
uoion.  The  position  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  with  reference  to  this 
question  was  diatinotW  that  of  a  small 
section  of  the  Free  Church.  He  (Mr. 
Preston  Bruce)  did  not  believe  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  repre- 
sented in  this  matter  more  than  a  email 
section  of  the  Free  Church.  That  small 
section  produced  a  motion  at  the  Free 
Church  Assembly  of  last  year,  and  the 
motion  asked  for  a  Declaratory  Act  very 
much  on  the  lines  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member.  Only  67  voted  in 
favour  of  that  motion,  out  of  a  total  of 
about  500  members  of  that  Assembly. 
If  that  was  the  kind  of  re-union  con- 
templated by  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  surely  those  words 
which  his  hon.  Friend  tiie  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  had  quoted  as 
having  been  used  in  1874  by  the  Prime 
Minister  were  very  much  to  the  point. 
The  House  should  carefully  consider 
whether  it  was  right  to  give  facilities  in 
the  way  proposed  for  detaching  indi- 
vidnals  or  sections  from  another  Church. 
And  he  quite  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend 
(Dr.  Cameron)  that  the  case  for  the  Bill 
was  much  less  strong  than  it  was  before 
the  passing  of  the  Patronage  Act  in  1874. 
Then  there  was  a  distinct  grievance 
complained  of  which  had  been  removed. 
Here  there  were  no  grievances  at  all. 
The  Established  Church  said— "  We 
have  no  need  for  a  Declaratory  Act  of 
this  kind."  He  hoped  the  attitude  of 
the  present  House  would  be  rather  that 
of  the  Prime  Minister  in  1874  than  that 
of  the  Tory  Government  of  that  year, 
because  it  was  to  be  remembered  that 
the  Patronage  Act  was  carried  through 
by  a  Tonr  wvenunent  against  the  oppo- 
sition of  the  liberal  Party.   He  be- 

YOL.  OCOm.    [THIBD  8BBIE8.] 


lieved  tiiere  was  a  desire  in  Scotiand  for 
union  among  Presbyterian  Ohurchee, 
and  that  desire  existed  not  only  among 
members  of  the  Establishment,  but  also 
very  widely  among  members  of  the  non- 
Established  Churches  ;  but  among  those 
who  desired  that  union  there  was  a 
great  line  of  demarcation.  There  were 
those  who  thought  that  the  union  could 
be  brought  about  on  the  basis  of  the 
Establishment;  there  were  others  who 
thought  that  the  union  could  only  come 
about,  if  at  all,  after  Disestablish- 
ment and  Disendowment.  He  believed 
that  many  members  of  the  Established 
Church  themselves  held  that  opinion, 
and  among  them  they  could  count 
upon  BO  high  an  authority  as  the  Duke 
of  Argyll.  The  great  question  of  Estab- 
lishment vermt  Disestablishment  must 
be  settled  before  the  question  of  union 
could  be  settled ;  and,  therefore,  it  was 
of  importance  to  note  what  was  the  pre- 
sent position  of  the  question  of  Dises- 
tablishment in  Scotland.  In  November 
of  last  year  the  Prime  Minister  made  an 
important  speech,  which  all  would  re- 
collect, on  that  subject.  In  that  speech 
he  placed  Disestablishment  at  the  "  end 
of  a  long  vista  ;  "  but  he  afterwards  ex- 
plained that  that  "long  vista"  meant 
the  duration  of  the  Parliament  which 
was  then  about  to  be  elected — that  was 
to  say  the  present  Parliament — and 
many  persons  were  of  opinion  that  this 
was  not  a  very  long  vista.  That  posi- 
tion taked  up  by  the  Prime  Minister  was 
reluctantly  acquiesced  in  by  those  who 
desired  a  settlement  of  the  question  on 
the  lines  of  Disestablishment;  but  he 
thought  they  might  fairly  make  a  strong 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
his  Government,  if  they  were  pledged  not 
practically  to  take  up  Disestablishment, 
at  any  rate  not  to  make  a  move  in 
another  direction — they  might,  at  any 
rate,  ask  that  the  ttatui  quo  as  between 
these  parties  should  remain  unaltered. 
He  hoped  he  had  shown  some  good 
reasons  why  this  Bill  should  not  be  ac- 
cepted. It  offered  no  genuine  prospect 
of  re-union  among  the  Presbyterian 
Churches ;  it  removed  no  felt  grievance 
now  existing  in  the  Established  Church. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  threatened  un- 
fairly to  weaken  and  undermine  the 
position  of  the  Free  Church  in  a  manner 
which  this  House,  he  thought,  so  far 
from  approving,  should  distmotly  con- 
demn. 

2N  n  \ 
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Ma.  J.  A.  OAMPBELL(GlaBgow  and 
Aberdeen  TTniTersitiea) :  We  have  heard 
s  vezy  excellent  statement  and  defence 
of  this  Bill  tcim.  die  hon.  and  leai-ned 
Member  for  the  Inrerness  Burghs  (Mr. 
Finlav),  and  ire  have  heard  oritioisms  of 
the  Bill  

Notioe  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL,  resuming, 
said:  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Inverness  Burghs  ;^Mr. 
Finlay)  has  spoken  on  the  subject  of  this 
Bill  as  a  Free  Churchman.  I,  Sir,  wish 
to  speak  on  behalf  of  those  who  are 
members  of  the  Established  Church,  and 
to  explain  the  position  which  that  Church 
takes  with  regard  to  this  Bill.  The  Bill 
was  not  suggested  by  the  Church  of 
Scotland,  nor  proposed  in  its  behalf.  It 
is  proposed  on  behalf  of  those  who  would 
wish  to  be  re-united  to  the  Church ;  but 
to  this  Bill  the  Church  gives,  so  far  as  it 
has  had  an  opportunity  to  express  its 
opinion,  its  ooraial  approval.  We  reoog- 
nize  in  it  a  response  to  the  invitation 
which  the  Church  of  Scotland  has  given 
for  many  years  past  for  some  movement 
towardsunion  amongst  the  Presbyterians 
of  Scotland.    I  am  anxious  to  make  that 

Elain  to  the  House;  and,  therefore,  I 
ave  to  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
while  I  refer  to  one  or  two  facts  in  sup- 
port of  my  statement.  In  1870,  before 
the  abolition  of  patronage,  the  Qeneral 
Assembly  recorded  their  hearty  willing- 
ness and  desire  to  take  all  possible  steps 
consistently  with  the  principles  on  which 
this  Church  is  founded  to  promote  the 
re-union  of  Churches  having  a  common 
orinn,  adhering  to  the  same  Confession 
of  Faith  and  the  same  ^atem  of  govern- 
ment and  worship.  Then  in  1874,  after 
the  passing  of  the  Patronage  Act,  a  Com- 
mittee of  uie  General  Assembly,  entitled 
the  Committee  on  Union  with  other 
Churches,  resolved  to  recommend  that 
the  General  Assembly  should,  without 
further  delay,  formally  approach  the 
other  Presbyterian  Churches  in  Scotland 
with  a  view  to  union.  They  were  of 
opinion  "  that  in  order  to  the  accomplish- 
ment of  this  great  object  the  Church  of 
Scotland  shocud  be  prepared  to  consider 
any  basis  of  union  which  is  consistent 
with  its  historic  principles."  In  the  fol 
lowing  year  the  G-eneral  Assembly,  re- 
newing the  expression  of  th^r  desire  for 


co-operation  with  other  Churches  in  all 
good  works,  declared  themseLves  "  ready 
to  consider  any  suggestion  which  other 
Presbyterian  Churches  may  make  as 
to  the  removal  of  what  they  may  feel 
to  be  obstacles  in  the  way  of  re-union." 
Then,  in  1878,  the  Assembly  instructed 
their  Committee  to  approach  the  other 
Churches  on  the  subject  of  re-union; 
and  in  the  following  year,  on  receiving 
the  report  of  their  Committee,  the  As- 
sembly recorded  their  regret  that  on  the 
subject  of  union  the  replies  did  not 
encourage  the  hopes  of  further  corre- 
spondenceon  the  subject  being  followed 
with  immediate  results ;  but  the  Assem- 
bly renewed  their  expression  of  their 
hearty  willingness  and  desire  to  take  all 
possible  steps  consistent  with  the  main- 
tenance of  an  Establishmmt  of  reli- 
cdon  to  promote  the  re-union  of  such 
Churches  having  a  common  origin  and 
holding  the  same  standards.  All  formal 
action  of  the  Church  in  the  mattor 
thus  caxae  necessarily  to  a  close,  at 
least  for  a  time.  This  Bill  may  be  re- 
garded as  an  answer  to  the  invitations 
which  the  Church  made  in  those  years. 
"Why  has  this  Bill  appeared  now  ?  And 
how  is  it  that  its  provisions  have  not  been 
formulated  before  ?  These  are  natural 
questions  ;  and  I  believe  that  satisfactory 
answers  can  be  given.  Let  me  premise, 
however,  that  the  provisions,  though  not 
presented  until  now  in  the  form  of 
clauses  of  a  Bill,  have  for  a  long  time 
been  spoken  of  in  Scotland  as  what 
would  be  necessary  to  bring  about  re- 
union. "What  was  said  to  be  necessary 
was,  in  the  first  place,  the  abolition  of 
patronage,  and,  in  the  second  place,  a 
Declaratory  Act  on  the  subjectof  spiritual 
independence.  In  truth,  the  mmds  of 
people  were  not  unprepared  for  snob  a 
measure,  which  is  shown  by  the  fact  that 
the  appeanuoce  of  the  Bill  has  caused  no 
surprise  in  Sootiand.  On  the  contrary,  as 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  who  moved 
the  second  reading  has  shown,  the  Bill 
has  been  received  with  general  expres- 
sionsof  approval.  As  my  hon.  andleamed 
Friend  said,  the  Secession,  or  Disruption, 
of  1843  was  chiefly  brought  about  by  a 
division  of  opinion  on  the  question  whe- 
ther the  spiritual  independence  of  the 
Church  had  been  invaded  and  denied. 
Those  who  seceded  said  it  had ;  those  who 
stood  by  the  Church  said  it  had  not.  The 
Seceding  party  put  their  views  into  form 
in  the  Claim  of  Bight.   Those  remain- 
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ing  in  the  Church  agreed  vith  the  gene- 
ral propositions  in  that  Claim,  but  not 
with  its  representation  of  what  was 
implied  in  me  decisions  of  the  Civil 
Courts  complained  of.  The  Church 
party,  equallj  with  the  Seceding  party, 
nuuDtained  that  the  Church,  pbssessed 
an  independent  jurisdiction  in  spiritual 
things;  but  then  they  differed  from 
them  in  holding  that  that  jurisdiction 
had  not  been  lost  or  compromised  in  the 
controversies  of  those  days.  As  to  the 
Claim  of  Bight,  those  who  adhered  to 
the  Church  after  the  Secession  admitted 
the  major  premiss,  but  not  the  minor. 
My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  paid  a  very 
just  tribute  to  the  noble  sacrifices  made 
by  those  who  founded  the  Free  Church. 
I  do  not  in  any  way  dispute  their  claim 
to  admiration.  At  the  same  time,  I 
think  it  necessary  to  add  that  they  were 
not  the  only  parties  who  made  sacrifices 
for  tlieir  convictions.  Although  those 
who  remained  by  the  Eitabluhed  Church 
were  not  called  upon  to  make  sacrifices 
of  the  same  kind,  they  did  make  sacri- 
fices which  were  quite  as  difficult  to 
make;  they  had  to  oppose  what  at  the 
time  was  a  popular  movement,  and  had 
to  face  something  like  popular  obloquy. 
I  do  not  wish  to  argue  the  question  as 
to  the  effect  of  the  decisions  of  the  Civil 
Courts  on  the  spiritual  independence  of 
the  Church,  but  simply  to  state  the 
position  of  parties  in  the  matter.  What, 
then,  happened  to  the  Church?  It  had 
passed  two  Acts  of  Assembly,  which,  on 
appeal  by  those  who  felt  aggrieved  by 
them,  had  been  declared  by  the  Civil 
Courts  to  have  been  passed  ultra  vires  of 
the  Church,  because  interfering  with 
civil  rights.  One  of  these  was  the  Yeto 
Act  modifying  patronage,  and  the  other 
an  Act  giving  to  ministers  of  unmdowed 
chapels  thefull  standi^  in  Church  Courts 
of  parish  ministers.  The  Church,  there- 
fore, rescinded  these  Acts,  which  hud 
been  found  to  be  irregular,  and  sought  to 
attain  in  a  legitimate  way,  by  Acts  of 
Parliament,  the  objects  which  had  been 
aimed  at  by  those  Acts  of  Assembly. 
For  the  modification  and  the  regula- 
tion of  patronage  they  had  Lord  Aber- 
deen's Act;  and  for  the  institution  of  new 
parishes  they  had  Sir  James  Graham's 
Act,  under  the  operation  of  which  the 
Church,  by  her  own  efforts,  has  founded 
and  endowed  341  parishes  since  that 
time.  Notwithstanding  Lord  Aberdeen's 
Act,  the  question  of  patronage  was  found 


after  several  years'  experience  to  be  not 
satisfactorily  dealt  with;  hence  there 
was  a  request  to  Parliament  to  abolish 
patronage,  and  transfer  to  the  congrega- 
tion the  right  of  electing  &e  minister. 
That  took  place  in  1874,  and  it  was 
asked  for  by  the  Church  and  given  to 
the  Church  as  an  Act  to  remove  a  griev- 
ance which  the  Church  felt,  and  by  no 
means  for  the  purpose  of  poaching  on 
the  domains  of  other  Churches.  It  was, 
no  doubt,  felt  to  be  a  matter  for  con- 
gratulation that  this  relief  to  the  Church 
would  at  the  same  time  remove  a  diffi- 
culty which  had  kept  many  from  retum- 
iogto  thecommunionof  theChurch.  The 
Patronage  Abolition  Act  removed  entirely 
the  cause  of  offence  which  had  been  the 
first  origin  of  the  Church's  troubles ;  and 
hence  it  was  that  on  the  passing  of  that 
Act  the  General  Assembly  made  new 
approaches  to  the  other  Churches  on  the 
subject  of  union.  But  the  question  of 
spiritual  independence  remained.  As 
regards  this,  the  Church  maintains  that 
it  enjoys  independence  in  its  Church 
work  to  the  fullest  extent  practicable — 
to  a  greater  extent  than  any  other 
Church  can  do.  She  can  point  to  the 
decisions  of  the  Civil  Courts  since  1843 
as  confirming  this  claim  ;  therefore  she 
requires  for  herself  no  new  declaration 
of  her  spiritual  independence,  and  she 
sees  in  what  this  Bill  says  on  the  sub- 
ject nothing  that  is  new.  But  others 
outside  the  Church — Free  Churchmen — 
have  still  the  impressions  which  were 
left  on  them  by  the  old  controversies, 
and  by  the  allegations  of  the  Claim  of 
Bight,  and  they  desire  a  distinct  statu- 
tory deoUration  on  the  subject.  The 
Du^e  of  Argyll,  in  the  letter  which  has 
already  been  referred  to,  eays  their 
jealousy  on  this  point  is  not  only  natural 
but  laudable ;  that  it  is  the  homage  of 
earnest  men  to  the  great  principles  on 
which  the  Presbyterian  Church  was 
founded,  and  which  constitute  its  special 
glory  in  the  history  of  Christendom.  The 
desire  for  a  Declaratory  Act  has  been  in 
the  minds  of  many  for  some  years  past ; 
but  how  is  it  that  it  has  found  this  defi- 
nite expression  now  ?  I  believe  we  owe 
the  appearance  of  the  Bill  to  the  agita- 
tion for  Disestablishment.  That  move- 
ment has  only  served  to  show  how  strong 
is  the  feeling  in  Scotland  for  maintaining 
a  National  Established  Church,  and  has 
suggested  the  removal  of  any  obstacle  to 
a  re-union  of  those  who  on  all  essential 
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points  and  in  the  matter  of  Ohuroh 
government  think  alike.  All  who  are 
acquainted  witli  Scotland  will  agree  that 

the  movement  for  DisestablishmeDt  has 
not  been  received  with  anything  like 
popular  enthusiasm.  It  has  been  prac- 
tically a  failure;  and  demonstration  of 
that  result  was  given  last  year  by  the 
Petitione,  to  which  my  hon.  Friend  has 
referred,  against  the  Bill  which  pro- 
posed to  disestablish  and  disendow  the 
Ohurch.  I  would  remind  the  House  that 
a  few  years  earlier  there  was  a  remark- 
able Petition  from  Free  Churchmen  in 
the  Highlands,  eigoed  by  no  fewer  than 
51,000;  and  another  from  ministers  and 
other  office-bearers  of  the  Free  Church, 
signed  by  408  persona,  asking  that  a 
Besolution  then  before  the  House  for  dis- 
establishment and  disendowment  should 
not  be  entertained.  The  grounds  stated 
were  the  following : — 

"  Because  in  the  opinion  of  your  Petitioners 
tha  removal  of  religion  in  its  public  profesaioa 
in  Scotland  from  the  cognisance  and  support  of 
the  State,  and  the  leaving  of  its  moulding  and 
advancement  entirely  to  the  action  and  influence 
of  individaalfl  or  of  voluntary  associations,  would 
be  dangerous  to  the  interests  of  true  religion 
itself,  bnd  not  less  therefore  to  the  just  claims 
and  inflaenoe  of  civil  government." 

I  believe  these  words  express  what  is 
still  the  mind  of  Free  Churchmen  in  the 
Highlands.  I  may  be  reminded  that  the 
Church  of  Scotland  is  very  weak  in  some 
parts  of  the  Highlands.  That  is  true. 
But  the  Highlanders  petition  for  this 
Bill.  The  question  is  not  how  many 
people  belong  to  the  Church,  but  how 
many  wish,  to  see  tke  Church  disestab- 
lislied.  It  is  the  only  possible  Estab- 
lished Church  for  Scotland,  and  its  mem- 
bers wish  to  see  it  made  as  comprehen- 
sive as  is  consistent  with  its  principles 
as  a  Church.  In  this  case  it  cannot 
be  said,  as  was  said  by  some  the  other 
day  of  another  Church,  that  it  is  an 
alien  Church,  or  connected  with  ideas  of 
conquest,  or  the  Church  of  a  mere 
fraction  of  the  population,  or  a  Church 
in  the  government  of  which  the  people 
have  not  a  voice.  Whom  will  this  Bill 
satisfy?  It  ought  to  satisfy  all  Pres- 
bytertanswh.0  have  not  drifted  from  their 
original  Church  principles.  The  Free 
Church,  if  satisfied  on  this  point  of 
spiritual  independence,  ought  to  welcome 
the  hope  of  re-union  with,  us  in  an 
Established  Church.  And  as  to  the 
United  Presbyterian  Church,  now  that 
patronage  is  abolished,  it  may  be  re- 

Mr.  J.  A.  CamfbeU 


minded  of  what  was  said  by  the 
founders  of  the  Churches  of  which  it 
is  composed.  It  is  stated  in  a  repub- 
lication of  the  Act  and  Testimony  of 
the  Burghers,  1747,  that— 

"  Were  the  grounds  of  their  secession  happily 
removed  they  would  acconnt  it  one  of  the  most 
singular  felioitiefl  of  their  time  to  return  with 
pleasure  to  the  oommanion  of  the  Establidied 

Church  of  Scotland." 

The  Kelief  Church  was  originated  by  a 
few  ministers  in  1761,  who  formed  them- 
selves into  a  Presbyteiy — 

"  To  afford  relief  to  all  who  adhered  to  the 
constitution  of  the  Church  of  Scotluid  as  ex- 
hibited in  her  creed,  canons,  confeastons,  and 
forms  of  worship,  hot  who  disapproved  of  the 
law  of  patronage  presentiy  exaroised  in  the 
Church.** 

Those  whom  the  Bill  will  not  satisfy 
are  the  opponent:!  of  the  union  of 
Church  and  State.  But  it  is  to  he 
remembered  that  nothing  will  satisfy 
them  in  this  matter  wmch  will  not 
offend  the  convictions  of  those — a  much 
larger  number  of  persons — who  hold  that 
the  union  of  Church  and  State  is  of 
essential  bffliefit  both  to  the  Church  and 
to  the  State.  We  desire  a  re-union  of 
Presbyterians —that  is.  a  union  again  of 
those  who  have  been  united  before,  which 
was  in  a  Church  recognized  by,  and  con- 
nected with,  the  State.    It  may  be  oh- 

i'ected  to  this  Bill  that  it  does  not  show 
low  the  reconstruction  of  the  Church,  by 
the  re-admisaion  of  those  who  seek  by 
this  Bill  to  remove  obstacles  to  re- union, 
would  be  accomplished.  But  once  the 
way  is  made  open,  the  process  of  re- 
imiting  may  surely  be  left  with  confidence 
to  the  Christian  common- sense  of  the 
Churches.  Faiiiament,  at  least,  cannot 
prescribe  in  this  matter.  On  this  point 
I  would  refer  hon.  Members  to  the  words 
of  the  Duke  of  Argyll,  who  says — 

"I  venture  to  add  that,  in  my  opinion,  the 
8U{>port  of  this  Bill  by  the  laity  of  the  I^by- 
terian  Church,  who  desire  to  see  aa  much  union 
as  can  be  obtained,  ought  not  to  be  made  do- 
endeot  on  preliminary  negotiation  of  any 
ind.  If  we  are  satisfied  tlutt  on  its  owa 
merits  it  is  right  and  just;  if  we  are  sure,  as 
wo  may  well  be,  that  it  is  mainly  a  straight- 
foTwara  re-asaertion  of  the  old  constitution  of 
the  Fresbfterian  Church,of  the  living  and  work- 
ing constitution  which  oar  ancestors  bled  and 
fought  for  in  common,  we  may  well  leave  to 
time  and  reflection  the  effects  which  it  will  pro- 
duce on  the  divisions  which  we  all  deplore.^ 

I  feel  that  the  members  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland  owe  their  thanks  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  bringing  forward  this  BUI — 
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tbat  the  whole  of  Scotland  also  owes 
hiiu  its  thanks  for  what  Lord  Monorieff, 
himself  a  Fiee  Churchman,  has  cha- 
racterized as  a  "spirited  and  patriotic 
attempt  to  settle  a  distressing  eontro- 
Tersy. 

Mb.  S._  mason  (Lanark.  Mid):  I 
ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House  in 
rising  for  the  first  time,  and  I  trust  the 
favourable  construction  which  you.  Sir, 
asked  from  the  Throne  at  the  opening 
of  Parliament  should  be  put  upon  the 
actions  of  this  House  may  be  extended 
by  the  House  to  my  rema»».  The  Bill 
now  before  the  House  for  a  aecond  read- 
ing applies  to  Scotland  only.  It  ie  a 
BUI  proposing  to  imjprove  the  constitu- 
tion of  tne  Onurch  of  Scotland,  which  I 
regret  we  should  be  compelled  to  debate 
in  this  House.  Heligiou,  in  my  opinion, 
is  far  too  sacred  a  matter  to  be  mixed 
up  with  politics  and  debated  by  the 
House  of  Commons.  But,  Sir,  so  long 
as  the  existing  relationship  continues 
between  Church  and  State  we  must,  I 
fear,  face  the  question,  and  seek  for  a 
happy  solution.  This  Bill  is  said  to  be 
promoted  by  its  authors  in  the  interests 
of  union  between  the  three  Fresby  terian 
Churches  in  Scotland.  I  do  not  perceive 
slightest  trace  of  evidence  in  the  Bill 
to  convince  me  that  it  would  accomplish 
this  mu(^  to  be  desired  end.  I  ratho: 
tluok  it  would  have  an  effect  precisely 
the  reverse.  The  title  and  Preamble 
states  it  to  be  a  Bill  to  declare  the  con- 
Etitution  of  the  Church  of  Scotland — a 
most  extraordinary  and  exceptional  title. 
Why?  The  constitution  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland  is  well  enough  uoderstood 
already,  and  requires  no  such  declara- 
tion as  is  proposed.  A  Church  with  a 
history  and  a  life  extending  over  from 
two  to  three  centuries  should  be  well 
known  to  the  people  of  Scotland,  and  to 
assume  that  they  stand  in  need  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament  to  declare  it  is  not  by 
any  means  complimentary  to  their  in- 
telligence. Much  is  made  of  the  ques- 
tion of  spiritual  independence,  which  to 
many  Members  of  this  House  may  ap- 
pear somewhat  puzzliug.  But  it  is  well 
understood  in  &»tland,  and  there  is  no 
difficulty  whatever  in  learning  whether 
it  does  or  does  not  exist  in  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  In  connection  with  this 
question  of  spiritual  independence  this 
Bill  makes  a  feeble  attempt  to  solve 
what  has  hitherto  proved  insoluble — 
namely,  to  free  the  Church  from  State 
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control,  and  yet  to  leave  her  dependent 
upon  the  State  support.    The  decisions 
of  the  Church  Courts  are  not,  in  future, 
according  to  this  Bill,  to  be  subject  to 
review  by  the  civil  power,  although 
these  may,  and  would  most  certain^, 
carry  with  them  the  material  welfare 
of  individuals  arising  out  of  the  tem- 
poralities of   Uie  Church.    The  idea 
IS  prei>08teronB,  and  all  such  attempts 
to  revive  an   e4K!lesiastical  hierarchy 
must  be  firmly  suppressed.   The  Free 
Church  claim  for  spiritual  indepmd- 
ence  is  manifestly  the  foandation  of 
this  Bill.   But  the  Free  Church  mi- 
nisters of  1843  sacrificed  their  living 
to  obtain  their  fireedom  and  to  gain 
spiritual  independence.   This  Bill  seeks 
to  confer  the  same  privilege  by  sacri- 
ficing the  first  principles  of  civil  govern- 
ment.  It  has  long  been  the  dream  of  a 
small  section  of  the  Free  Church  tbat 
they  should  have  what  this  Bill  pretends 
to  bestow,  and  it  looks  remarkably  like 
as  if  this  wss  an  effort  put  forth  to  build 
a  golden  bridge  whereby  they  might 
return  to  the  bosom  of  the  Established 
Church.    But  I  think  you  will  agree 
with  me  that  all  such  attempts  to 
strengthen  one  branch  of  the  Church  by 
first  weakening  another  branch  by  aid 
of  an  Act  of  Parliament  deserves  to  fail, 
and  may,  I  think,  be  characterized  as  a 
policy  of  meanness.  Kodoubt,legialatioii 
IS  much  wanted  to  allay  strife  and  the 
rancorous  bitter  feelings  now  unhappily 
prevailing  in  country  districts.  But  this 
Bill  would  aggravate  rather  than  tend 
to  soften  the  strained  conditions  of 
society  in  many  rural  parishes  in  Scot- 
land.   Three-fourths  of  the  people,  I 
may  safely  say,  are  Presbyterians,  having 
one  faith,  one  creed,  one  baptism.  But, 
unfortunately,  in   consequence  of  the 
secessions  during  the  last  150  years,  and 
the  great  Disruption  of  1843,  when  400 
ministers  of  theChuroh  of  Scotland  nobly 
gave  up  their  livings  for  conscienoe 
sake  the  Church  is  now  divided  into  three 
parts — theEstablished,  the  Free,  and  the 
United  Presbyterian  Churches,  all  pro- 
fessiug  the  same  creed,  and  practically 
preacmng  the  same  doUrine,  causing  an 
enormous  waste  of  men  and  money.  All 
the  country  North  of  the  Caledonian 
Canal  may  be  said  to  be  ministered  to 
by  the  Free  Church.    In  the  counties  of 
Koss,  Cromarty,  Sutherland,  and  Caith- 
jiese  only  one  in  61  of  the  population  of 
these  counties  is  a  member  of  the  E»- 
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t&bUshed  Church.  In  five  parishes — 
namely,  Camock,  Gairloch,  Shieldaig, 
Barrss.  and  Lochs,  having  a  population 
of  11,454  aouls,  and  the  value  of  the 
living;8  amounting  to  £1,049,  there  are 
five  clergymen,  ministeriog  to  only  22 
communicanta,  and  one  of  these  parishes 
has  only  two  members  on  the  communion 
roll.  Matters  are  certainly  not  bo  bad 
in  the  South  of  Scotland ;  but  even  there 
Uiey  are  not  at  all  satisfactory.  I  know 
of  one  parish  within  30  miles  of  the 
Border  where  there  ore  only  400  souls, 
all  told,  with  three  ministere  and  three 
churches.  These  facts  show  very  clearly 
that  there  is  a  etroiig  case  for  union— 
That  I  term  an  incorporating  union, 
which  is  muc-h  wanted— but  not  one  of 
absorption  such  as  this  Bill  bo  unworthily 
proposes.  This  Bill,  if  it  were  carried 
out,  Tould  leave  many  ministers  and 
their  families  to  starve.  I  admit  that 
the  remedy  is  difficult,  but  it  is  not  im- 
possible. The  question  reduces  itself,  so 
far  SB  this  Hoase  is  concerned,  to  a 
matter  of  money.  "Well,  what  are  the 
facts  as  to  the  emoluments  of  the  Church 
of  Scotlimd?  Briefly  stated,  the  teinds 
or  tithes,  and  other  national  sources  of 
income,  amount  to  £350,000  a-year — 
certainly  not  a  large  sum  to  quarrel  over, 
especially  when  you  compare  it  with  the 
amount  raised  annually  in  Scotland 
voluntarily  for  religious  purposes.  The 
Established  Church  raises  annually  in 
this  way  £300,000,  the  Free  Church 
£600,000,  the  United  Presbyterian 
Church  £400,000,  and  the  other  denomi- 
nations I  estimate  about  the  same  as  the 
United  Presbyterian  Church — namely, 
£400,000.  This  gives  the  handsome 
total  of  £1,700,000.  Adding  to  that  the 
amount  received  by  the  Eatablishmetit 
from  State  aid,  we  have  a  sum  of 
£2,050,000  raised  annually  for  religious 
purposes  in  Scotland.  But  it  will  be 
seen  that  the  sum  contributed  by  the 
State  is  only  one-sixth  of  the  whole.  I 
consider  that  if  an  iacorporated  union 
could  be  formed  on  a  basis  satisfactory 
to  all  decomiaations,  the  small  amount 
now  in  dispute  could  be  saved  twice  over, 
and  the  difBculty  could  be  easily  sur- 
mounted. I  think  it  the  duty  of  every 
patriotic  Scotsman  to  labour  for  the 
re-union  of  the  Churches,  and  thus  pro- 
mote the  high  and  holy  ends  of  their 
common  Christianity ;  but  I  shall  vote 
a^inst  this  Bill,  because  I  believe  it 
will  prevent  Uiat  onion. 

Mr.  8,  Uaton 


Sre  ROBERT  ANSTRUTHER  (St. 
Andrews,  &c.):  I  quite  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
that  we  should  labour  for  the  union  of 
the  Presbyterian  bodies  in  Scotland  ; 
but,  unfortunately,  I  disagree  with  faim 
as  to  the  methods  by  which  it  is  to  be 
brought  about.  I  wish  to  explain  the 
course  which  the  Church  of  Scotland 
has  taken  from  the  first  in  regard  to  this 
question  of  union.  The  hon.  Member 
said  that  we  have  had  the  Scottish 
Church  for  300  years,  and  surely  we 
knew  what  her  constitution  is,  and  her 
laws,  and  her  spiritual  independence. 
It  is  true  we  have  had  the  Church  for 
800  years,  and  it  has  year  by  year  more 
endeared  itself  to  the  people  of  Scotland; 
and  I  think  that  it  tstII  appear  shortly, 
if  it  has  not  appeared  now,  that  the 
Scottish  people  are  determined  to  keep 
that  Church,  which  is  a  thoroughly 
democratic  Church,  and  which  ulies 
itself  with  every  wise  and  popular  move- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
University  (Mr.  A.  J.  Campbell)  has 
quoted  declarations  by  the  Assembly  of 
the  Scottish  Church  to  show  that  &om 
the  first,  lour  before  this  BiU  was 
brought  in  ana  talked  of,  it  had  been 
anxious  and  willing  to  use  every  pos- 
sible means  of  re-union  with  Presby- 
terian bodies,  and  to  act  cordially  and 
generously  towards  other  bodies;  and 
others  might  be  added  to  his  list.  I  may 
say,  in  this  connection,  that  a  more 
unfair  charge  has  never  been  made 
against  any  Church  than  that  which  I 
have  beard  several  times  in  this  House, 
and  sometimes  out  of  the  House,  that 
the  Patronage  Abolition  Act  of  1874  waa 
brought  forward  with  some  keffli  desire 
to  benefit  the  Church  at  the  expense  of 
other  Churches.  I  will  undertake  to 
say,  having  known  the  whole  action  of 
the  Church  and  the  Assemblies  from  the 
very  first,  that  no  Act  was  ever  pro- 
moted or  brought  into  this  House  in  a 
more  honest,  more  honourable,  or  a  more 
thoroughly  straightforward  manner  than 
the  Patronage  Act.  I  may  say  also  that 
the  passing  of  that  Act  has  removed  the 
main  objection  taken,  and  fairly  taken, 
by  members  of  the  Dissenting  Bodies  of 
Scotland  to  union  with  our  Church,  and 
that,  taken  as  a  whole,  it  has  answered 
its  purposes  admirably  well.  The  ap- 
pointments under  the  Patronage  Act 
of  1874  have  been  almost  uniformly 
wise  ones,  and  the  disputed  settlements 
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faaTe  been  very  few.  In  the  jear  1873 
the  General  Asaembly  passed  a  Besolu- 
tion,  in  which  they  renewed  the  ex- 
presBion  of  their  hearty  willingness  and 
desire  to  take  all  possible  steps,  consis- 
tent with  the  maintenance  and  support 
of  an  Established  Church,  to  promote 
co-operation  in  good  works  and  the  re- 
union of  GhurdieB  having  the  same 
faith  and  Ohuroh  goTemment.  This 
House  will  be  surprised  to  leun  that 
the  three  Presbyterian  Bodies  are  prac- 
tically one  in  goTemment,  one  in  Con- 
fession of  Faiw,  and  one  in  their  form 
of  worship;  and  notwithstanding  that 
there  is  more  ecclesiastical  arguing, 
more  lighting,  and  more  quarrelling 
between  these  three  bodies  than  one 
can  imagine  from  that  point  of  view,  I 
think  that  we,  as  Churchmen,  certainly 
owe  a  debt  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  the  Inverness  Burghs  for  having 
introduced  this  Bill.  I  do  not  deny  that 
this  Bill  is  introduced  in  the  interests 
of  the  Free  Church,  but  because  it  is 
introduced  in  the  interests  of  the  Free 
Church  that  is  no  reason  why  it  should 
not  be  heartily  welcomed ;  and  it  will 
certainly  relieve  the  Church  of  difficulties 
vhuh  it  is  supposed  to  labour  under. 
So  far  we  shall  give  it  our  most  hearty 
support.  With  regard  to  the  action  of 
the  Church  to  other  Churches,  it  has 
been  one  of  universal  friendliness,  gene- 
rosity, and  cordiality,  and  I  believe  that 
there  is  at  this  moment  a  most  earnest 
desire  on  the  part  of  all  sections  in 
Scotland  to  see  this  Bill  passed,  in  order 
that  there  may  be  a  basis  of  union  upon 
which  the  Churches  can  open  negotia- 
tions. If  there  is  one  point  upon  which 
I  concur  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  introduced  the  Bill,  it  is 
that  the  people  of  Scotland  have  re- 
solTed  that  their  Churdi  shall  be  re- 
formed, if  you  will,  and  coalesced  with 
other  Churches,  but  that  they  will  not 
lose  tiiat  Chnroh,  for  which  they  enter- 
tain the  profoundest  respect,  and  which 
has  for  300  years  uniformly  placed  it- 
self on  the  side  of  freedom  and  of  the 
people.  [Criet  of  "No,  no."]  Some 
hon.  Gentlemen  behind  me  do  not  agree 
with  this,  but  I  think  their  acquaintance 
with  the  history  of  Scotland  cannot  be 
very  deep.  I  repeat,  if  there  is  one 
Church  which  has  uniformly  placed  it- 
self on  the  side  of  freedom,  and  on  the 
side  of  the  people,  it  is  the  Church  of 
Scotland;  and  although  I  do  not  object 


to  Gentlemen  having  their  own  opinions 
in  regard  to  DisestabLshment,  I  am 
thoroughly  convinced  that  the  people 
of  Scotland  have  made  up  their  minds 
that  they  will,  if  possible,  reform  their 
Church,  and  that  under  any  circum- 
stances they  will  maintain  the  union  of 
Church  and  State,  which  is  not  only 
a  part  of  their  own  principles,  but  is 
a  Aindamental  princij^le  of  the  Free 
Ohuroh,  and,  I  uiink  it  may  also  turn 
out,  of  other  Presbyterian  bodies  as 
well. 

Sib  AEOHIBALD  CAMPBELL 
(Eenfrew,  "W.)  said,  he  desired  to  make 
some  points  of  the  Bill  clearer  to  the 
minds  of  hon.  Members  who  repre- 
sented places  South  of  the  Tweed.  Ja 
Scotland,  it  must  be  remembered,  there 
were  a  certain  amount  of  subtleties 
which  the  people  delighted  in  cuddling, 
as  it  were ;  and  in  these  subtleties, 
which  might  not  be  altogether  patent 
or  visible  to  those  bom  South  of  the 
Tweed,  they  had  the  foundation  of  a 
great  many  of  the  differences  which 
unfortunately  afflicted  the  Presbyterian 
Churches  of  Scotland.  When  patronage 
was  first  estaldished  in  the  Beign  of 
Queen  Anne,  in  1712,  it  was  not  of  &e 
character  of  the  patronage  repealed  in 
1874,  but  grew  to  it.  At  the  time  it 
was  tirst  proposed.  Church  extension 
then,  as  now,  was  going  on,  and  pious 
persons  founded  and  endowed  churches ; 
and  those  who  did  so,  and  their  repre- 
sentatives and  heirs,  thought  themselves 
entitled  to  present  to  the  temporalities 
of  these  churches.  Later  on,  the  State 
was  given  the  power  to  support  the 
temporalities  of  the  Church,  and  to  sup- 
port under  the  Act  of  Patronage  simply 
those  who  had  been  inducted  to  the 
temporalities  and  not  to  the  spiritual 
part  of  the  Ohuroh  government.  During 
what  were  called  Qie  "dark  ages"  of 
the  Ohnrch  they  found  that  by  succes- 
sive enactments,  and  by  the  general 
feeling  of  the  majority  of  the  people, 
and  by  the  Ohuroh  Oourts,  they  leaned 
rather  to  the  view  that  the  State  should 
have  a  certain  jurisdiction  which  was 
never  contemplated  by  the  Act  of  Union, 
or  the  throe  Acts  ending  1560,  At  the 
beginning  of  the  present  century  Dr. 
Chalmers,  in  the  General  Assembly  of 
the  Church  of  Scotland,  proposed  to 
abolish  the  Act  of  Patronage  because 
many  eminent  members  of  the  Churoh 
argued  for  many  years  agiunst  the  prin* 
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riplM  vhieh  had  ^radoally  crept  into 
the  Church.  The  Disruption  movement, 
beginning  in  1832,  wa«  a  protect  against 
th.e  gradual  encroacluiients  of  the  State. 
He  fiincerely  honoured  those  gentlemen 
of  the  Free  Church  who  took  upon  thom- 
Belves  the  step  of  1843,  because  they 
thought  it  was  conscientiously  their  duty 
to  do  it.  Then  followed  the  Patronage 
Abolition  Act  of  1874,  and  what  they 
had  now  got  to  coosider  was  the  reason 
for  this  Bill.  There  was  in  the  minds 
of  some  of  those  who  made  such  sacri- 
fices iu  1843  the  idea  that  the  taint  of 
what  the  State  had  done  before  still 
existed  in  the  Church  of  Scotland,  and 
that,  perhaps,  the  decisions  then  given 
were  attU  bindingi  and  that  the  State 
had  a  certain  amount  of  authority  over 
the  spiritual  Court,  which  members  of 
the  Gnurch  denied.  This  Bill,  therefore, 
was  to  make  a  statutory  declaration  that 
these  things  did  not  exist.  Everyone 
must  hope  and  trust  that  the  Bill  would 
be  the  basis  upon  which  the  great 
Churches  in  Scotland  might  again  unite. 
He  felt  deeply  upon  this  subject,  be- 
cause  he  had  so  many  friends  belonging 
to  these  different  Churches  who  had  sup- 
ported him,  and  who  were  determined 
to  always  support  the  Church  through 
thick  and  through  thin.  The  Petitions 
which  he  had  presented  in  the  House 
from  a  large  body  of  the  Free  Church 
in  his  part  of  Scotland  reiterated  this 
feeing,  that  if  they  could  only  see  a 
means  by  which  they  would  be  able  to 
have  a  basis  of  union  with  the  Church 
of  Scotland,  that  was  the  dearest  wish 
they  could  have.  He  thought  that  if 
the  laity  themselves  were  able  to  ^ive 
full  expression  to  their  own  opimons 
they  would  find  that  the  Church  Courts, 
under  these  circumstances,  would  be 
willing  to  work  for  union  with  the  laity 
of  the  Free  Church.  They  had  heard 
it  stated  in  that  House  that  they  should 
be  doiuf^  a  great  deal  of  damage  to  the 
other  Churches  hy  passing  this  Bill. 
The  great  desire  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land was  that  a  union  of  the  Churches 
should  take  place,  because  they  saw 
that  by  such  a  union  they  might  so  far 
advance  the  work  of  their  Master.  Some 
hon.  Members  had  shown  horror  at  this 
Bill,  yet  they  did  not  eeem  to  show  any 
horror  at  all  at  the  terrible  destruction 
which  would  take  place  if  the  Church 
of  Scotland  was  dtsestabli^ed.  He 
believed  the  people  of  Scotland,  as  a 
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whole  and  generany,  wotild  nsrer  will- 
ingly see  weir  Chnrdi  disestablished 
and  disendowed.  He  trusted  that  die 
House  would  see  its  way  to  pass  the 
Bill.  In  hia  opinion,  it  was  not  a  dan- 
gorous  measure,  and  he  felt  perfectly 
certain  that  it  would  do  good.  He 
might  claim  that  in  this  House,  which 
had  been  elected  on  democratic  princi- 
ples, the  first  duty  that  they  should  do 
would  be  to  seek  to  follow  out  the  wishes 
of  the  great  majority  of  the  Scottish 
people,  and  endeavour,  at  all  events,  to 
give  them  a  basis  upon  which  to  unite. 

Mb.  BEITH  [Glasgow,  Central) :  The 
principle  which  this  Bill  proposes  to 
accentuate  and  confirm  is  that  known 
iu  Scotland  as  the  principle  of  spiritual 
independence.  It  is  the  same  principle 
as  was  contended  for  in  England  under 
the  title  of  "  liberty  of  oonsoienoe."  In 
Scotland,  from  causes  jpeonliar  to  the 
nation,  the  long  battle  in  vindication  of 
this  principle  has  been  fought  in  a  man- 
ner more  concrete  than  in  England  ;  but 
in  both  countries  the  issue  so  far  has  been 
the  same.  In  England  to  her  Noncon- 
formist struggle,  and  in  Scotland  to  the 
unflinching  contest  maintained  by  the 
Evangelical  section  of  the  Presbyterian 
Kirk,  which  has  always  represented  the 
majority  of  the  Scottish  people — to  these 
two  contests,  each  extending  over  cen- 
turies, do  the  people  of  both  countries 
lately  owe  their  civil  and  religious 
liberties.  The  principle,  therefore,  which 
forms  the  subject-matter  of  this  Bill  is 
a  Liberal  principle  of  the  first  import- 
ance. I  desire  to  point  out  to  this  House 
that  the  prinl^^  represented  by  this 
principle  have  always  been  claimed  as 
an  inherent  right.  They  are  not  to  be 
conferred  by  Statute,  and  they  ought  not 
to  be  accepted  as  the  gift  of  any  Govern- 
ment, whatever  might  be  its  character 
or  constitution.  All  free  men,  either  as 
individu^  or  in  association,  are  called 
upon  to  vindicate  their  rights  in  this 
respect,  and  to  act  upon  them  irrespec- 
tive of  consequences.  The  Bill  before 
the  House  deals  with  this  principle  on 
purely  Scotch  lines,  and  for  a  Scotch 
purpose,  and  I  desire  in  a  few  sentences 
to  make  the  ecclesiastical  position  in 
Scotland  intelligible  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  if  that  is  at  all  possible, 
and  to  show  what  the  true  object  of  this 
Bill  is.  From  the  Beformation  down- 
wards the  IVeebyterian  Church  of  Scot- 
land has  daimed  as  a  Divine  right 
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independence  of  all  oivil  authorities  in 
mattera  purely  Bpiritaal,  and  she  has 
also  claimed  to  be  tho  sole  judge  of 
what  sabjeota  did  and  did  not  come 
vithia  the  scope  of  that  designation,  at 
the  same  time  taking  the  risk  of  conse- 
quences.   But  the  House  must  under- 
stand that  the  Presbyterian  Church  of 
Scotland  is  not  an  hierooracy.  The 
ministers  do  not  form  the  Church,  nor 
do  they  govern  or  control  its  procedure. 
It  ia  composed  of  the  ministers  and 
people  of  Scotland.   The  constitution  ia 
repreaentatiTe  and,  if  I  may  use  the 
term,  denuwratic;  and  its  proceedings, 
by  means  of  its  venerable  Courts,  repre- 
sented the  oonacientious  oonvictiona  of 
the  Christian  people,   and  therefore 
carried  in  concrete  form  a  moral  power 
and  influence,  which  accounted  largely, 
if  I  may  be  permitted  to  say  so,  for 
the  moral   and  intellectual  advance- 
ment of  the  nation.   Well,  from  the 
Keformation  downwards  the  principle 
of  spiritual  independence  or  liberty  of 
coaacienoe  has  been  claimed  by  the 
people  of  Scotland  through  the  action 
of  their  Church,  and  this  claim  has  been 
coasieteutly  made,  irrespective  of  State 
Establishment  and  Endowment.  Prior 
to  the  Bevolution  Settlement  of  1690, 
the  Presbyterian  Churcli  of  Scotland 
mu  disestablished  and  disendowed  and 
re-established  and  re-ondowed  many 
times,  and  in  these  years  of  trouble —  \ 
during  the  Beign  o£  the  Stuart  Dynasty 
—the  people  of  Scotland  shed  the  blood 
of  their  beat  and  noblest  sons,  as  also  did 
EnglaDd,  in  vidication  of  thia  great  prin-  . 
ci[ue.   I  wish  now  to  show  the  beariog 
of  these  remarks  upon  the  Bill  before  the 
House.  At  the  Bevolution  Settlement  of 
1690  a  new  order  of  things  was  estab- 
lished in  Scotland.    The  Presbyterian 
Church  then  entered  into  a  compact  with 
the  State,  securing,  as  she  believed,  by 
Statute  her  Presbyterian  form  of  Church 
government,  and  also  this  fundamental 
principle  of  her  spiritual  independence. 
The  Bill  now  under  review  has  reference 
to  this  compact,  and  proposes  to  declare 
that  the  constitution  of  the  present  Es- 
tablished  Churoh  of  Scotland,  as  estab- 
lidied  in  1690,  admitted  the  absolute 
smritnal  independence  of  that  Church. 
The  very  fact  that  this  measure  has 
been  brought  forward  by  the  Qentlemen 
who  promote  it — for  it  has  never  been 
asked  for  by  the  people  of  Scotland — 
admits  that  Uie  spiritual  iiidependenoe  of 


the  present  Established  Church  of  Scot- 
land has  been  denied.  After  the  Settle- 
ment of  1 690,  a  very  few  years  only  were 
required  to  prove  that  the  Church  was 
mistaken  in  believing  that  she  had 
secured  her  distinctive  principle  of 
spiritual  independence  by  the  constitu- 
tion then  presented  to  her.  The  State 
would  not,  could  not,  allow  that  the 
Church,  which  it  had  established  and 
endowed  with  national  funds,  should 
assert  independence  and  become,  as  the 
State  viewed  the  case,  a  regnum  tn  r*gm. 
Accordingly,  in  1712,  Churoh  patronage 
was  reinstituted,  and  thereupon  began 
a  struggle  with  the  State  in  viudioation 
of  the  Church's  distinctive  principloi 
which  led  to  the  Secessions  of  1733, 
1769,  and  to  the  great  Disruption  of 
1843.  I  wish  the  House  to  mark  that 
the  legal  decisions  of  1842,  which  led 
to  that  last  and  supreme  event,  settled 
once  and  for  all  the  constitutional  rela- 
tion of  the  present  Established  Church  to 
the  State  in  view  of  the  Compact  of  1 690, 
and  the  purpose  of  this  Bill  is  to  neu- 
tralize these  legal  decisions,  and  also,  as 
I  shall  show,  to  npgative  the  finding  of 
thisHousein  1843.  The  law  in  1842  was 
laid  down  in  carefully  considered  deci- 
sions, pronounced  over  and  over  again, 
and  confirmed  in  each  case  by  the  House 
of  Lords,  to  this  effect — 

"That whereas  the  Church  enjoyed  cert&ia 
privileges  and  funotioos  which  wore  purely 
ecclesiastical,  yet,  inasmuch  as  statute  bestowed 
these,  the  Church,  as  au  entahlishmeiit,  was  the 
creature  of  statute,  and  that  therefore  it  was 
for  tJlie  Supreme  Court  of  Law  to  interpret  the 
statute  on  which  its  functions  rest." 

Well,  baffled  in  every  Court  of  Law  in 
the  Kingdom,  the  Churoh,  as  a  last  re- 
source, approached  this  House  in  Janu- 
ary, 1843,  and  presented  her  well-known 
Claim  of  Bight— a  document  which  Uie 
Bill  before  the  House  has  everything  to 
do  with,  but  which,  for  reasons  Best 
known  to  the  promoters,  it  prefers  to 
ignore.  The  House  of  Commons,  on  the 
Motion  of  the  Prime  Minister  of  the  day 
— that  great  and  conscientious  states- 
man. Sir  Robert  Peel— refused  even  to 
entertain  the  Church's  claim,  as  being 
entirely  out  of  the  question.  Ou  that 
occasion  Sir  Bobert  Peel  used  these 
words — 

"  There  is  a  complete  distinction  between  a 
Church  that  is  voluntary  and  independent  and 
one  that  is  established  by  the  Ststn.  Take  the 
case  of  the  Roman  Catholics,  or  any  of  the  Pro- 
teataut  Dissenten  in  this  country,  who  are  not 
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connected  with  the  State  by  way  of  establish- 
ments ;  their  right,  bo  far  as  volantary  jorisdic- 
tion  is  concerned,  is  quite  supreme,  and  we  do 
not  attempt  to  interfere  with  it.  Those  who 
choose  to  submit  to  it,  in  consequence  of  their 
connection  with  any  such  denomination,  have 
a  perfect  right  t.-  do  m  ;  but  if  a  Church  choose 
to  have  the  advantago  of  an  establishment,  and 
to  hold  those  privileges  which  the  taw  confers 
— that  Church,  whether  it  be  the  Church  of 
Home,  or  the  Church  of  England,  orthe  Presby- 
terian Chnrch  of  Hcotland,  must  conform  to  the 
law."— (3  Hamard,  [67]  602.3.) 

The  Hoose  emphatically  affirmed  this 
view  of  the  case  in  1643,  and  theques- 
tion  now  before  the  Houee  is— Will  it 
stultify  that  decision  by  consantine  to 
read  this  Bill  a  second  time  ?  And,  fur- 
ther, there  is  also  this  other  question- 
Will  it  consent  to  le^slation  for  neutral- 
izing^ ^se  legal  decisions  of  1842  at  the 
request  of  the  Gentlemen  who  are  the 
promoterB  of  this  Bill  ?  I  do  not  believe 
the  House  will  do  anythiDg  of  the  kind. 
At  this  stage  I  might  well  leave  the  case 
in  the  confideut  expectation  that  the 
House  will  reject  the  Bill ;  but,  in  cum- 
mon  fairness  and  justice,  something 
more  has  to  be  said  about  this  mea- 
sure. As  we  all  kuow,  the  result  of 
the  decision  of  the  Law  Courts  in  1842, 
and  of  this  House,  was  the  Disruption 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland ;  500  ministers 
resigned  their  liTiuKS,  their  churches, 
and  their  comfortable  homes,  suffering 
the  loss  of  all  things  for  conscience  sake, 
and  for  the  vindication  of  this  priuoiple 
of  spiritual  independence  which  they  be- 
lieved conoemed,  on  the  one  hand,  the 
bonour  of  their  great  Eiug  and  Head, 
and,  on  the  other,  the  spiritual,  moral, 
and  intellectual  well-being  of  their  coun- 
trymen. If  I  may  be  allowed  a  personal 
allusion,  I  would  say  that  it  is  my 
proudest  thought  that  it  was  my  lot  to 
be  a  sharer  in  that  great  event.  My 
father  was  one  of  that  band  of  noble 
Christian  patriots,  and  as  one  of  a  large 
family  it  was  my  honour  to  share  with 
him  in  the  deprivations  of  that  time.  I 
can  therefore  speak  from  experience  on 
this  subject,  and  I  cordially  recognize 
the  eloquent  terms  in  which  the  hon.  and 
leamea  Gentleman  and  others  have  re- 
ferred to  that  great  event.  Well,  at  this 
time  of  day,  the  Bill  before  the  House 
proposes  that  the  State  shouldnow  yield 
to  the  present  Established  Church  the 
entire  ground  of  contest  as  between  the 
civil  authorities  and  the  Church  in 
1843.  It  declares,  in  effect,  that  the 
State  and  the  party  in  the  Church  of 
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Scotland  who  acquiesced  in  its  eonten> 
tioD  in  1843  were  wrong,  and  that  the 
party  who  now  form  the  Free  Church 
were  legally  and  constitutionally  right. 
The  natural  sequence  from  this  admis- 
sion surely  is  that  the  Bill  should  pro- 
vide some  material  restitution  for  the 
wrong  done  to  the  Free  Church  party 
in  1843. 

LoBD  FRANCIS  HEBVET(Bury  St. 
Edmunds) :  I  rise  to  Order.  It 
to  me  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  in 
Order.  The  145th  Standing  Order  says 
that  a  Member  is  not  to  read  his 
speech. 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  an  undoubted 
Rule  of  this  House,  and  hu  been  re- 
peatedly acted  upon,  that  a  Member  is 
riot  entitled  to  reiad  his  speech,  though 
he  may  refer  to  his  notes. 

Mr.  BEITH:  I  was  only  following 
the  example  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
preceded  me.  The  statement  I  have  to 
make  is  not  an  easy  one,  and  cannot 
well  be  spoken  oMiand,  and  I  was 
anxious  to  state  my  view  in  the  best 
way  I  could;  but  I  will  endeavour  to 
offend  as  little  as  possible.  I  have  said 
that  the  Bill  admits  that  the  party  who 
formed  the  Free  Church  were  right,  and 
that  the  State,  in  accepting  the  legal 
decisions  of  1842,  was  wrong,  and  that 
the  natural  sequence  of  these  admissions 
was  that  the  Bill  should  provide  some 
restitution  to  those  who  suffered  the 
wrong  in  1843.  But  nothing  of  the 
kind  is  even  hinted  at  in  this  Bdl.  The 
Bill  iguorea  the  very  existence  of  the 
Free  and  United  Presbyterian  Churches. 
Its  promoters  have  not  even  consulted 
with  these  Churches,  and  I  would  like 
the  House  to  note  that  fact.  The  Bill 
has  been  framed  and  brought  before  the 
country  by  no  one  knows  who,  except 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
has  brought  it  before  the  House.  The 
privileges  conceded  by  it  are  bestowed 
upon  a  Church  which  ignored  the  prin- 
ciple of  spiritual  independence  in  1843, 
and  which  thereby  entered  upon  the 
livings,  the  churches,  and  the  homes  of 
the  500  protesting  ministers.  But  the 
Bill  does  more.  It  proposes  to  award 
to  the  Established  Church  the  civil 
Amotion  whioh  has  hithoto  been  ex- 
clusively exercised  by  the  Supreme 
Law  Court  in  Scotland.  It  places  the 
entire  parochial  arrangements  of  Scot- 
land at  the  absolute  disposal  of  the  pre- 
sent  Eetablished  Ohunui,  whioh  repre- 
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sents  the  minority  of  the  nation.  That 
is  a  power  never  before  vested  in  the 
OhiiTch  of  8cotiand,  even  in  its  best 
days.  It  has  always  been  exercised  by 
the  Oonrt  of  Session  as  the  representa- 
tire  of  the  entire  nation.  Now,  the 
question  comes  to  be — What  is  tiiereason 
for  this  mar\'Gllous  and  Bpontaneous 
If^dation  ?  The  nation  has  never  asked 
fox  this  measure;  neither,  we  are  assured, 
doee  the  Church  require  it.  The  reason 
for  bringing  forwara  this  measure  \n  not 
far  to  seek.  This  Bill  has  been  designed 
and  was  promoted  in  pursuance  of  a 
policy  initiated  in  1874  by  the  Party 
opposite.  Its  object  is  to  strengthen  and 
give  permanence  to  the  Established 
Church  of  Scotland  at  the  expense  of 
the  Free  Church  and  the  United  Pres- 
byterian Church,  both  of  which  exist  in 
vindication  of  the  great  principle  of 
spiritual  independence,  which  the  Es- 
tablished Church  found  it  convenient  in 
1843  to  ignore.  Money  has  been  libe- 
rally supplied  by  Gentlemen  representing 
the  Party  opposite,  and  every  house  in 
Scotland  has  been  canvassed  and  called 
upon  by  emissaries  paid  by  funds  forth- 
coming for  the  purpose,  and  the  signa- 
tures of  children  and  women  and  of  every 
person  who  could  sign  iias  been  put  to 
Petitions  to  be  carried  to  this  House. 
I  will  not  pursue  that  matter  ;  but  these 
Petitions  and  their  meaning  are  well 
nnderstood  in  Scotland.  The  policy  of 
1874,  which  sought  to  bring  back  the 
people  of  Scotland  into  communion  with 
the  Established  Church  by  rescinding 
the  Patronage  Act  of  1712,  has  proved  a 
failure.  It  was  believed  that  the  Act  of 
1712  had  caused  the  Disruption  of  1843, 
and  also  the  Secessions  of  1733  and 
1769 ;  whereas  that  Act  only  afforded  to 
the  Courts  of  Law,  under  certain  condi- 
tions, opportunity  to  interfere  with  what 
the  Church  believed  to  be  her  spiritual 
independence.  The  Bill  now  before  the 
House  proposes  to  crown  this  policy 
of  1874  by  yielding  to  the  present  Es- 
tablished Gburch  the  entire  ground  of 
contention  as  between  the  State  and  the 
Presbyterian  Churches  of  Scotland  since 
the  Keformation  ;  and  if  it  passes  into 
law,  the  Church  of  Scotland  will  not 
only  be  in  possession  of  the  entire  na- 
tional endowments,  but  it  will  become 
possessed  of  absolute  and  uncontrolled 
ecclesiastical  power  in  the  Kingdom  of 
Scotland.  Those  of  us  who  have  had  to 
fight  the  battle  of  the  Liberal  cause  in 


the  last  General  Election  can  form  a 
very  good  idea  of  what  all  this  would 
mean.  Upon  the  non  established  sections 
of  tbe  Church — the  Free  and  United 
Presbyterian  Churches— the  Bill  will 
perpetuate  a  manifest  injustice,  and  for 
that  reason  it  will  of  nece-ssity  infallibly 
fail  to  attain  and  accomplish  the  object 
and  end  for  which  it  has  been  brought 
forward  by  its  promoters.  The  following 
facts  respecting  churches  in  Scotland 
may  interest  the  House :— We  have  in 
Scotland  3,700  Protestant  churches ;  this 
means  a  church  and  a  minister  for  every 
1,000  men,  women,  and  children  of  the 
Protestant  population.  It  is  calculated 
that  one  in  five  was  about  the  number 
that  cuuld  attend  church  at  any  one  given 
time,  on  the  assumption  that  the  whole 
population  were  church-goers,  which,  of 
course,  is  not  the  case,  nor  anything  like 
the  case.  We  have,  therefore,  in  Scot- 
land a  Protestant  church  and  a  minister 
for  every  200  of  the  population  capable 
of  attending  church  at  any  one  time.  Of 
these  3,700  churches,  600  are  claimed  by 
other  denominations  than  the  Presby- 
terians. The  remaining  3,100  constitute 
the  old  Presbyterian  Church  of  Scotland. 
All  of  these  churches  hold  the  same  doc- 
trines, have  the  same  form  of  worship, 
and  claim  the  same  ancestry.  The  entire 
National  Church  endowments,  with  the 
Church  buildings  and  land,  are  in  the 
exclusive  possession  of  1,000  of  these 
churches,  and  the  remaining  2,100  have 
been  erected  and  are  maintained  exclu- 
sively by  voluntary  effort.  Five  hundred 
of  these  voluntary  churches  are  attached 
to  the  Established  Church  ;  rather  more 
than  1,000  of  them  represent  the  Free 
Church,  and  about  600  the  United  Pres- 
byterian Church.  It  may  interest  the 
House  to  know  that  these  two  last- 
named  sections  of  the  old  Presbyterian 
Church  of  Scotland  supply  religious 
ordinances  in  cver^  comer  of  the  coun- 
try where  population  exists,  and  also  in 
many  parts  of  the  heathen  world,  at 
a  cost  exceedipg  £1,000,000  sterling 
per  annum.  Between  them  these  two 
Churches  alone  have  raised  and  spent 
for  the  good  of  Scotland  and  of  the 
world,  during  the  last  42  years,  the 
va&t  sum  of  £27,565,311  ;  and,  he- 
sides,  they  have  had  to  pay  their  share 
of  about  £2,000,000,  raised  by  local 
rates,  for  building  and  repairing  Es- 
tablished churches  and  manses  during 
these  years.  This  Bill  actually  proposes 
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to  disfzancbise  tbose  Churches,  which 
carty  on  this  vast  Ohristian  work  at 
their  own  expense,  and  to  place  the  es- 
clusive  and  anaontT<dled  ecclesiastical 
power  in  Scotland  into  the  hands  of  the 
present  Established  Church.  I  admit 
that,  in  doing  this  injustioe,  the  Bill 
professes  to  do  it  in  order  that  good 
might  come.  It  professes  to  aim  at 
the  re-union  and  recon  si  ruction  of  the 
old  Presbyterian  Church  of  Scotland. 
The  people  of  Scotland  are  naturally 
much  dissatisfied  with  the  waste  of  men 
and  money  induced  by  the  rivalry  of 
the  Established  and  non-Established 
Churches  in  the  country.  Eeconstruc- 
tion,  and  concentration  of  the  old  Pres- 
byterian Church  is  much  desired ;  but 
the  method  which  this  Bill  proposes 
will  never  secure  that  end.  There  is 
but  one  way  whereby  a  cordial  re- 
union and  co-operation  among  the 
Churches  in  Scotland  can  be  arrived 
at,  and  that  is  by  legislation  providing 
for  equality  in  the  eye  of  the  law  in 
all  Ohristian  denominations.  The  Bill 
before  the  House  can  only  aggravate  the 
existing  evils,  and  lead  to  "confusion 
worse  confounded  ; "  and  therefore  for 
this  reason,  certainly  not  the  least  of  the 
others  I  have  given,  I  trust  the  House 
will  not  read  this  Bill  a  second  time. 

Me.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  (Edin- 
burgh and  St.  Andrews  Universities) 
said,  he  had  listened  to  the  speeches  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  in  the  hope  of  getting 
some  iostruulion  as  to  the  Bill,  and  he 
had  also  waited  with  some  patience  to 
hear  an  expression  of  opinion  from  some- 
one ou  the  Treasury  Bench  on  so  im- 
portant a  measure.  He  should  have 
imagined  that,  on  a  matter  really  con- 
nected with  the  future  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland,  they  might  have  expected  to 
get  some  leading,  if  not  some  Hgbt,  from 
Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  Bench.  No 
fewer  than  10  hon.  Members  represent- 
ing Scotch  constituencies  sat  on  that 
Bench,  and  lie  thought  he  was  safe  in 
saying  that  no  one  of  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers succeeded  in  ^ettiilg  into  the  posi- 
tion which  gave  him  the  opportunity  of 
sitting  upon  the  Treasury  Bench,  with- 
out his  mind  and  soul  being  very  much 
exercised  during  the  Elections  upon  all 
questions  relating  to  the  Church  Estab- 
lishment in  Scotland,  He  doubted  not 
but  that  these  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  had  firmly  and  distinctly 
made  up  their  minds  as  to  the  course 


they  were  prepared  to  take ;  but  it 
would  bo  well  that  we  should  hear  their 
declarations  in  that  House.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  who  moved  the 
second  reading  of  the  BUI  considered  it 
a  most  important  measure  for  the  Pur- 
pose  of  sustaining  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land, and  he  was  inclined  to  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  below  the  Gangway  who 
had  spoken  against  it  objected  to  it  on 
exactly  the  same  ground.  Perhaps  their 
surprise  was  not  justified  at  the  silence 
of  the  hon.  and  right  hon.  Members  on 
the  Treasury  Bench  when  they  con- 
sidered  the  history  of  the  liberal  Party, 
especially  as  connected  with  their  great 
Chief,  upon  the  question  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  Scotland.  The  whole 
tendency  of  their  utterances  at  the 
General  Election  was  that  this  great 
question,  which  affected  Scotland  more 
deeply  than  other  questions  which  could 
possibly  come  before  the  House  during 
the  present  generation,  was  a  question 
on  which  they  were  to  get  no  li^ht  or 
leading  from  the  Leaders  of  the  Liberal 
Party.  It  was  to  be  left  to  be  fought 
out  in  a  parochial  fashion,  by  means  of 
resolutions  and  Petitions  and  majorities 
here  and  there.  Then,  as  he  understood, 
the  Leaders  of  the  Liberal  Party  would 
be  found  ready  to  deal  with  the  question. 
The  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquees  of 
Hartington)  announced  that  as  the  great 
and  grand  policy  of  the  Liberal  Party  a 
good  many  years  ago ;  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  since 
adopted  it  ae  being  the  right  policy, 
and  it  was  quite  evident  that  those  who 
followed  hiiu  in  other  matters  were  pre- 
pared to  follow  him  in  that.  He  was 
inclined  to  think,  however,  that  there 
was  another  reason  for  the  sUence  on  the 
Treasury  Bench,  and  that  was  Uiat  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  were  extremely  anxious  that 
there  should  bo  no  risk  of  the  debate  not 
resulting  in  a  division,  and,  therefore, 
they  were  unwilling  to  occupy  the  time 
of  the  House  in  making  speeches.  Al- 
though that  was  the  position  they  might 
lake  up,  it  would  be  wrong  in  others  to 
follow  their  example.  It  would  be  well 
for  hon.  Members,  many  of  whom  know 
not  very  much  about  Scotland,  and  slill 
less  about  Scottish  ecclesiastical  matters 
— an  observation  which,  he  feared,  must 
apply  to  several  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  represented  Scottish  constituencies, 
and  vno  had  a  seat  oa  the  Treasury 
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Bench — ^tfaat  a  word  should  be  said  for 
the  purpose  of  letting  them  know  how 
the  case  really  stood  in  Scotland ;  be- 
cause if  any  hon.  Member  thought  the 
case  of  the  Church  of  Scotland  could  be 
fairly  and  honestly  dealt  with  on  the 
same  footing  as  the  Church  of  Ireland 
was  dealt  with,  they  were  very  much 
mistaken  indeed.  None  of  the  argu- 
ments that  were  used  against  the  Church 
of  Ireland  applied  to  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land. The  leading  arguments  against 
the  Irish  Church  were  that  its  doctrines 
werealien  to  those  held  bythe  great  mass 
of  the  people,  and  that  those  doctrines 
of  a  minority  had  failed  to  convert  the 
mt^ority.  The  Church  of  Scotland  did 
not  profess  a  doctrine  alien  to  t&e  mass 
of  the  people,  nor  was  it  the  Ohuroh  of 
the  minority.  It  was  admitted  on  all 
bands  that  the  doctrines  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland  were  exactly  the  same  as 
those  of  other  great  Presbyterian 
Churches  whose  object  had  been  for 
years,  and  evidently  still  was,  to  destroy 
the  Church  of  Scotlaad  if  they  could. 
But  there  was  another  fact  probably 
unknown  to  the  hon.  Members  of  the 
House.  He  thought  it  necessary  to 
state  it,  because  he  had  reason  to  be 
aware  it  was  not  generally  known,  that 
the  position  of  the  Church  of  Scotland 
towards  the  State  was  totally  different 
from  the  position  held  by  the  Church  of 
England  towards  the  State.  In  Eng- 
land, the  Sovereign  was  the  Head  of  the 
Ohnroh;  in  Scotland,  on  the  contrary, 
not  only  was  the  Sovereign  in  no  sense 
the  Head  of  the  Church,  but  upon  the 
occasion  of  every  General  Assembly  Her 
Majesty's  Representative  heard  the  de- 
claration that  the  Church  had  one  Head, 
and  one  Head  only.  That  statement  was 
accepted  by  Her  Majesty's  Bepresenta- 
tive.  The  Church  of  Scotlaad,  in  its 
doctrines,  agreed  with  the  great  mass 
of  the  people.  Who  were  the  people  who 
diffCTed  P  Principally  and  mainly  the 
Boman  Catholics  and  the  members  of 
the  Episcopalian  Church  of  Scotland. 
But  the  only  declaration  they  had  had 
from  the  greatest  ecclesiastical  authori- 
ties in  Great  Britain  upon  Disestablish- 
ment had  dedared  dead  against  it.  As 
regarded  the  Episcopal  Ohuroh  of  Scot- 
land, no  one  would  say  that  the  people 
who  accepted  the  ministration  of  the 
Episcopal  Church  of  Scotland  desired 
that  the  Church  of  Scotland  should  be 
disestablished  and  disendowed.  That 
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being  so,  he  ventured  to  say,  after 
listening  to  the  speech  directed  against 
it,  that  they  were  the  reij  strongest 
arguments  which  could  be  used  in  its 
favour.  Take,  in  the  first  place,  the 
views  expressed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron),  who  moved  the 
Amendment  to  the  second  reading.  What 
did  be  say  ?  That  the  recognized  month- 
piece  of  the  Free  Church  of  Scotland  did 
not  reject  this  Bill,  bnt  condemned  it. 
That  sounded  very  strong,  and  as  if  they 
were  goingtocome  forward  immediately 
with  some  very  powerful  reason  and 
areument  to  justify  such  a  statement. 
What  was  the  reasoning,  and  what  was 
the  argument?  The  reasoning,  evi- 
dently, was  that  tho  Bill  was  not  merely 
a  wrong,  bnt  something  worse,  which 
those  who  ^pr«Bsed  thenuelves  in  that 
way  thought  so  bad  that  they  would  ab- 
stain from  characterizing  it.  Let  him 
say,  in  the  first  place,  that  anything 
more  vague  than  that  could  hardly  be 
conceived ;  in  the  second  place,  that  any- 
thing more  general  than  ^at  could 
hardly  be  conceived ;  and,  in  the  third 
place,  that  anything  more  abusive  than 
that  with  reference  to  a  Church  could 
hardly  be  conceived.  There  was  hardly 
from  beginning  to  end  one  trace  of  rea- 
soning or  argument.  But  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Lanarkshire  (Mr. 
Mason),  who  spoke  afterwards,  gave  ex- 
pression to  that  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  said  he  and 
his  Friends  would  abstain  from  charac- 
terizing.   

Db.  CABfEBON  said,  he  did  not  say 
anything  of  the  sort.  The  observation 
in  question  he  quoted  hora  the  Beport 
of  the  Committee  of  the  Free  Church, 
and  he  did  not  express  any  opinion  of 
his  own. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  said,  he 
presumed  the  hon.  Gentleman,  in  quot- 
ing from  a  Committee  of  the  Free  Church, 
thought  he  was  quoting  the  best  pos- 
sible ai^ument  he  could  get,  else  why 
did  he  quote  this  expression  ? 

Db.  OAMEBON  :  For  the  purpose  of 
showing  the  attitude  of  the  Free  Church 
on  the  question. 

Me.  J.  H,  A.  MACDONALD  said, 
he  presumed  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 

freat  respect  for  the  opinion  of  the 
ree  Churoh  Committee,  and  for  their 
powers  of  reasoning  and  argument.  [Dr. 
Cameron  :  Hear,  hear  !]  Their  argu- 
ment was  that  the  Bill  was  something 
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more  than  a  -wrcmg  which  they  abatained 
from  oharaoterizing.  The  hon.  Member 
for  LaDarkshire  vent  further,  and  used 
an  ezpreBsioa  vhioh  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's Committee  did  not  choose  to  use. 
He  said  it  was  a  Bill  which  was  oha- 
raot«rized  by  meanness.  He  should  like, 
sffun,  to  hare  had  some  reasoning  npon 
that  matter.  It  was  admitted  on  all 
hands  that  this  Bill  was  declaratory.  It 
deolaredathmff  which  already  existed,  for 
the  purpose  of  convincing  the  minds  of 
those  people  who,  from  historical  tradi- 
tions, were  in  doubt  as  to  the  actual 
position  of  the  Ohurch.  And  now  they 
were  told  thata  Bill  which  only  did  that 
was  a  meanness.  He  thought  such 
argument  as  that  very  plainly  indicated 
the  weakness  of  the  case  of  the  Mover 
of  the  Amendment,  and  brought  out 
▼ery  clearly  that  the  object  and  inten- 
tion of  the  Amendment  was  to  keep  up 
a  wrong  impression  in  the  minds  of 
many  of  the  people  of  Scotland  in  order 
to  prevent  them  coming  back  to  the 
Ghoroh  of  Scotland.  It  was  said  there 
were  principles  which  went  beyond  diose 
which  were  stated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Inverness  Burghs,  and  which  were 
not  embodied  or  exprwsed  in  this  Bill, 
for  informing  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
Scotland.  But  was  that  an  argument 
against  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  ? 
He  ventured  to  submit  that  it  was  not, 
and  that  if  these  were  principles  which 
the  Free  Church  and  the  other  Churches 
in  Scotland  required  to  have  declared  in 
order  to  place  them  in  a  position  to  enter 
into  union  with  the  Ohurch  of  Scotland, 
these  principles  could  be  very  easily 
stated  in  this  House,  and  means  could 
be  taken  after  the  BiU  was  read  a  second 
time  to  have  them  embodied  in  it. 
When  hon.  Qeatlemen  came  down  to 
this  House  and  told  them  this  was  a 
proposal  which  was  characterized  by 
wrong,  by  injustice,  and  by  thin^  which 
they  abstained  from  charaoterizm^,  and 
by  meanness,  what  was  the  position  in 
which  they  placed  themselves  ?  When 
they  found  that  more  than  1,000  office- 
bearers of  the  Church  which  they  pro- 
fessed to  represent  had  sent  a  Petition 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister,  asking  him  to  give  his  support 
to  this  Bill,  he  ventured  to  say  that 
never  in  the  history  of  this  countir  - 
certainly  never  in  the  ecclesiastical  his- 
tory of  this  country  —  was  sudi  an 
anomaly  found  as  hon.  Members  coming 
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there  to  make  such  statements  as  they 
had  made  on  behalf  of  that  very  Church 
for  the  purpose  of  defeating  a  BiU  which 
so  large  a  number  of  the  members  of 
that  Church  supported,  and  supported 
emphatically,  on  the  ground  that  they 
wished  to  see  the  people  united  in  a 
common  Ohristianity,  and  the  ecclesias- 
tical strife  which  had.  so  long  broken 
the  peace  in  their  country  smoothed 
away. 

Thb  secretary  for  800TL.\ND 
(Mr.  Teevblyan)  (Hawiok,  &c.)  said  : 
My  right  hon.  Friend  always  does  busi- 
ness in  a  very  pleasant  manner  across 
the  Table  ;  and  I  will  therefore  gratify, 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment,  his  wish 
to  kno#  what  we  upon  this  Bench  think 
of  this  Bill.  He  says  that  the  Members 
of  the  Government  have  very  little  know- 
ledge of  the  religious  state  of  Scotland. 
I  should  think  that  in  a  country  which, 
like  Scotland,  so  thoroughly  knows  its 
own  religious  conditions,  a  Government 
who  could  draw  nine  or  ten  Members 
from  the  Bepresentatives  of  Scotland 
must  be  pretty  well  aware  of  the  main 
outlines  of  the  religions  situation  in  that 
country.  My  right  hon.  Friend  says 
that  he  hopes  we  have  made  up  our 
minds  firmly  and  clearly.  At  the  last 
General  Election  I  felt  very  clearly,  and 
if  every  a  man  spoke  clearly  I  did,  and 
I  shall  speak  very  clearly  to-night ; 
only,  unlike  my  right  hon.  Friend,  I 
will  speak  entirely  on  matters  within  the 
four  comers  of  the  Bill.  I  approach 
this  subject  with  very  great  diffidence, 
because  it  is  a  matter  relating  to  Scot- 
tish Law  and  Scottish  Ecclesiastical 
Law  on  whioli  I  do  not  pretend  to  be  an 
authority.  This  Bill  has  been  brought 
iu  by  an  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Finlay)  who,  I  hope,  on  a  some- 
what short  acquaintance,  will  allow  me 
to  call  him  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
He  is  a  lawyer  of  eminence,  and  it  is 
well  known  that  he  is  interested  in  re- 
ligious matters ;  and  to-day  he  gave  the 
House  a  very  good  taste  of  his  quality 
as  au  orator.  The  first  appearance  of 
the  Bill  is  enough  to  frighten  away  any 
layman.  Upon  examining  it,  I  find  one 
difficulty  of  the  greatest  importance. 
The  Preamble  of  the  Bill  professes  to 
relate  to  all  the  Presbyterians  of  Scot- 
land— that  is  to  say,  to  about  80  per 
cent  of  the  entire  Scottish  people.  But 
when  you  look  closely  at  the  BiU  yon 
find  that,  instead  of  rating  to  aU  the 
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Presby  teriana  of  Sootland,  it  relates  only 
to  one  religious  body,  and  that  religious 
body  is  the  Established  Church  of  Scot- 
land. The  provisions  of  the  Bill  are 
mainly  ^d  confessedly  two.  The  first 
are  the  Declaratory  Glauses.  They  de- 
clare tbat  the  Oourts  of  the  Oburoh  of 
Scotland  are  to  have  the  s(^e  and  exclu- 
sive Tight  of  regulating  and  deciding  on 
spiritual  matters,  and  that  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Civil  Court  is  saved  and  re- 
served in  everything  that  relates  to  civil 
matters  and  to  the  civil  consequences  of 
spiritual  decisions.  Then  there  is  an 
enacting  clause  of  considerable  import- 
ance, providing  that  after  the  passing  of 
this  Act  the  powers  which  now  rest  in 
the  Civil  Court  of  forming  and  detach- 
ing new  parishes  shall  pass  to  the 
Spiritual  Courts.  It  is  in  the  Declara- 
tory Clauses  that  the  real  importance  of 
the  Bill  lies.  Now,  the  first  point  to  be 
observed— and  I  am  glad  to  say  it  is  a 
point  vhioh  throughout  this  debate  has 
been  pretty  generally  touched  upon — is 
that  this  is  a  measure  which  applies 
'  solely  to  the  Established  Church,  but 
for  which  it  is  hardly  too  much  to  say 
that  the  Established  Church  has  never 
asked — and  there  I  wish  to  put  myself, 
I  think,  in  agreement  with  the  House— 

I  mean  that  it  is  an  object  for  which  the 
Established  Church  has  made  no  gene- 
ral demand,  and  especially  no  demand 
of  any  long  standing.  Churches  and. 
religious  bodies  often  lie  under  great 

frievances,  and  they  make  demands  on 
arliament  to  relieve  them,  and  often 
Parliament  is  not  in  a  hurry  to  relieve 
them ;  but  in  this  case  you  have  a 
Church  which  not  only  has  never  felt 
its  grievance,  and  never  for  its  own  sake 
has  asked  to  be  relieved  of  it,  but 
through  its  authorized  channels  has  ex- 
pressed itself  perfectly  satisfied  with  the 
state  of  things  as  they  are  now.   Ten  or 

I I  years  ago  this  question  was  mooted 
in  the  General  Assembly  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  ;  and  on  that  occasion  the 
Procurator  of  the  Church,  Mr.  Lee — 
now  Lord  Lee — urged  that  the  Assembly 
Committee  sbonid  be  instructed  not  to 
suffer  any  enactment  to  pass  which 
would  seem  to  imply  that  the  Church 
desired  any  enactment  from  the  Legis- 
lature with  regard  to  its  jurisdiction  or 
its  authority,  either  in  the  way  of  re- 
servation or  enactment.  On  a  subse- 
quent day  there  was  a  proposal  to  have 
ft  Declaratory  BUI  of  Uiis  nature,  and 


that  pro{K>Bal  was  withdrawn,  having 
been  received  with  complete  coldness  on 
the  part  of  almost  everybody  oonoemed. 
In  an  authoritative  spirit  on  that 
occasion,  the  Procurator  of  the  Church 
said — 

'*  Within  the  provinoe  ot  the  Church,  every 
deoimon  that  the  Courts  have  pronounced,  io- 
clading  the  deciaion  on  the  Veto  Act,  recognized 
that  the  Church  ii  BQpreme.  Xhere  had  never 
been  any  doubt  thrown  upon  tiiat  subject,  and 
he  trosted  they  would  not  begin  to  throw  doubt 
upon  it  now." 

That  was  to  say,  that  this  Established 
Church,  for  which  this  Bill  was  osten- 
sibly being  proposed,  held  that  Its  posi- 
tion was  quite  clear,  and  that  it  had 
everything  in  the  essence  which  was 
proposed  to  be  declared  by  this  Bill. 
Parliament,  eager  as  it  is  to  do  business, 
has  not  time  to  waste  upon  bodies  who 
had  no  grievance  which  they  wished  re- 
dressed. The  position  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland  is  so  clear  that  it  does  not  want 
defining,  and  it  is  so  good  that  it  does 
not  want  amending.  I  think  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  will  agree  with  me 
that,  since  the  Disruption  of  1843,  there 
have  only  been  a  very  few  cases,  and 
these  small  or  even  trumpery  cases, 
which  have  been  brought  oefore  the 
Civil  Courts;  that  in  all  these  cases, 
small  as  they  were,  they  were  not  too 
small  for  the  Civil  Courts  to  be  able  to 
declare  over  and  over  again  the  great 
principle  of  the  independeneo  of  the 
Church  Courts  in  spiritual  things,  while 
they  laid  down  certainly  tbat  in  civil 
matters  the  Civil  Courts  were  authori- 
tative. That  was  the  state  of  things.  I 
will  not  quote,  but  I  have  before  me 
some  of  these  very  important  deoisione 
of  the  Courts.  But  I  aver,  and  I  do  not 
think  anyone  here  wUl  deny,  that  that 
is  the  state  of  affairs  with  regard  to  the 
Courts  and  the  Established  Church ;  and 
I  boldly  affirm  that  this  Bill,  if  it  passes, 
will  not  alter  in  one  whit  or  tittle  the 
real,  practical  position  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland.  Knowing  that  to  be  the  case, 
that  Church  has  not  only  never,  up  to 
the  very  eve  of  the  presentation  of  this 
Bill  to  Parliament,  asked  for  this  Bill, 
but  on  those  occasions  when  they  have 
had  anything  to  say  with  regard  to  such 
proposals  it  has  vigorously  protested 
against  them.  Well,  why  is  uiis  mea- 
sure brought  forward  ?  As  to  the  rea- 
son, there  is  no  doubt  and  no  concealment 
whatever.    The  Claim  of  Bight— the 
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instrumdiit  on  whicli  was  ffronnded  that 
noble  act  of  self'Saerifice  ^^oh  has  been 
referred  <o  from  Tarions  ports  of  the 
House  with  Booh  different  motives  and 
objects  in  the  course  of  this  debate— 
the  Charter  of  the  Claim  of  Bight  was 
not  that  of  the  Established  Church  to 
which  this  Bill  applied,  but  of  the  Free 
Church,  to  which  this  Bill  ostensibly 
does  not  apply.  That  Claim  of  !Rig;ht 
contained  some  Tery  important  state- 
ments with  regard  to  the  spiritual  inde- 
pendence of  the  Church  —  statements 
which  likewise  admit  the  civil  rights  of 
the  Courts  so  far  as  those  civil  rights  go. 
Here,  again,  at  this  period,  when  I  am 
anxious  to  make  a  short  speech,  I  shall 
not  read  those  important  passages  of 
the  Claim  of  Bight.  Let  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber compare  the  1  st,  2nd,  and  5th  clauses 
of  this  Bill,  and  he  will  see  the  bearing 
of  the  measure  on  the  ecclesiastical  con- 
dition of  Scotland,  when  he  compares 
these  clauses  with  the  well  -  known 
extracts  from  the  Claim  of  Bight.  The 
object  of  this  Bill  is  very  clearly  put 
forward  in  the  Preamble,  bo  far  as  the 
motives  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Finlay)  are  oonoerned,  as  the 
uiiion  of  the  Presbyterians  in  Scotland, 
but  very  incorrectly,  as  I  hope  to  be  able 
to  prove  in  the  few  words  I  shall  say. 
The  object  of  this  Bill  is  to  e£face  the 
distinction  between  the  Established 
Church  and  the  Free  Church,  and  to 
draw,  not  the  Free  Church,  but  parts  of 
the  Free  Church,  into  the  ancient  fold 
of  the  Established  Church.  It  is  with 
reference  to  the  Free  Church  and  not 
the  Established  Church  that  this  legis- 
lation, as  it  appears  upon  the  face  of 
the  Bill,  is  proposed,  and  it  is  for  us  to 
see  what  the  Free  Church  say  about  it. 
It  is  them  that  it  affects,  and  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  the  great  majority 
of  the  Free  Church — the  enormous  ma- 
jority of  their  ministers,  and  the  great 
majority  of  their  laity — protest  against 
it  energetically  and  emphatically.  It  is 
not  very  easy  to  arrive  at  any  absolute 
conclusion  as  to  the  opinions  of  a  reli- 
gious body  when  the  Assembly  of  that 
religious  body  is  not  entirely  represen- 
tative. But  there  is  a  very  large  repre- 
sentative element  indeed  in  the  As- 
sembly of  the  Free  Church;  and  in  the 
Assembly  of  the  Free  Church,  by  a  ma- 
jority of  405, 1  think,  to  67,  the  principle 
of  Disestablishment  was  maintained. 
The  Assembly  has  not  had  any  opportu- 


nity  of  considering  this  Bill;  but  the 
Commission  of  the  Assembly  has  had 
that  opportunity,  and  in  the  Gommisston 
of  the  Assembly,  by  a  majority  of  more 
than  four  to  one— by  67  to  14— an  ex> 
tremely  strong  Resolution  against  the 
Bill  was  passed,  and  its  terms  constitute 
as  strong  a  condemnation  as  could  be 
passed.  Now,  it  must  be  remembered 
that  if  405  to  67  in  the  Assembly  voted 
for  Disestablishment,  it  is  quite  certain 
that  every  one  of  those  men  who  voted 
for  Disestablishment  would  vote  against 
this  Bill ;  and  if  you  took  the  question 
of  this  Bill  to  the  Assembly  you  would 
find  that  the  proportion  of  those  who 
voted  against  the  Bill  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Finlay)  would  he 
even  greater  than  those  who  voted 
against  Diseatablishment.  For  my  own 
part,  I  do  not  care  to  refer  too  much  to 
Petitions  and  to  meetings  of  laymen  and 
office-bearers,  though  we  can  show  very 
important  meetings  of  laymen  and  office 
bearers  against  the  Bill.  I  prefer  to  look 
at  what  one  gathers  to  be  the  feeling  of 
Scotland  at  the  General  Election;  and  I 
am  bound  to  say  I  would  rather  appeal 
to  the  Representatives  of  Scotland  in  this 
House  as  proper  representatives  of  what 
the  feelings  of  Scotland  are  than  to  any 
number  of  Petitions  whatsoever ;  and  I 
trust  that  we  may  go  to  a  division  to-day 
and  show  on  which  side  the  majority, 
and,  I  think,  the  great  majority,  of 
those  hon.  Members  will  be  fouud.  That 
is  the  view  of  the  Free  Church.  They 
say,  and  they  say  with  reason,  that  this 
measure  is  devised  and  intended  to  bring 
about  a  profound  change  in  their  most 
important  organization  ;  and  they  say 
that  if  you  are  to  set  abont  making  a 
union  of  Churches,  this  is  not  the  way  to 
go  about  it.  Hon.  Gentlemen  must  re- 
collect that  the  interests  involved  in  this 
question  are  enormous.  There  are  over 
1,100  Free  Church  ministers ;  there  are 
all  their  missionaries  and  school  officers ; 
there  are  a  number  of  young  men  who 
are  training  for  the  ministry.  There  is 
a  yearly  income  of  £625,000.  Their 
settled  funds  come  to  the  enormous  value 
of  £884,000.  They  have,  besides,  all 
their  manses,  their  Assembly  rooms, 
and  their  Colleges,  which  alone,  I  am 
informed,  come  to  the  value  of  about 
£3,000,000.  All  this  enormous  mass  of 
material  interests,  and  all  these  careers, 
and  all  this  great  history  of  theirfr— 
which. is  a  very  great  history,  it  not  a 
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long  history — and  remember  that,  al- 
though many  peo^de  call  the  history  of 
the  Free  Oburoh  a  vexy  ehort  history, 
the  Free  Church  itself  would  say  it  was 
a  very  long  history,  dating  back  to  the 
fathers  of  the  Reformation — all  this  is 
at  stake ;  and  I  really  appeal  to  boa. 
Members  opposite  who  have  not  hitherto 
committed  themselves  to  this  Bill,  if  you 
do  seek  to  bring  about  a  union  between 
these  Churches,  if  you  do  seek  to  deal 
with  these  immense  interests,  you  ought 
to  deal  with  them  very  openly,  and  at 
the  same  time  very  delicately,  and  in  a 
way  in  which  these  interests  will  not 
suffer.  Either  this  Bill  will  fail,  and  no 
great  number  of  the  EVee  Church  con- 
gregations will  come  over  to  the  Estab- 
n^ed  Ohurofa,  or  this  great  organization 
will  suffer,  and  many  people  will  be 
rained — ^people  of  a  dais  whom,  I  am 
sure,  the  House  of  Commons  would  as 
little  like  to  see  in  an  evil  plight  as  any 
class  of  men  in  the  country.  If  we  are 
to  have  any  soheme  at  all,  we  ought  to 
have  a  soheme  by  which  this  vast  collec- 
tion of  resources  and  men — not  much 
less  vast  than  those  of  the  Established 
Church — should  be  amalgamated  with 
the  Establishment  on  broad  and  intelli- 

gible  grounds.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  ventured  upon  a  surgical 
metaphor— and  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
he  is  the  only  person  whom  I  have  beard 
in  the  House  of  CommoDs  venture  upon 
a  surgical  metaphor,  and  bring  himself 
out  of  it  not  only  with  credit,  out  with 
something  like  glory— and  he  said  we 
ought  not  to  have  a  heroio  remedy  for  a 
samll  th<»n.  What  we  want  is  not  so 
much  a  heroio  remedy  ;  we  want  a  just 
remedy — a  remedy  which  will  commend 
itself  to  the  people  who  are  chiefly 
affected  by  the  legislation  which  you  ask 
us  to  adopt.  Now,  Sir,  there  is  another 
thing  which  strikes  me  about  this  Bill 
very  much.  Here,  again,  I  must  refer 
to  the  eloquence  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member.  I  have  heard  many  descrip- 
tions of  the  Disruption,  but  I  never 
heard  a  better  one  than  that  given  by 
the  h(m.  and  learned  Member.  But  I 
must  say  I  think  that  if  he  applied  that 
deaoription  of  the  Disruption  for  the 
purposes  of  his  Bill,  he  was  using  a  rhe- 
torical weapon  which  is  more  ingenious 
than  fair.  What  are  we  doing  by  this 
BiU?  We  acknowledge  that  in  the 
great  debate  between  ue  Established 
and  Free  Ohnrohes  the  Free  QhnrehwaB 

yoii,  ooom.  [tbzbd  aebies.;] 


righton  every  point;  and,  acknowledging 
that,  we  bring  in  a  Bill  which  decmree 
and  acknowledgesthis,  and  then  punishes 
the  successors  of  these  men  —  and 
puoishes  many  of  these  men  themselves, 
for  I  am  glad  to  say  that  some  of  tiie 
heroes  of  that  great  movement  are  still 
alive — by  withdrawing  from  them  every 
member  of  their  body  who  can  be  in- 
duced to  think  that  the  difference  be- 
tween the  one  Church  and  the  other  con< 
ststs  in  a  Declaratory  Act  of  Parliament. 
The  class  of  argument  which  we  have 
been  hearing  this  aftranoon  was  directed 
in  great  abundance  against  the  Patronage 
Bill  in  1874;  but  every  one  of  these 
arguments  tells  with  much  greater  effect 
here.  The  Patronage  Bill  was  a  genuine 
measure  on  one  oi  its  sides  to  broaden, 
and  widen  the  Church.  There  was  a 
great  deal  to  be  said  about  the  reflective 
action  of  that  measure,  and  the  unjust 
character  of  that  action  upon  the  Dis- 
established Churches ;  but  the  measure 
was  one  which  was  of  genuine  benefit 
to  the  Church.  It  enabled  the  Church 
to  do  that  which  the  other  Churches  are 
anxious  to  do,  and  which,  again,  a  num- 
ber of  other  Churches  can  do — to  see 
that  the  ministers  are  ministers  who  are 
trusted  and  beloved  and  admired  by  the 
people.  It  was  a  great  boon  and  ad- 
vantage to  the  people  of  the  Established 
Church;  but  this  is  another  matter.  This 
is  a  Bill  which  gives  no  solid  advantage 
to  the  Church  at  all  which  it  had  not  got 
before— a  Bill  against  which  everything 
can  be  said  which  was  said  against  the 
Patronage  Bill — and,  I  must  say,  strictly 
speaking,  Uiat  I  do  not  think  the  right 
hon.  Gmitleman  opposite  [Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Maodonald)  at  all  removed  that  impres- 
sion &om  my  mind — a  Bill  for  which 
there  is  almost  notbiug  to  be  said  on  its 
own  merits.  There  is  one  most  serious 
consideration,  and  that  is,  the  effect 
which  this  Bill  will  have  upon  the  re- 
lations of  the  Scottish  Churches.  The 
Preamble  states  that  it  is  for  the  pur- 
pose of  the  re-union  of  the  Presbyterian 
Churches.  Well,  I  think  it  would  have 
a  very  different  operation.  It  is  impos- 
sible for  anyone  who,  like  myself,  and 
many  of  those  who  sit  arotmd  me,  have 
known  Scotland  socially  and  politically 
for  the  last  18  or  20  years,  not  to  see 
that  whether  or  not  the  Established 
Church  has  grown  in  favour  and  popu- 
larity— and  to  a  great  extent  it  has 
grown,  and  most  deservedly,  in  favour 
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andpopnlan^— ontheotherKand,  there 

is  a  much  more  Intense  feeling  in  ifarour 
of  Disestablishment  in  the  quarterswhere 
that  feeling  preriously  existed.  I  must 
say  my  experience  is  that  the  Disestab- 
lishment feeling  has  grown  up  very  much 
in  the  course  of  the  last  12  years.  I  do 
not  deny,  at  the  same  time,  that  the 
feeling  of  loyalty  towards  the  Oburch 
hasgrownverygreatlylikewise.  Nothing 
has  contributed  so  much  to  make  Dis- 
establishment a  burniag  question  in 
Scotland — -aud  I  speak  with  the  expe- 
rience of  a  Scottish  Member  when  I  say 
that  I  heard  little  of  Scottish  Disestablish- 
ment during  the  first  eight  years  I  was 
a  Scottish  Member,  and  I  luve  heard  a 
great  deal  about  it  during  the  last  10 — 
nothmg  has  contributed  bo  much  to 
make  DisestabUshment  a  burning  ques- 
tion as  those  oooasions  on  which  the 
Established  Church  has  taken  the  ag- 
gressive. The  Patronage  Act,  for  which 
there  was  so  very  much  to  say  in  itself, 
because  it  was  regarded  as  an  invasion 
of  the  Nonconformist  Churches,  put 
these  Churches  on  their  defence,  and 
made  Disestablishment  a  reality ;  and 
this  Bill,  for  which  there  is  so  little  or 
nothing  to  eay — and  I  think  little  or 
nothing  has  been  said,  except  that  it 
might  weaken  some  of  the  Free  Churches 
—  Drings .  it  into  a  very  disagreeable 

Srominenoe.  I  must  remind  some  hon. 
[embers  who  are  anxious  for  guidance 
in  this  matter  that  many  of  my  Col- 
leagues took  a  different  course  ftom 
what  I  did  at  tiie  Qeneral  Election,  and 
in  answer  to  requisitions  from  Presby- 
teries and  other  Established  Bodies, 
stated  that  they  would  not  rote— this 
was  the  case  with  many,  both  inside 
and  outside  the  Government — fbr  a  Dis- 
establishment Bill  during  the  present 
year— [(7n>«o/ "Parliament!"]— during 
the  present  Parliament. 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONAIiD  (Edin- 
burgh and  St.  Andrew's  UniTersities) : 
It  is  the  same  thing. 

Ma.  TKBVELYAN :  I  did  not  catch 
the  aside;  but,  putting  it  aside  as  a  word 
of  evil  omen,  I  would  say  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  gave  that  pledge  to  their 
supporters,  or  their  opponents — as  was 
ofiton,  I  suspect,  the  case  in  the  end— on 
the  Established  Church  would  do  well 
to  remember  that  if  this  tmoe  has  been 
proclaimed— a  truce  which  might,  like 
that  in  the  Middle  Age^  be  called  "  a 
tmoe  of  Gh>d  " — it  must  oe  a  truce  kept 

Mr.  2Ww/|ran 


by  both  rides ;  and  if  the  Established 
CHiuroh  arms  itself,  or  rather  arms  such 
a  doughty  champion  as  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  and  sends  him  down  into 
the  arena,  ^very  one  of  those  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  promised  that  they  would 
not  vote  for  Disestablishment  in  the 
present  Parliament  is  under  something 
tike  a  moral  obligation  to  vote  against 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill.  Again, 
if  we  were  to  legislate  for  the  purpose  of 
dealing  with  the  religious  differences  of 
Scotland,  how  can  we  expect  any  solid 
or  permanent  success  if  we  ignore  the 
United  Presbyterian  and  the  great  non- 
Presbyterian  denominations  in  Scotland  ? 
This  Bill  takes  no  account  of  them  at 
all.  Now,  it  is  one  thing  to  leave  the 
Established  Ohnroh  alone,  but  it  is  an- 
other thing  to  ask  tiioseOhuTohes,  which 
contain,  I  think,  something  like  1,000,000 
of  population  between  them,  to  help  a 
Bill  for  the  purpose  of  broadening  and 
extending  the  Established  Church  at  the 
expense  of  the  Disestablished  Churches. 
This  Bill  offers  nothing  whatever  to  that 
great  part  of  (be  population  who,  being 
Scotsmen,  have  absolutely  no  part  and 
parcel  in  any  of  the  religious  endow- 
ments or  the  religious  privileges  in  Scot- 
land. It  makes  no  offer  to  the  Free 
Church  itself  as  a  Church,  but  only  en- 
deavours to  steal  away— ["No,  no!  "] 
I  beg  your  pardon ;  I  recall  the  word  in 
a  moment — it  only  endeavours  to  tempt 
away  certain  individual  members  of  that 
Ohurofa  to  join  this  Established  Church, ' 
whi(^  bat  all  the  endowments  of  Scot- 
land at  its  oommand.  Besides  the  de- 
claratory clauses  of  the  Bill,  there  is  the 
4th  clause — a  clause  which  takes  from 
the  Court  of  Session  the  powers  which 
it  has  used  long  and  wisely  for  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  affairs  of  what  is 
called  the  State  Church.  It  takes  from 
the  Court  of  Session  the  powers  of  dis- 
joining and  afterwards  of  creating  a 
quoad  stcra  parish.  Now,  these  are 
powers  of  very  great  extent  in  Scotland. 
There  are  325  quoad  iaara  parishes,  and 
if  ever  there  was  a  civil  process,  it  was 
the  process  of  composing  one  of  these 
parishes.  The  process  of  the  Court  of 
Session  is  set  in  motion  by  the  heritors 
— that  is  to  say,  by  ratepaying,  properiy- 
holding  citizens.  If  there  is  any  objec- 
tion, that  objection  is  pat  forward  by 
these  heritors.  No  reference  whatever 
is  made  to  the  Church  Courts—they  have 
no  iww  standi  whatever.   The  Eresby- 
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tery  is  only  appealed  to  as  an  act  of 
grace  for  its  opinions  occasionally  by  the 
Court  of  Session.  The  oivil  processes 
which  the  Court  of  Session  have  to  make 
out  are  very  important.  They  hare  on 
occasions  to  separate  glebes;  they  have 
to  reserve  the  interests  of  the  existing 
minister;  they  have  to  aEcertain  whether 
the  stipend  is  sufficient,  and  whether  it 
is  adequately  secured. 

Sir  ARCHIBALD  ORR-EWING 
(Dumbarton)  was  understood  to  take  ex- 
ception to  the  word  "stipend." 

lfa.TEEVBLTAN:  luaed  "stipend." 
for  it  is  a  term  used  in  the  Bill.  I  said 
ihtA  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Ooart  of  Session 
to  ascertain,  before  it  detaches  the  quoad 
gatra  parish  from  the  civil  parish,  whe- 
ther the  stipend  or  endowment,  or  what- 
ever it  is,  is  sufficient,  and  that  it  should 
be  adequately  secured,  so  as  the  future 
minister  should  have  sufficient  income. 
I  know  very  well  that  teinde  are  not 
divided.  To  deliver  over  from  the  cus- 
tody  of  the  State  this  responsibility  to  a 
Church  which  enjoys  all  the  State  privi- 
leges and  all  the  State  emoluments, 
which  no  other  religious  Body  enjoys  in 
Scotland,  is  an  operation  that  I  hope 
Parliament  will  never  consent  to.  It  ie 
an  operation  which  we  should  never 
dream  of  doing  in  England,  which  we 
never  did  in  Ireland  until  we  disendowed 
and  disestablished  the  Ohnrch  in  Ire- 
land, and  it  is  an  operation  which  I 
earnestly  trust  Parliament  will  never 
allow,  because  it  will  set  up  an  imperium 
in  itnperia — it  will  establish  a  body 
which  has  religious  privileges  and  re- 
ligious independence,  and  I  must  say 
I  consider  that  to  be  something  not 
only  inexpedient,  but  something  almost 
unconstitutional.  In  oondusion — to  nee 
a  common  House  of  Commons'  phrase, 
which  is  generally  laughed  at — either 
this  Bill  is  for  the  purpose  of  rendering 
Uie  Church  independent,  or  it  is  not.  If 
it  is  intended  to  make  the  Church  inde- 
pendent, I  object  to  it  on  that  ground. 
There  is  only  one  manner  in  which  a 
Church  ought  ever  to  become  indepen- 
dent. A  celebrated  ScotUsh  Judge  on 
a  very  famous  occasion  used  these 
words — 

"  A  Ohnrch  may  maintain  its  independence 
if  it  pleases ,  but  if  it  accepts  adoption  by  the 
State,  it  must  accept  it  acceding  to  the  condi- 
tions on  which  the  Stats  is  viiling  to  grant 

it." 

To  give  an  Established  Church  real  and 


genuine  independence  is  what  I  trust 
the  State  will  never  consent  to.  But  if, 
on  the  other  hand,  this  Bill  does  not 
give  the  Church  any  independence  which 
it  has  not  got  already,  then  the  effect  of 
it  can  only  be  to  deal  indirectly  and  in- 
cidentally, as  I  think,  oppreesivelv  and 
vexatiouslj,  with  the  great  and  im- 
portant religious  Bodies  that  are  no  part 
of  the  Church  at  all;  and  on  these 
grounds — gfrounds  which  I  fear  have 
been  only  too  amply  stated  already  in 
the  debate,  and  that,  I  trust,  having 
been  eo  stated,  we  shall  not  hear  stated 
at  any  great  length  again.  Speaking 
as  a  Scottish  Member,  and  not  as  a 
Member  of  the  Government,  I  earnestly 
hope  that  anyone  whom  my  personal 
opinions  can  influence  will  join  with  me 
in  opposing  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  E0BEBT80N  (Bute) :  I 
shall  only  stand  between  the  House  and 
the  division  for  a  very  few  minutes. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Tre- 
velyan)  began  his  speech  by  saying  that 
this  subject  raised  very  grave  political 
considerations;  but  at  the  end  of  his 
roeech  he  had  failed  to  disclose  what 
those  grave  political  considerations  were. 
But  the  plain  references  to  Disestablish- 
ment made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  the  ominous  intervention  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  OoUoge  Division  of 
Gla^ow  (Dr.  Cameron)  are  sufficient 
to  rouse  those  Scottish  Bepresenta- 
tives  who  are  opposed  to  Disestablish- 
ment to  be  most  active  in  their  sup- 
port of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Inverness  Burghs  (Mr. 
Finlay).  This  question  was  discussed 
at  the  General  Election  in  such  a  way 
as  to  leave  no  doubt  in  the  minds  of 
many  Scottish  Bepresentatives  as  to 
the  feeling  of  the  Scottish  people  on 
the  subject.  It  is  the  experience  of 
many  Scottish  Kepresentatives  that, 
while  there  was  a  keen  feeling  in  favour 
of  the  maintenance  of  the  Established 
Ohnrch,  there  was  ooupled  with  it  a 
very  great  anzie^  that  the  benefit  of 
the  ^tablished  Church  should  he  ex- 
tended to  all  who  adhered  to  the  ancient 
principles  of  that  Church.  One  ques- 
tion which  the  House  has  to  determine  is 
this — the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Inverness  asks  the  House  to  declare  that 
certain  rights  belong  to  the  Church  of 
Scotland.  Do  those  rights  now  belong 
to  tike  Church,  or  do  they  not?  The 
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speech  of  the  right  hon.  Qeotleman  had 
left  the  answer  tn  amhiguo;  but  the 
words  of  the  proposed  enactment  are 
merely  an  echo  of  the  ancient  Scottish 
Statutes  which  oonfitmed  the  oonstitu- 
tion  of  the  Scottish  Church.  The  Bill 
asserts,  with  no  more  emphasis  than 
do  those  Statutes,  the  lofty  origin  of 
tiie  Ohurch's  jurisdiction  in  matters 
■piritual,  and  it  places  an  unmistakable 
nnoe  round  the  Church  Cooits  from  the 
Girii  Courts.  If  that  is  an  imperium  in 
mpmOf  it  is  one  whiohr  has  existed  in 
Scotland  for  nearly  three  centuries ;  and 
these  are  principles  which  excite  a  feel- 
ingof  attachment  and  enthusiasm  among 
the  poorest  of  the  Scottish  people,  espe- 
cially in  the  Highlands,  and  are  an  in- 
dication of  character  and  principle  which 
should  be  welcomed  and  cherished  by 
the  Legislature.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  stated  two  objections  to 
this  Bill  on  which  I  wish  to  say  one 
word.  He  has  asked  the  House  to 
refuse  to  interfere  to  amend  the  consti- 
tution of  a  Body  which  claims  to  be 
already  perfect.  That,  I  venture  to 
think,  is  a  complete  fallacy.  The  Church 
of  Scotland  has  asserted  that  she  pos- 
seasee  the  principles  which  are  ascribed 
to  her  in  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member.  But  when  the  right 
hon.  (Jentlemsn  selects  a  speech  of  a 
member  of  the  General  Assembly  in 
1874  he  forgets  to  add  that  the  question 
then  before  the  General  Assembly  was 
merely  whether  it  was  necessary  to 
couple  with  the  doing  away  of  patron- 
age such  a  declaration  as  is  now  pro- 
posed. The  experience  of  the  last  12 
years  is  surely  not  to  be  thrown  away, 
and  the  House  is  asked  now  to  consider 
whether  that  declaration  ought  not  to  be 
made.  "What  we  found  upon  is  this — 
that  tiie  pejudices  of  40  years  ago,  and 
the  conscientious  oonrictions  which  were 
then  wounded,  do  reqtiire  that  the  State 
^ould  assert  in  explicit  terms  that  it 
recognizes  that  complete  spiritual  in- 
dependence which  is  the  ohim  of  the 
Scottish  Church.  The  other  objection 
of  the  right  hon.  Gratleman  is  one 
which  I  am  bound  to  say  ascribes  to  the 
DissentingBodieB  motives  less  noble  than 
I  should  gladly  beliere  them  to  be 
guided  by.  I  understand  his  contention 
to  be  that  because  a  wrong  was  done  in 
1848,  and  because  a  Dissenting  Body 
has  been  set  up  in  consequence  of 
that  grievance,  yon  will  for  ever  eon- 


tinue  the  evil  and  never  amend  it.  Tbii, 
aq  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  lo- 
vemesB  puts  it,  is  to  assert  that  the  Dis- 
senting Bodies  have  a  vested  interest  in 
the  evils  of  the  Established  Church,  aod 
that  because  Dissent  takes  place  in  con- 
sequence of  those  evils  that  the  evils 
should  not  be  amended.  I  protest  most 
strongly  against  that  doctrine.  It  ii 
really  to  establish  this  utterly  unbear- 
able position— that  Parliament,  while 
recognizing  the  ^stence  of  an  Estab- 
lished Church,  will  maintain  in  perpe- 
tuity everything  which  renders  its  con- 
tinued existence  grievous.  I  should  like 
to  remind  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  that  that  was  not  the  viev 
taken  by  the  great  men  who  founded 
the  Free  Church  in  1843 — they  contem- 
plated the  very  thing  which  is  now 
possible — namely,  the  removal  of  the 
grievance  of  which  they  complained. 
These  are  the  noble  words  with  which 
they  oonduded  their  Declaration  of 
Bight.    They  asked  their  people  to— 

"  Unite  in  supplication  to  Almi^ty  God 
that  He  woald  give  Btrength  to  His  Cbnrch  to 
flndnre  the  loss  ol  the  temporal  benefits  at  tin 
EitaUisbmeni,  and  Uiat  in  Hbi  own  good  tea 
Re  would  restore  to  them  those  baiefits  U» 
fmita  of  the  struggles  and  the  sufferings  of 
their  forefathers  in  times  past,  and  thereliftet 
give  them  grace  to  employ  them  more  effectaiS^ 
than  hithnto  they  had  done  for  the  mtnifott- 
tion  of  His  glory." 

That  was  the  spirit  in  which  those  mm 
looked  forwara  to  their  own  sacrifioes 
and  to  the  removal  of  the  grievances 
which  led  to  those  sacrifices ;  and  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  a  ^eater  rign  of  the 
degeneracy  of  the  Free  Church  could 
not  possibly  be  found  than  in  the  altered 
attitude  they  have  now  taken  up.  Amoog 
my  own  constituents  I  have  friends  and 
adherents  who  pressed  this  question 
upon  my  consideration  during  the  course 
of  my  electoral  contest ;  and  I  speak  vitli 
the  most  profound  conviction  when  I 
say  that  there  is  no  object  which  thfve 
noble-minded  people,  both  within  and 
without  the  Established  Church,  moie 
heartily  desire  than  that  what  has  been 
to  them  for  the  last  40  years  merely  a 
saored  and  cherished  memory  should  be 
restored  and  revived  in  the  ecdesiastieal 
oi^anizatifm  of  Scotland. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :^AjeB  177;  NoN 
203:  Majority  25, 
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AYES. 


Addison,  J.E.  W. 
Agg-Uardoer,  J.  T. 

Aindie,  W.  G. 
Albopp,  hoD.  Q. 
Aml>ro8e,  W. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Badeo'Powell,  O.  S. 
BaMsllay,  B. 
B^y,  L.  R. 
Baird,  J. 
Balfour,  &.  W. 
Barttelot,  Sir  "W.  B. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks- 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bethell,  Commander 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkbeok,  8ir  E. 
Blaadell,  (Jol.  H.  B.  H. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

F.  0. 
Brinton,  J. 
Briatowe,  T.  L. 
Brodriok,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 

Brookfield,  Col.  A.  M. 
Bnrdett-Ooatts,  W.  L. 

A8h.-B. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 
Claire,  E. 
Ooddington,  W. 
Cohen,  L.  L. 
Compton,  F. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.T.  D. 
Cranbrane,  Viscount 
OroM,Tthon.^R.A. 
Cn)M,U.  i5. 
Cnbitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Corzon,  Viscoant 
Dawnay,  Colonel  hon. 

L.  P. 
Dawton,  K- 
Denison,  W.  B. 
Dickson,  Uajor  A.  U. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
Dixon-Hartland,  F.  D. 
DoQglas,  A.  AkeTB- 
Dnncan,  Colonel  F. 
DuQcombe,  A. 
rge,  rt.  hon.  Sir  W. 

Eaton,  H.  Vf. 
Egvrton,  ho.  A.  J.  F. 
Evelyn,  W.  J. 
Ewiog,  Sir  A.  0. 
Feildea,  Lt-Qen.  R.  J. 
Fellowofl,  W.  H. 
Ftirga8Bon,rt.hn.8ir  J. 
FieU,  Captain  E. 
finch,  Qt,  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fitz-Wygram,  Sir  F. 
FletcaMr,  Sir  H. 


FoIkestMie^  Visooant 
Porwood.  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  K.  N. 
Fraaer,  General  0.  C. 
Gibson,  J.  G. 
Giles,  A. 

Qoldswcarthy,  Hi^or- 
General  W.  T. 

Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 

Green,  E. 

Gregory,  G.  B. 

Gurdon,  R.  T. 

HaU,  A.  W. 

flolsoT.  T.  F. 

Hamilton,  right  hon. 
Lord  G.  F. 

Hamilton,  Lord  C.  3. 

HamUton,  Col.  C.  £. 

Hamilton,  J.  G.  C. 

Hamley,Gen.  SirE.B. 

Hanbory,  B.  W. 

Hankey,  F.  A. 

Hardcastle,  E. 

Hardcastle,  F. 

Haalett,  J.  H. 

Beaton,  J.  H. 

Herbert,  hon.  S. 

Hervey,  Lord  F. 

Hickman,  A. 

HiU,  Lord  A.  W. 

Holland,  rt.  hon.  Sir 
H.  T. 

llolmea,  rt.  hon.  U. 

H^,  right  hon.  A.  J. 

HoiUdsworth,  W.  H. 
Howard,  J. 
Howard,  J.  U. 
Hughes,  Colonel  R. 
Hughes -HaUett,  Col. 

F.  C. 
Hunt,  P.  S. 
Hutton,  J.  F. 
Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston,  W. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H, 
Kimber,  H. 
King,  H.  S. 
EnatchbuU  -Hngessen, 

hon.  U.  T. 
Lawrence,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  Sir  T. 
lAwrence,  W.  F. 
Lethbridge,  Sir  R. 
Lewis,  C.  E. 
Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Labbock,  Sir  J. 
Uacdonald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.  A. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
Macnaghten,  E. 
M'Calmont,  Captain  J. 
U'Qarel-Hogg,SirJ. 
H'Lagan,  P. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.T. 
Manners,  rt.  hon.  Lord 

J.J.K 


March,  Earl  of 
Marriott, rt-hn.  W.T. 
Moi^n,  hon.  F. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  R. 
Moncaster,  Lord 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Murdoch,  0.  T. 
Norris,  E.  8. 
Northcote,  hon.  H.  S. 
Norton,  R. 
Paget,  Sir  B.  H. 
Pearoe,  W. 
Pelly,  Sir  L. 
Percy,  Lord  A.  M. 
Planket,  rt.  hon.  D.  B. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Ritchie,  C.  T. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Round,  J. 

Sandys,  Lieut. -OoL  T. 
M. 

Saundereon,  Mt^.  E.  J. 
Sclater.Booth,rt.hn.G. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson,  rt. 
hon.  Sir  H.  J. 


Sidebottom,  W. 
Sitwell,  Sir  G.  B. 
Smith,  rt  hon.  Vf,  H. 
Stanley,  rt.  hn.  Ool. 

Sir  F. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Sturrock,  P. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Tennant,  Sir  C. 
Tipping,  "W. 
ToUemache,  H.  3. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Trotter,  H.  J. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Valentine,  0.  J. 
Walrond,  Ool.  W.  H. 
Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.  3. 
Watkin,  Sir  E.  W. 
Webster,  Sir  B.  E. 
White,  J.  B. 
Whitley,  E. 
Wolmer,  Viscount 
Wortley,  C.  B.  Stnut- 
Yorke,  J.  B. 
Yoong,  0.  E.  B. 

TBLLBBS. 

Anstmther,  Sir  R. 
Finlay,  R.  B. 


NOES. 


Abraham,  W.  (Glam.) 

Abraham,  bW.  (Lime- 
rick, W.) 

Acland,  A.  H.  D. 

Agnew,  W. 

Allen,  W.  8. 

Armitage,  B. 

Asher,  A. 

Ashton,  T.  G. 

Atherley -Jones,  L. 

Balfour,  rt.  hon.  J.  B, 

Barbour,  W.  B. 

Barclay,  J.  W. 

Beith,  G. 

Bennett,  J. 

Bickford-Smith,  W. 

Biggar,  J.  G. 

Blades,  J.  H. 

Blaine,  A. 

Blake,  J.  A. 

Bolton,  T.  H. 

Borlase,  W.  0. 

Boyd-Kinnear,  J. 

Bradlaugh,  C. 

Bright,  right  hon.  J. 

Broadhurst,  H. 

BrooklehuTst,  W.  0. 

Brown,  A.  H. 

Bmnner,  J.  T. 

Bryoe,  J. 

Buchanan,  T.  R. 

Buckley,  A. 

Burt,  T. 

Byrne,  G.  M. 

Campbell,  H. 

Campbell,  B.  F.  F. 

Campbell-Bannennan, 
right  hon.  H. 

Catbutt.  E.  H. 

Oavendish,  Lord  E. 


Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J', 
Chamberlain,  R. 
Chance,  P.  A. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 
Oobb,  H.  P. 
Cobbold,  F.  T. 
Coleridge,  hon.  B. 
Colman,  J.  J. 
Cook,  E.  R, 
Cook,  W. 
Coote,T. 
Oorbett,  A.  C. 
Cowen,  J. 
Cox,  J.  B. 
Craren,  J. 
Crawford,  D. 
Crawford,  W. 
OriUy,  D. 
Ctompton,  Gt 
Grosflley,  E. 
Oroesman,  Gen.  Sir  W. 
Davies,  R. 
Deasy,  J. 

Dilke,  rt.hn,  1^  0.  W. 
DUloo,  J. 
Dillwyn,  L.  It. 
Dixon,  G. 

Elliot,  htm.  A.  R.  D. 
Elliot,  hon.  H.  F,  H. 
Ellis.  J. 
EUis,  J.  E. 
Esslemont,  P. 
Fenwick,  C. 
FoxuBon,  R, 
FlnUyaoa,  J. 
Flower,  0. 
Flynn,  J.  C. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
FoUambe,  0.  G.  S. 
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With  reference  to  this  Division,  on  tho 
following  day,  Mr.  ^bstov  Bruce,  and 
Sir  RoBEST  AirsTBTJTHBB,  the  Tellers  for 

the  Ayes  in  the  DiriNon  on  the  Second 
Beading  of  the  Church  of  Scotland  Bill, 
came  to  the  Table  and  acqnainted  the 
House  that  they  had  erroneously  re- 
ported to  the  House  the  number  of  the 
Ayes  as  177,  instead  of  179,  which  was 
the  proper  number  corresponding  with 
the  Dinsion  List. 


Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 

Fiy,  L. 
Fry.  T. 
Fuller,  G.  P. 
Oaskell,  C.  G.  Uilnea- 
Qilhoolr,  J. 
Gill,  T.  P. 
Gljm,  hoD.  P.  0. 
Gower,  G.  0.  L. 
Gray,  E.  D. 
Grenfell,  W.  H. 
Grey.  Sir  E. 
Grove,  Sir  T.  P. 
Haldane,  R.  B. 
Harrington,  E. 
Harris,  M. 

HartingtoD,  Marq.  of 
Havelock  -  Allan,  Sir 

H.  M. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Henrv,  M. 
Hingley,  B. 
Holden,  A. 
Holden,  I. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
lUiDgwortfa,  A. 
Jacks.  W. 
Jacol^,  J.  A. 
James,  hon.  W.  H. 
Jamea,  C.  H. 
Jeakins,  Sir  J.  J . 
Jenkins,  X).  J. 
JoDes-Parry,  L. 
K^-t}huttIew(ath,  Sir 

Kelly,  B. 
Kenny,  M,  J. 
Lalor,  B. 
Lane,  W.  J. 
Lawson,  H.  L.  W. 
Leake,  R. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
L^cester,  J. 
Lyell,  L. 

Lymington,  Viaconnt 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
M'Cullocli,  J. 
M'Donald,  F. 
M'Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
U'Lareo,  0.  B.  B. 
Mappin,  F.  T. 
Haskelyne,  H.  H.  N. 

Story- 
Mason,  S. 
Henzies,  R.  S. 
Morgan,  rt.  hoii.  G.  O. 
Morgan,  O.  V. 
Horley,  A. 

O'Connor,  J.  (Tippry.) 
Otter,  F. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Pamell,  C.  S. 
Peacook, R. 
Pease,  Sir  J.  W. 
Peaae,  A.  E. 
Pease,  H.  F. 

Words  aditi. 


I^cten,  J.  A. 
Pilkin^n,  O.  A. 
Playfair,  rt.  hon.  SirL. 
Poiiman,  hon.  £.  B. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  B. 
Price,  T.  P. 
PriestlOT,  B. 
Pugh,  D. 
PuUe>-,  J. 
Quilter,  W.  C. 
Ramsay,  J. 
Reed,  Sir  F  J. 
Reid,  H.  O. 
Rendel,  S. 
Richard,  H. 
Richardson,  T. 
Roberts,  J. 
Roberts,  J.  B. 
Robertson,  E. 
Robertson,  H. 
RohioBon,  T 
Roe,  T. 

Rogers,  J.  E.  T. 
Roscoe,  Sir  H.  E. 
RuBsell,  E.  R. 
Ruston,  J. 

Salis-Schwabfl,  Col.  O. 
Saunders,  W. 
Sellar,  A.  C. 
Sexton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
bheridan,  H.  B. 
Shirley,  W.  S. 
Simon,  Serjeant  J. 
Spensley,  H. 
Spicer,  H. 
Stack,  J. 

Stansfeld,  rt  tuu.  J. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sullivan,  D, 
Swinburne,  Sir  J. 
Hioouib,  a. 
Trevelyan,  rt.  hn.  O.O. 
Tuite  J. 

Vivian,  Sir  H.  H, 
Warmington,  C.  M. 
Watson,  T. 
Watt,  H. 
Wayman.  T. 
Wert,  Colonel  W.  C. 
Westlake,  J. 
Wiggin,  H. 
WiU,  J.  S. 
Williams,  A.  J. 
Williams,  J.  C. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Wilson,  J.  (E<lnbrgh.) 
Woodheed,  J. 
Yeo,  A.  F. 

TBLLBH8. 

Bruce,  hon.  B.  P. 
Cameron,  C. 


Kain  Qoeetion,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agrwd  to. 

Seoosd  Beading  pvt  ofiarnx  months. 


Ordered,  That  the  Olerk  do  correct  the 
said  error  in  the  Journal  of  tlus  House 
by  stating  the  number  of  the  Ayes  as 
179,  instead  of  177. 

HETBOPOLITAN  BOARD  OF  WORKS 
(THEATRES,  &c.)  BILL. 
{ifr.  Rider  Cook,  Sir  Jainei M'Oarei-Soff.) 
[bill  44.]     SECOND  BKADCfO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  E.  E.  cook  (West  Ham,  N.) 
in  rising  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time,  said,  he  wished,  in  the 
6rst  place,  to  state  the  reasons  which  had 
induced  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
to  introduce  this  Bill.  Itmightbe  in  the 
recollection  of  the  House  that  in  1877  a 
Committee  was  appointed,  at  the  instance 
of  the  then  hon.  Member  who  sat  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ritchie),  to 
inquire  into  the  working  of  the  Metro- 
politan Fire  Brigade.  In  their  Report 
attention  was  drawn  to  the  need  which 
existed  for  supervision  of  the  theatres 
and  music-halls  of  the  Metropolis,  and 
a  recommendation  was  made  by  that 
Oommittee  that  powers  should  be  given 
to  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Woncs  to 
examine  the  structures  of  those  build- 
ings, and  that  they  should  have  power 
to  insist  upon  such  alterations  as  seemed 
good  and  necessary  to  them  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  safety  of  the  public  and 
those  who  frequented  those  buildings. 
Those  rfcommendations  had  been  em- 
bodied in  the  Metropolitan  Buildings 
Act,  1878,  and  had  since  been  carried 
out  by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works. 
Under  the  powers  given  in  that  Act,  the 
Board  had  examined  and  taken  careful 
plans  of  the  theatres  and  music-hfdls  of 
London.  Tbeyhadexamined4I  theatres, 
with  the  result  that  two  of  them  had  been 
found  so  unsafe  for  publio  use  that  when 
the  Board  made  their  requisittons  these 
theatees  had  been  voluntarily  dosed  by 
the  owners.  Two  had  been  closed  on  ac- 
count of  the  representations  made  hy 
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the  Board  to  the  Lord  Ohamberlaio,  10 
had  been  practically  reconatructed,  and 
S7  altered  in  accordance  wi&  the  require- 
ments of  the  Board.  These  41  Iheatree 
between  them  had  only  42  atiurcases, 
being  only  one  staircase  to  each  of 
them,  and  the  works  carried  out  included 
the  formation  of  new  staircases  and  the 
total  or  partial  reconstruction  of  others 
to  the  number  of  42,  and  the  formation 
of  new  exits  and  the  total  or  partial  re- 
construction of  others  to  the  number 
of  57.  The  Board  had  in  addition, 
under  the  powers  given  to  them,  exa- 
mined 39  music-halls,  25  of  which  had 
been  altered  in  accordance  with  the  re- 
quisitions of  the  Board,  and  in  the  case 
of  14  alterations  were  now  in  progress. 
In  ^e  25  musio-hallB  in  which  futera- 
tiooB  had  been  completed  there  had 
been  only  39  staircases  and  31  exits. 
The  nature  of  the  alteradons  required 
by  the  Board  in  the  interests  of  the 
public  had  been  as  follows: — In  the 
first  place,  it  was  required  that  the  stage 
should  as  far  as  possible  be  separated 
from  the  auditorium,  so  that  in  the  event 
of  the  inflammable  scenery  catching  fire 
the  audience  might  have  time  to  get 
safely  out  before  the  fire  reached  that 
part  of  the  building.  The  second  point 
was  the  safety  of  the  staircases,  a  great 
many  of  which  had  been  simply  death- 
traps in  a  case  of  panic.  Such  stair- 
cases had  been  thoroughly  reconstructed, 
and  as  far  as  possible  it  was  provided 
that  two  streams  of  people  should  never 
meet  upon  the  same  staircase.  The  third 
point  was  the  multiplication  of  exits,  so 
that  in  the  event  of  panic  or  fire  the 
audience  might  clearly  see  their  way 
out  of  the  building.  It  was  a  necessity, 
also,  that  the  doors  should  be  free  to 
open  outwards.  Another  question  was 
the  widening  of  the  gangways  inside  the 
house,  so  that  when  necessary  people 
should  get  to  the  exits  easily.  He 
vished  to  point  out  that  the  requisi- 
tions which  the  Board  had  made  had 
dealt  with  the  structure  only,  and 
had  dealt  principally  and  almost  en- 
tirely with  the  auditorium  part  of  the 
house,  and  not  with  the  working 
of  the  machinery  about  the  stage. 
The  Board  of  Works  had  been  advised 
that  when  these  alterations  had  been 
made,  in  accordance  with  their  requisi- 
tion, their  powers  ceased ;  and  it  was,  at 
ajl  events,  a  contested  point  whethOT 
they  had  power  to  go  into  the  house  to 


see  whethw  the  improrements  were 
being  maintained  or  continued.  The 
LoraChamberlain  had  had  a  great  deal 
of  anxiety  as  to  theatres  being  kept  in 
the  efficient  state  in  which  the  Board 
had  placed  them,  and  that  anxiety  had 
been  accentuated  by  the  disaster  at  the 
Bing  Theatre  in  Vienna  in  1881,  where  * 
900  persons  had  perished,  and  by  that 
at  the  Victoria  Hall  in  Sunderland, 
where  1 86  little  children  had  been 
crushed  to  death  or  suffocated.  The 
Lord  Chamberlain  had,  therefore,  com- 
municated with  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  and  asked  them  to  certify  to 
him  that  the  theatres  were  in  a  proper 
state  to  be  used  by  the  public  before  he 
gave  his  annual  licence.  He  would  es- 
pecially call  attention  to  this  fact,  be- 
cause it  showed  that  the  Board  were  not 
seeking  addi^nal  powers  on  their  own 
account.  They  had  bem  urged  to  do 
so  not  only  by  the  Lord  Chamberlain, 
but  also  by  the  Home  Office.  The  Bill 
was  not  brought  forward  by  reason 
of  any  ambition  on  the  part  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  to  obtain  fresh 
powers.  The  Board  had  been  asked  by 
the  responsible  licensing  authority  to 
obtain  these  powers,  and  the  result  was 
the  present  Bill.  The  Lord  Chamber- 
Iain  desired  to  call  in  to  his  assistance 
and  to  have  the  advice  of  those  who 
had  inspected  a  theatre  during  its  con- 
struction in  order  that  they  might  see 
that  all  arrangements  for  the  safety  of 
the  public  were  still  in  an  efficient  stato. 
The  safety  of  theatres  depended  not  only 
on  their  b^ng  put  in  good  oondition 
once,  but  upon  that  good  cimdition  being 
maintained.  That  was  the  principle 
the  Bill.  The  Board  was  tobave  power 
to  see  that  doors  were  kept  available, 
that  gangways  were  kept  clear,  and  that 
exits  were  used,  so  that  everything 
might  be  ready  in  case  of  accident, 
otherwise  the  panic  or  fire  might  occur 
when  the  gangways  were  blocked  or 
the  doors  looked.  He  had  been  told 
that  if  managers  were  to  make  any 
pro6t6,  it  was  utterly  impossible  for 
these  gangways  to  be  kept  free  at 
Christmas  time.  The  Board  of  Works 
now  had  the  authority  of  the  Home 
Office  as  well  as  of  the  Lord  Chamber- 
lain in  seeking  powers  to  enable  them  to 
provide  that  imprOTwnents  initiatod  for 
the  public  benmt  were  carried  out.  The 
main  feature  of  the  Bill  was  to  provide 
tax  continual  supervision  of  the  stmotore 
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of  theatres,  and  espeoially  of  the  aadi- 
torium,  and  the  mode  of  doinf^  that  was 
by  requiring  an  inspection  to  be  made 
by  the  Board  and  a  certificate  to  be 
giTon  before  the  Tjord  Chamberlain 
granted  his  licence.  Thus  they  would 
,  hare  some  assurance  that  these  places 
were  kept  in  a  proper  state,  whilst  the 
Lord  Chamberlain  would  still  be  in  a 
position  to  exercise  the  same  control  he 
did  now.  The  Metro^litan  Board  bad 
no  wish  whatever  to  interfere  with  the 
functions  either  of  the  Lord  Chamber- 
lain or  of  the  Home  Office ;  they  simply 
desired  to  place  their  serriceB  at  the  dis- 
posal of  both  Departments,  in  order  to 
insnre  that  the  precautions  neoessaiy  in 
the  interests  of  public  safety  were  car- 
ried out.  Clause  9  seemed  to  be  the 
clause  which  provoked  the  greatest 
amount  of  opposition .  By  this  the 
Board  were  to  be  empowered  to  autho- 
rize persons  to  inspect  the  buildings  at 
any  time.  He  could  not  understand  why 
80  much  opposition  should  be  made  to 
this,  because  the  clause  in  this  particular 
simply  repeated  the  laoguage  of  other 
Acts  of  Parliaments  under  which  the 
Board  had  in  no  way  exceeded  their 
powers  or  used  them  improperly.  The 
Board  simply  desired  to  have  the  power 
to  appoint  an  officer  whose  duty  it 
ahouldbe  to  inspect  the  buildings,  re- 
porting to  them.  As  far  as  he  could 
make  out,  there  was  no  objection  to  the 
merits  of  the  Bill,  with  one  exception 
only.  The  great  objection  seemed  to  be 
to  the  authority  which  was  to  carry  out 
the  provisions.  Mr.  Irvine  had  dis- 
tinctly said  that  he  did  not  object  to  the 
Bill,  but  only  to  the  authority  which 
would  carry  it  out. 

It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before 
Six  of  the  OIodIe,-  farther  Proceedings 
stood  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

SOIHDS,  FUKJAUB,    AND   DKLHI  RAILWAY 

COUPAHT  BILL  [ANHITITIES]. 

Cotuidtrtd  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Oommitt«e.) 

Stnlvedf  That  it  is  ezpedi«nt  to  confirm  the 
cresUon  of  the  Anouity  of  five  hundred  and 
aerenty-tme  thousand  eiffht  hundred  and  twenty- 
eight  ponnds  foorteen  Hhillings,  charged  on  and 
payable  ont  of  the  Revenues  of  India,  in  lien  of 
the  Barn  of  money  ftmoontiog  to  fourteen  mil- 
liona  nine  thoiuand  one  hundred  and  tweoty- 
four  poundi  eight  shillings  and  three  pence, 
aareea  upon  for  the  purchase  hy  the  Secretary 
M  State  ID  CouocU  of  India  of  the  nndortalciDg 

Xfr.  E.  S.  Cok 


of  tiu  fields,  Ponjanb,  and  Ddhl  Bdlway 
Company. 

B«Nlati<m  to  t  e  reported  npoa  Mmtdan  next. 

WATS  AKS  MBAITS. 
CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (NO.  1)  BILL. 

BeaolQtion  [16th  Uaroh]  rtpprttd,  andcfmrf 
to : — Bill  «rdtr«d  to  be  broogfat  in  1v  Mr. 
Courtney,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exrae^uer, 
and  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler. 

BiU  jmvMta^  and  read  the  first  time. 

MOTIONS. 


HBRCHANT  SHXPFHTG  AOT  (1854) 

AHEIfDHSNT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Penrose  Fitzgerald,  Bill 
to  ammd  "The  Merchant  Shipping  Act,  18M,'* 
ordmd  to  b«  broQght  in  by  Mr.  Penrose  Fiti- 
gerald,  Coltmel  Dawnay,  and  lb.  Morgan 
Howard. 

Bill  prmHttd,  and  read  the  first  Ume.  [BiU  146.] 

LAND  TBANSFER  (sOOTL&HD)  BILL. 

Oa  Motion  of  Mr.  Boyd-Kicnear,  Bill  to 
simplify  the  "TraDafer  of  lAnd  in  Scotland, 
oriend  to  b«  broDght  in  by  Mr.  Boyd-KiDneor, 
Mr.  Bruce,  Mr.  Mason,  and  Mr.  M'Laren. 
BiUjHVHNtaf,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  144.] 

COHPULSOBT  PURCHASE  OF  LAHD 
0OHPEN8ATI0N  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  M'Laren,  BiU  to  amend 

the  Law  of  Compensation  for  Land  acquired  by 
Compulsory  Farohase,  ordertd  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  M'Laren,  Mr.  Honldaworth,  Mz.  Joseph 
Bolton,  and  Mr.  Jeese  CoUings. 
Bmprttmtid,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  14{.] 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  EKz  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF  LOBDS, 
Hamday,  ISth  Ifareh^  1886. 


MINUTES.]— Pdblic  Bills— Firti  RiuLing-' 

Sporting  Lands  Rating  (Scotland)*  (36). 
a>M«i'f<M— Lnnaoy  Acts  Amendment  (13-37). 

LUNACY  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
{Th$  Lord  CAmotthr.) 

(KO.  12.)  COUCITTBE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 

put  into  Committee,  read. 

Moctd,  "That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve  itself  into  Committee."— (7%«X*nf 
Chmudhr). 

Thb  Earl  of  SELBOBNE  Mid, 
that  it  had  been  his  dutj  laat  year  to 
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pay  great  attention  to  this  Bill.  It  was 
UDnecessary  to  remind  their  Lordships 
of  thegreat  services  rendered  by  the  late 
Lord  Shaftesbury  in  connection  with  this 
Bubject.  Lord  Shaftesbury's  life  had 
been  an  illustrious  one  from  beginning 
to  end,  and  his  memory  was  not  likely 
soon  to  pass  away.  Although  that  noble 
Lord  was  no  longer  among  them,  he 
hoped  the  views  which  he  bad  expressed 
on  this  subject  would  still  have  weight 
with  their  Lordships.  There  were  two 
points  in  the  Bill  to  which  he  wished 
specially  to  call  attention.  The  first  was 
the  initial  treatment  of  the  lunatic,  espe- 
cially of  the  curable  Innatic.  Experience 
had  abundantly  shown  that  a  very  large 
proportion  of  lunatics  were  curable,  and 
it  was  most  important  at  the  early  stages 
not  to  offer  impediments  to  the  efficient 
treatment  of  the  patient  It  was  for 
this  reason  that  Lord  Shaftesbury  was 
exceedingly  reluctant  to  acquiesce  in  the 
securities  which  he  had  himself  thought 
necessary  against  abuse  of  the  Lunacy 
Law,  and  even  in  any  form  of  applica- 
tion to  a  magistrate.  So  strongly  did 
the  late  noble  Lord  feel  on  the  question 
of  introducing  the  magistrate's  interfer- 
ence that  he  sent  in,  for  that  reason 
only,  bis  resignation  of  the  office  of 
Lunacy  Oommissioner.  That  resigna- 
tion, he  was  induced  for  the  time  to 
withdraw,  but  without  waiving  the  ob- 
jection which  be  entertained  to  that 
part  of  the  Bill.  He  (the  Earl  of  8el- 
borne),  on  his  own  part,  had  desired  to 
meet  that  objection  hy  introducing  into 
that  part  of  the  Bill  every  reasonable 
safeguard  against  the  evils  which  Lord 
Shallesbury  apprehended ;  and  he  could 
not  now  willingly  agree  to  any  diminu- 
tion of  those  safeguards.  There  was  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  which  pro- 
posed that  it  should  be  the  primd  facie 
duty  of  the  magistrate  to  see  the  lunatic, 
BO  that  every  lunatic  would  practically  be 
in  the  position  of  one  so  found  by  inqui- 
sition. As  the  Bill  stood  the  magistrate 
could,  if  he  thought  proper,  examine  the 
lunatic ;  but  no  duty  to  do  so  was  cast 
upon  him.  He  greatly  feared  that  the 
Amendment  would  lead  to  those  delays 
which  it  was  so  desirable  to  avoid,  and 
which  might  often  be  injurious  to  the 
patient.  Where  the  magistrate  was  a 
stipendiary  or  a  County  Court  Judge 
the  delay  might  be  serious.  Lord 
Shaftesbury's  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons  in 


1877  was  to  the  effect  that  most  persons 
were  extremely  indisposed  to  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  their  relatives  Wdre 
lunatics ;  and,  oven  when  they  did  come 
to  that  conclusion,  after  calling  in  medi- 
cal advice,  they  were  liable  to  be  deterred 
by  the  fear  of  publicity  from  taking 
j  with  promptitude  proper  measures.  If 
the  Amendment  were  accepted  this  in- 
disposition to  act  would  be  encouraged, 
especially  as  there  would  be  a  greater 
tendency  to  publicity  in  the  proceedings. 
All  unnecessary  publicity  was  earnestly 
to  be  deprecated.  The  other  question  to 
which  he  desired  now  to  call  attention 
was  that  of  private  asylums.  TIus  was 
a  point  of  great  importance  to  the 
public,  and  also  one  in  which  large 
private  interests  were  concerned.  He 
thought  that,  on  this  subject,  there 
would  be  much  danger  in  going  too  fast 
or  too  far.  The  late  Lord  Shaftesbury 
gave  evidence  about  it  before  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons  in 
1877.  Being  asked  as  to  the  advisability 
of  placing  everybody  under  public  care. 
Lord  Shaftesbury  said  that  he  saw  great 
advantage  in  having  public  asylums  as 
the  basis  of  the  system.  At  the  same 
time,  he  said  he  should  be  sornr  to  see 
an  enactment  which  prohibited  lioensed 
houses  altogether,  as  he  believed  there 
were  a  great  many  persons  who  would 
always  prefer  to  send  their  relatives  to 
licensed  houses  rather  than  public  asy- 
lums. Lord  Shaftesbury's  idea  was  that 
if  public  asylums  were  established  as  the 
basis  of  the  lunacy  system,  all  the  in- 
ferior licensed  houses  would  be  elimi- 
nated and  the  better  sort  only  would 
remain.  These  latter  he  then  expressed 
himself  to  be  desirous  to  retain  ;  and  to 
the  merits  of  some  of  them  he  bore  very 
emphatic  testimony ;  saying  particularly 
of  that  of  Dr.  Nevington,  at  Tioehurs^ 
that  its  discontinuance  would  be  a  great 
public  loss.  With  those  opinions  he 
concurred,  and  he  trusted  that  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack 
wonld  reconsider  those  Amendments  of 
whidi  he  had  given  Kotlce,  which  aimed 
at  the  early  suppression  of  existing 
licensed  hoases.  Apart  from  the  points 
urged  by  Lord  Shaftesbury  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  abolition  of  all  these  estab- 
lishments, it  might  be  all  very  well  if  they 
had  institutions  tried  and  approved  to 
take  their  place.  There  would  for  an 
indefinite,  and  probably  for  a  long  time, 
be  nothing  of  the  kind.   They  would 
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only  have  the lai^e  public  asylums;  and 
as  there  were  scarcely  any  of  these  es- 
tabUabments  with  fewer  than  2,000  pa- 
tients, it  was,  at  least,  a  serious  question 
whether  they  were  not  tar  too  large  to 
satisfactorily  deal  with  the  patients  now 
in  them.  The  late  Lord  Shaftesbury 
had  given  it  aa  his  decided  opinion  that 
300  patients  were  all  that  one  medical 
superintendent  could  properly  attend  to. 
In  these  great  public  establishments,  as 
now  constituted,  much  more  power  than 
was  desirable  was  necessarily  in  the 
hands  of  attendants  and  servants,  who, 
if  they  bad  not  the  motive  of  profit, 
might  have  other  motives — such  as  that 
of  their  own  ease — to  abuse  it,  and  had 
not  the  same  motive  for  tenderness  to- 
wards the  patients  which  would  gene- 
rally actuate  the  proprietors  of  well- 
managed  licensed  houses.  These  great 
establishments  were  hardly  fit  for  any 
but  chronic  patients.  With  respect  to 
the  present  licensed  houses,  it  was  pro- 
poaed,  by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend's 
Amendment,  that  the  licences  should 
continue  during  the  lives  of  the  present 
holders  only.  When  that  life  was  gone, 
however  many  patients  there  were  in  the 
asylum,  it  must  be  closed.  That  would 
be  a  great  hardship,  both  on  the  patients 
and  their  friends,  and  on  the  families  of 
those  who  had  carried  on  these  asylums. 
He  believed  that  private  asylums  were, 
at  the  present  time,  as  necessary  as 
public  asylums ;  because,  while  the 
great  public  asylums  were  the  best 
suited  for  the  care  of  patieuts  who 
could  not  be  cured,  private  licensed 
houses  were  much  more  suitable  for 
those  who  could  be.  He  hoped  that 
their  Lordships  would  not  assent  to  the 
proposal  to  abolish  existing  private  asy* 
turns  as  fast  as  the  lives  of  the  present 
proprietors  fell  in,  without  awarding 
compensation.  The  proprietors  of  pri- 
vate limatic  asylums  were  aware  mat 
under  the  existing  law  their  licences 
would  not  be  renewed  in  the  event  of 
their  establishments  not  being  carried 
on  in  a  way  which  satisfied  the  Commis- 
sioners. But,  subject  to  that  condition, 
they  had  actually  been  invited  by  law  to 
invest  their  fortunes  in  these  asylums; 
and,  therefore,  it  would  be  most  un- 
just to  deprive  them  of  the  right  of 
transferring  their  interest  to  others 
for  a  pecuniary  consideration  unless 
they  were  to  be  compensated  for  the 
loss  that  they  would  thereby  sustain. 

The  Sari  of  Seliome 


The  result  of  the  legislation  hot  pro> 
posed  would  be  to  convert  a  permanent 
into  a  mere  life  interest.  With  this  ex- 
ception, he  was  entirely  of  the  opinion 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  that  it  was  most 
desirable  to  put  an  end  to  the  pecuniary 
interest  any  person  in  keeping  any 
otherindivtdual  in  confinement.  The  pro- 
cess of  substituting  public  asylums  for 
private  ones  should  be  gradual,  and  no 
hasty  or  rash  experiment  in  that  direc- 
tion ought  to  he  tried.  Much  required  to 
be  done  to  make  in  those  public  asylums 
such  arrangements  as  would  be  indis- 
pensable to  enable  them  to  provide,  in 
a  proper  and  satisfactory  manner,  for 
the  treatment  and  comfort  of  that  clasa 
of  patients  who  were  now  accommodated 
in  licensed  houses.  The  Bill  gave  power 
for  those  arrangements  to  be  made ; 
and  it  must  depend  upon  their  practical 
success  whether,  in  the  resmt,  they 
would  be  fit  altogether  to  supply  ths 
wants  now  met  by  the  Hcmsed  nouses, 
or  not.  It  was  going  quite  far  enough 
to  say,  as  he  had  himself  proposed  last 
year,  that  the  number  of  licensed  houses 
should  not,  in  the  meantime,  be  in- 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Heescbell)  said,  he  could  assure  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  who  had  just  cat 
down,  and  with  whom  he  agreed  upon 
many  points,  that  no  unjust  or  rash  ex- 
periments in  the  direction  he  had  indi- 
cated would  be  entered  upon.  He  con- 
fessed, however,  that  he  was  somewhat 
more  ioipressed  by  the  evil  of  the  system 
under  which  it  was  possible  for  a  person 
to  be  improperly  incarcerated  as  a  lunatio 
for  the  direct  pecuniary  interest  of  an- 
other than  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
appeared  to  be.  He  was  inclined  to 
think  that  in  attempting  to  effect  any 
real  reform  in  our  Lunacy  Laws  the  first 
thing  was  to  get  rid  of  such  a  pecuniary 
interest.  When  we  had  established  a 
system  under  which  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  detain  a  man  in  confinement  in 
a  lunatic  asylum  after  he  had  become 
sane,  we  might  well  a£ford  to  get  rid  of 
some  of  the  restrictions  and  difficulties 
which  now  existed  in  the  way  of  obtain- 
ing the  confinement  of  those  who  wero 
actually  lunatics.   It  must  not  be  for- 

f rotten  how  much  the  visitor  of  the 
unatio  asylum  was  dependent  upon  the 
honesty  and  the  good  faith  of  the  pro- 
prietor of  the  establishment.  At  tha 
same  time,  he  was  quite  ready  to  admit 
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that  it  was  impoastble  to  put  an  end  to 
the  existii^  syBtem  saddenly.  Hie  only 
differeooe  oetweon  himself  and  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  upon  that  point  was 
one  of  time.  It  was  a  remarkable  fact 
that  out  of  the  innumerable  letters  whioh 
be  had  received  upon  the  subject  the 
only  one  that  complained  of  the  pro- 
posal to  extioffuish  the  private  lunatic 
asylums  had  been  sent  by  those  pecu- 
niarily interested  in  their  maintenance. 
He  quite  agreed  that  great  weight 
shoidd  be  given  to  the  opinions  of  the 
late  Lord  Shaftesbury  upon  thisquestion ; 
but  he  was  not  sure  that  it  would  be 
possible  to  abolish  those  ayslums  which 
that  noble  Lord  desired  to  see  ez- 
tioguished  without  putting  an  end  to 
many  of  those  which  he  desired  should 
be  permitted  to  exist.  He  thought, 
farther,  that  it  was  quite  posdble  that 
tiie  noble  Lord  who  had  prended  over 
the  Oommissioa  so  long,  and  had  ren- 
dered such  good  services,  might,  per- 
haps, have  had  a  tendency  to  think 
that  in  the  case  of  private  asylums 
they  could  be  secured  against  anything 
wrong  being  done  if  they  were  only 
visited  from  time  to  time  by  the  Com- 
missioners or  their  agents.  Even  some 
of  Uie  persons  employed  by  the  Com- 
missioners were  not  themselves  satisfied 
that  that  was  a  suffloient  safeguard.  He 
had  desired,  therefore,  to  introduce  into 
the  Bill  provisions  which  would  lead 
to  the  ultimate  extinction  of  private 
asylums ;  but  he  was  not  wedded  to  the 
parUcular  form  of  those  provisions.  If 
it  was  thought  that  tiiey  went  too  far, 
he  was  content  that  such  a  limitation 
should  be  put  on  them  as  might  be 
deemed  desirable.  All  be  was  very 
anxious  for  was  that  they  should  en- 
deavour to  provide,  as  soon  ss  well  might 
be,  for  the  ultimate  extinction  of  those 
asylums  for  whioh  the  proprietors  had 
a  pecuniary  interest  in  retaining  the 
patients.  He  had  prepared  an  Amend- 
ment that  would  enable  the  Commis- 
sioners, in  regard  to  all  private  asylums, 
to  transfer  the  licence  in  the  case  of 
death  or  resignation  of  the  existing  pro- 
prietor for  a  certain  number  of  years. 
That  would  give  time  to  enable  accom- 
modation to  be  obtained  for  patients 
dsewbere  before  the  ssylumB  ceased  to 
exist ;  and,  perhapa,  a  period  of  three 
years  would  be  sufflrient  for  the  pur- 
pose. He  mentioned  that  altogether 
apart  from  any  claim  to  compensation. 


Then  there  was  the  case  of  persona  who 
had  expended  considerable  sums  upon 
asylums  for  the  reception  of  pationf s.  It 
had  been  urged  strongly— and  he  felt 
the  foroe  of  the  appeal — that  in  the  case 
of  those  asylums  considerable  loss  might 
be  incurred  from  the  difficulty  of  turning 
them  to  other  purposes.  He  could  not 
help  thinking  that  many  of  those 
asylums  would  find  thetr  way  into  the 
hands  of  public  authorities,  and  that 
well-managed  private  asylums  would 
become  well-managed  public  asylums. 
But  he  would  suggest  that  it  might  be 
sufiicient  in  the  case  of  asylums  where 
money  had  been  expended,  and  whwe, 
consequently,  loss  would  occur  throt^h 
their  ceasing  to  exist,  that  a  power 
should  be  given  to  continue  those 
asylums,  and  to  transfer  them  to  other 
fit  persons  for  a  certain  number  of  years. 
He  could  not  admit,  however,  that  there 
was  a  vested  interest  in  a  man  to  keep  a 
lunatic  asylum  by  himself  and  his  heirs 
for  ever.  That  was  rather  going  beyond 
what  one  was  bound  to  recognize  in 
vested  interests.  In  regard  to  the  alter* 
native  of  compensation,  there  would  be 
considerable  difficulty  in  determining 
the  rate  of  compensation,  and  out  of 
what  fund  it  shoiud  come.  Then,  as  to 
the  case  of  private  patients  thej  might 
have  in  the  case  of  a  single  patient  the 
same  danger  in  respect  to  undue  deten- 
tion which  they  had  in  regard  to  paying 
patients  in  private  asylums ;  and,  there- 
fore, they  required  for  a  single  patient 
the  same  protection  as  was  MtpUcable  to 
all  other  cases.  He  shouM  be  quite 
willing  to  allow  private  patients,  who, 
as  a  rule,  were  well-to-do  persons,  to  be 
detained  by  order  of  a  Judge  in  Lunacy 
to  be  obtained  in  Chambers.  He  could 
not  go  the  whole  length  with  his  noble 
and  learned  Fr:end  with  respect  to  tlie 
case  of  a  single  patient ;  but  he  was 
ready  to  make  it  more  easy  than  the 
Bill,  as  it  stood,  did  to  continue  the  care 
of  a  single  patient  under  the  charge  of 
a  medical  man.  In  r^rd  to  inter- 
ference with  vested  interesU,  he  was  only 
following  in  the  footsteps  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  because  in  the  Bill 
of  last  year  there  was  a  prbrision  that 
at  the  end  of  five  years  no  pauper  luna- 
tics should  be  received  in  any  licensed 
house. 

The  Eabl  ov  SELBOBNE  said,  that 
pauper  lunatics  wore  in  the  ouatody  of 
the  State. 
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The  lord  CHANCELLOR  eaid,  he 
had  received  the  same  representation  in 
respect  to  paa^r  lunatics  as  in  respect 
to  other  lunatics.  If  he  had  erred,  he 
had  erred  in  company  with  hie  noble  and 
learned  Friend ;  and  he  certainly  did 
not  wish  to  interfere  with  prirate  inte- 
rests heyond  what  was  reasonably  de- 
manded by  the  public  interests.  The 
licence  from  year  to  year  was  not  a 
licence  to  the  house,  but  to  the  indi- 
vidual to  keep  patients  in  the  house. 
Ho  entirely  f^reed  with  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  as  to  the  expediency  of 
securing  promptitude  of  treatment  for 
lunatic  patients.  Then,  if  they  were  to 
have  the  examination  before  a  magis- 
trate or  a  County  Court  Judge,  he  wanted 
that  examination  to  be  a  reality,  and  not 
a  sham  ;  and  he  had  a  considerable  fear 
that  a  magistrate  might  say  thttt  the 
certificate  was  all  in  order,  that  there 
was  an  end  of  the  matter,  and  that  he 
could  do  nothing  more.  He  should  con- 
sider it  extremely  unfortunate  if  such  a 
result  ensued.  But  he  agreed  with  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  that  there 
were  many  instances  in  which  it  was 
very  undesirable  that  a  magistrate  should 
be  compelled  to  see  or  should  see  a 
patient.  He  wanted  the  magiatrate  to 
hare  it  as  one  of  his  duUes  to  consider 
whether  the  documents  were  enough,  or 
whether  he  really  ought  not  to  see  the 
patient  or  other  person ;  and  probably 
the  clause  of  the  Bill  might  be  so  modi- 
fied as  to  effect  that  object.  He  would 
only  be  too  happy  to  receive  any  sug- 
gestions which  their  Lordships  might  be 
good  enough  to  make  for  the  improve- 
ment of  the  measure.  So  far  as  the 
ultimate  extinction  of  private  asylums 
was  concerned,  whatever  modifications 
their  Lordships  might  think  just  and 
expedient  he  would  be  glad  to  carefully 
consider,  and  if  possible  assent  to. 

YiscovKr  CRANBROOK  said,  it 
seemed  to  Mm  that  this  question  of  pe- 
cuniary interest  was  pressed  somewhat 
too  far,  as  medical  men  were  actuated 
by  other  motives,  at  least  as  strong,  act- 
ing in  another  direction.  There  might 
be  cases  in  other  professions  where  the 
desire  of  lucre  prevailed  ;  but  they  wore 
the  exceptions,  and  not  the  rule,  in  those 
honourable  occupations.  In  his  opinion 
the  relatives  of  a  lunatic  had,  or  ought 
to  have,  an  enormous  responsibility  in 
respect  not  only  of  hie  care,  but  also  of 
hiscure — a  rasponstbility  which  was  just 


as  great  as  that  of  parents  in  the  care  of 
children  who  were  dependent  upon  them. 
By  this  Bill,  however,  the  danger  seemed 
to  be  that  the  State  was  taking  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  parents  and  other  re- 
latives the  responsibility  which  ought 
properly  to  devolve  upon  them  for  the 
care  of  the  lunatic.  Were  these  per- 
sons to  have  no  choice  as  to  the  jplace  in 
which  Uiey  should  put  their  rehtiTeB  f 
Were  they  to  hand  them  over  to  the 
custody  of  the  Stato,  and  to  deprive 
themselves  altogether  of  any  charge 
which  they  naturally  owed  to  their  re- 
latives ?  It  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  new 
doctrine  that  these  helpless  creatures, 
who  were  dependent  upon  relatives, 
should  be  deprived  of  the  choice  of  a 
place  where  they  were  to  be  detained, 
especially  when  they  had  property  of 
their  own,  or  their  relations  were  able 
and  bound  to  maintain  them.  It  was 
well  known  that  there  was  a  good  deal 
more  disinclination  among  persons  to 
speak  of  diseases  of  the  mind  than  there 
was  to  speak  of  ailments  affiscting  the 
body.  There  was  a  oertain  sense  of  what 
might  be  ealled  shame,  or  reticence, 
with  respect  to  ailments  affiscting  the 
mind.  People  did  not  like  it  to  be  known 
that  there  was  any  defidenOT  in  this  re- 
spect ;  but  yet  by  this  Bill  they  were 
going  to  provide  that  there  should  be 
no  place  of  resort  for  lunatics  that  was 
not  public  in  its  character,  where  no 
step  could  be  taken  without  public  in- 
quiry and  public  inspection.  If  the  State 
was  to  have  this  entire  control  of  every- 
one who  was  weak  in  intellect  or  danger- 
ous to  himself  or  others,  notwithstanding 
the  competency  of  his  relatives  to  keep 
him  in  their  own  chaise,  he  wished  to 
know  why  it  was  provided  by  a  clause 
of  the  Bill  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
was  not  to  call  upon  the  State  to  build 
asylums  for  the  maintenance  of  patients, 
but  to  compel  the  county  to  provide 
the  means  without,  so  far  as  he  could 
see,  any  means  being  provided  to  re- 
coup them  for  the  expense  ?  If  the  State 
was  going  to  undertake  this  responsi- 
bility, it  seemed  just  that  the  State 
should  meet  the  expense.  Heoonld  name 
lunatic  asylums  where  patients  received 
an  amount  of  care  almost  amounting  to 
luxury,  and  it  would  be  inflicting  the 
greatest  possible  injury  to  society  if  these 
places  were  to  be  put  an  end  to.  In  the 
neighbourhood  of  some  of  these  asylums 
there  were  as  many  as  from  200  to  300 


Digitized  by  Google 


1143        Zunaey  AcU  {Uaboh 


16,  1886}        Amendment  BiU.  1146 


persons  employed  in  connection  with, 
tliem ;  and  if  this  meaBure  was  carried 
out  as  it  at  present  stood  these  persoos 
might  be  dismissed  from  their  employ- 
ment, thereby  inflicting  a  large  amount 
of  hardship.  Not  only  would  they  affect 
the  poeitioD  of  the  lunatics,  but  a  great 
deal  of  injury  would  be  caused  to  a  body 
of  persons  who  would  not  be  fully  com- 
pensated for  the  wrong  they  suffered. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  remedies  pro- 
posed in  regard  to  private  asylums  went 
far  enough  in  the  way  of  compensation 
or  of  protection,  nor  was  adequate  pro- 
Tidon  made  in  case  any  of  them  were 
hnoght  to  an  end.  Keither  was  it 
neesBiuy  for  the  limatics  to  be  placed 
in  the  chai^  of  the  State,  and  the 
responsibility  taken  away  from  their 
relatives;  but  if  the  State  insisted 
upon  doing  bo  it  ought  to  bear  the 
expense. 

LoKD  GKIMTHOBFE  said,  he  wished 
to  refer  their  Iiordships  to  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  1877-8  on  this  subject,  besides 
the  evidence  in  it  of  Lord  Shaftesbury 
which  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
opposite  had  quoted.  They  reported 
that  the  few  complaints  made  against 
private  asylums  had  been  satisfaotorily 
answered ;  that  there  had  been  a  great 
iaprorement  in  them;  and  that  the 
jeM0iU!7  "vi^  which  tiie  treatment  of 
lonatios  was  watched  at  the  present  day 
TCB  a  great  seoority  agfunst  any  reour- 
renoe  ^  the  horrible  cruelties  practised  in 
ftttmer  times.  The  evidence  was  taken 
nine  years  ago ;  but  had  anything  oc- 
curred unce  that  time  to  call  for  such 
l^islation  as  this  ?  Were  their  Lord- 
ships, on  theoretical  grounds,  to  say 
that  they  disbelieved  uie  summary  of 
the  evidence  taken  at  great  length 
by  that  Committee?  All  the  senti- 
mental and  imaginative  reasons  existed 
as  much  then  as  they  did  now ;  but 
the  Oommittee  of  that  day  said  there 
ms  no  oooaaion  to  do  anything  of  the 
kind  now  su^^ted.  Property  of  any 
kind  was  never  taken  from  indivi- 
duals b^  the  State  except  on  grounds  of 
pubUo  jnatice  or  public  neoesnW.  The 
DoUe  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack 
said  that  the  licences  of  private  asylums 
were  only  during  good  behaviour.  Yes ; 
bat,  as  the  Bill  stood,  they  would  be  ter- 
minated by  wants  entirely  independent 
of  good  behaviour.  In  cases  where 
houses  of  this  kind  had  been  in  the 


hands  uf  persons  for  a  long  series  of 
years,  and  on  which  large  sums  of 
money  had  been  expended,  it  seemed  to 
him  to  be  a  strange  proposition  that  this 

groperty  should  be  confiscated  by  the 
tate,  without  the  least  pretence  of  evi- 
dence of  any  necessity  for  so  doing,  and 
in  the  face  of  suoh  evidence  and  such  a 
Beport  as  he  had  quoted.  Mention  had 
been  made  of  the  large  number  of  letters 
received  regarding  lunatic  asylums,  of 
which  not  one  was  of  anything  more 
than  bare  opinion.  He  had  himself 
received  a  letter  from  an  old  lady,  who 
was  now  a  voluntary  boarder  in  a  well- 
Imown  private  lunatic  asylum.  Al- 
though she  had  been  cored  she  pre- 
ferred to  remain  there,  because  she  bad 
no  nicer  place  to  live  in.  She  received 
more  home  comforts  for  her  money  there 
than  she  could  get  anywhere  else ;  and 
she  protested  moat  strongly  against 
being  turned  out,  because  if  that  were 
done  she  would  have  to  betake  herself 
to  some  lonely  lodgings  and  be  in  danger 
of  a  relapse.  She  saw  her  doctor  every 
day,  and  was  very  much  attached  to 
him.  This  was  one  instance  out  of 
several  cases  within  his  own  knowledge. 
He  used  to  go  and  visit  a  clergyman 
every  year  at  Buxton,  who  was  an  in- 
mate of  a  lunatic  asylum.  This  gentile- 
man  was  just  in  that  mental  condition 
in  which  it  might  be  said  Uiat  for  half- 
an-hour  he  was  quite  sane,  and  in  the 
succeeding  half-hour  just  the  reverse. 
He  took  an  interest  in  everything  that 
was  going  on  around  him,  and  in  all  the 
news  of  hie  family,  and  talked  rationally 
about  it ;  and  always  said  that  he  was 
very  comfortable.  He  read  the  news- 
papers. If  they  were  to  turn  this  gentle- 
man oat  he  would  protest  just  as  strongly 
as  in  the  other  case.  He  asked,  there- 
fore, why  they  should  embark  on  a 
policy  destroying  all  those  interests  in 
private  asylums,  which  had  been  in 
some  families  for  generations,  whenever 
the  present  proprietor  happened  to  die, 
and  turning  all  the  patients  into  the 
streets,  or  into  some  huge  county  insti- 
tution where  they  would  not  be  half  so 
comfortable,  or  so  well  attended  to? 
Perhaps  some  noble  Lords  had  the  case 
of  Mrs.  Weldon  in  their  minds  while 
considering  this  matter.  But  Mrs. 
Weldon's  was  no  case  against  private 
lunatic  asylums  rather  than  public 
ones.  Her  complaint  was  that  she  had 
beensfnteomewhere;  that  some  people, 
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f(ur  a  good  or  a  bad  reason,  wished  to 
get  her  out  of  the  way.  Another  recent 
trial  about  a  man  named  Hillman  ac- 
tually was  about  sending  him  to  a  public 
asylum  without  proper  examination  by 
Justices.  As  far  as  be  had  read,  there 
was  not  a  single  charge  of  misoonduct 
against  any  private  lunatic  asylum. 
That  being  so,  it  was  not  at  all  a  proper 
thing  to  ruin  above  half-a-million's 
worth  of  property,  now  or  15  years 
hence,  when  the  improvements  that 
were  continually  going  on  might  have 
made  private  asylums  even  better  than 
they  were  now,  when  no  charge  was 
made  against  tlxem.  If  it  were  con- 
sidered desirable,  let  there  be  another 
inquiry,  to  be  followed,  if  necessary,  by 
ftirtiier  legislation ;  but  there  v&a  plenty 
for  this  Bill  to  do  witbont  burdening  it 
with  clauses  fbr  which  at  present  there 
did  not  seem  to  be  sufficient  justifica- 
tion. 

The  Bishop  op  PETERBOROUGH 
said,  that  circumstances  bad  led  to 
his  having  some  acquaintance  with  the 
management  of  more  than  one  private 
lunatic  asylum ;  and  he  wished  to  say  a 
word  or  two  in  the  interests,  not  of 
the  owners  or  managers,  but  of  the 
public  and  of  the  patients.  He  quite 
agreed  with  the  observations  of  the  last 
speaker.  By  a  private  asylum  he  under- 
stood one  not  only  under  private  man- 
agement, but  one  in  which  individuals 
oould  have  privacy  as  regarded  tbe  time 
and  manner  of  ttieir  admission,  with- 
out the  risk  of  tbeir  being  exposed 
to  the  contemptuous  gaze  of  the  public. 
He  had  more  than  once  met  in  society 
persons  who  had  been  a  short  time  in- 
mates of  a  private  lunatic  asylum  ;  but 
if  they  baa  been  inmates  of  a  public 
asylum,  and  they  had  been  exposed  to 
publicity,  the  fact  of  that  publicity 
would  have  been  to  them  a  cause  of  life- 
long suffering.  It  seemed  to  be  im- 
portant, in  the  interests  of  humanity,  that 
there  should  not  be  a  needless  publica- 
tion of  infirmities  which  many — rightly 
or  wrongly  —  considered  a  disgrace  to 
their  families.  The  desire  to  obtain 
publicity  might  involve  the  danger  of 
inflicting  injury ;  and  the  question  was 
whether  it  was  necessary  to  go  so  far  in 
tiring  to  prevent  abuse.  Another  dis- 
advantage in  the  abolition  of  private 
asylums  was  the  loss  of  individualizing 
oare.  In  small  asylums  an  amount  of 
attention  could  be  given  to  individual 
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oases  which  waa  not  poarible  in  large 
asylums,  whore  patients  had  to  be  dealt 
with  more  in  masses.  The  diminution 
of  this  individual  treatment  would  be  a 
loss  to  the  cause  of  science  as  regarded 
the  method  of  dealing  with  the  insane. 
It  was  said  that  practitioners  might  keep 
peojde  too  long  in  the  asylums;  but 
there  was  also  the  danger  of  practitioners 
being  too  anxious  to  get  patients  out  too 
soon.  When  a  hospital  was  crowded  thwe 
was  a  natural  anxiety  for  vacant  beds, 
and  the  same  motive  might  operate  less 
favourably  in  the  management  of  Iai|^ 
public  asylums  if  it  led  to  individual  cases 
being  dealt  with  in  a  perfunctory  way. 
Again,  if  poor  and  rich  patients  were 
treated  together  there  might  be  a  danger 
that  rich  patients  might  reoeire  mors 
care  and  attention  than  the  poor.  For 
these  reasons  he  felt  hesitation  in 
adopting  as  a  fixed  principle  that  we 
were,  sooner  or  later,  to  abolish  private 
asylums.  A  Justice  of  the  Peace  might 
be  a  good  jud^e  of  a  poacher ;  but  it 
by  no  means  followed  that  he  would  be 
an  equally  good  judge  of  a  lunatic ;  and 
it  certainly  seemed  desirable  that  a 
Justice  of  the  Peace  should  be  assisted 
by  a  medical  expert  in  exeiounng  the 
discretion  which  the  Bill  would  cast  upon 
him. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said,  that  the 
Bill  was  a  valuable  one ;  but,  unless  some 
modification  were  made  in  it  with  respect 
to  private  lunatic  asylums,  the  Bill  might 
be  jeopardised.  The  BUI  must  be 
looked  at  not  only  from  the  standpoint 
of  those  who  were  directly  interested  in 
such  asylums,  but  also  from  the  stand- 
pointof  rich  and  solvent  lunatics,  andalso 
from  the  standpoint  of  the  ratepayers, 
who  were  asked  to  provide,  at  the  public 
expense,  habitations  for  those  who  had 
been  housed  in  private  asylums,  and 
who  had  been  so  housed  in  a  way  which 
commended  itself  to  the  lunatics  them- 
selves, when  they  were  capable  of  ex- 
ercising a  choice,  and  in  other  oases  to 
their  families  and  friends.  There  might 
have  been  abuses,  andit  was  well  to  legis- 
late against  their  recurrence ;  but  was 
it  necessary  to  say  that  private  asylums 
must  be  got  rid  of  altogether  ?  It  must 
be  possible  to  devise  madiinery  that 
would  prevent  abuse.  It  was  not  at  all 
clear  that  it  would  be  agreeable  to  tiie 
relatives  and  friends  of  the  insane,  who 
had  to  decide  for  them  where  they  ^uld 
be  sent,  that  they  shoold  in  eveiy  case  be 
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depritred  of  the  ehanoe  of  sending  tbem 

ta  private  aajluma.  Was  there  likely  to 
be  any  beuefit  derivod  if  there  was  to  be 
DO  private  enterprlze  in  the  matter  ?  If 
private  asylams  were  abolished,  either 
lunatics  would  not  be  sent  anywhere, 
but  stay  at  home ;  or  they  would  be  sent 
to  places  for  the  reception  of  single 
patients ;  or  they  would  be  sent  to 
public  institutions  partly  inhabited  by 
paaper  lunatics ;  or,  again,  they  might 
be  sent  altogether  out  of  the  jurisdiction 
to  one  of  the  numerous  foreign  estab- 
lishments. There  was  another  important 
consideration  whioh  had  not  been  dealt 
with.  Was  it  reasonable  to  impose  ad- 
ditional burdens  on  the  already  oTer- 
ladea  taxpayer  to  provide  accommoda- 
tion for  those  who  could  afford  to  pro- 
vide for  themseWes  ?  He  would  be  glad 
to  know  what  were  tbe  intentions  of  the 
QoTeniment  with  respect  to  Ireland? 
He  hoped  it  was  either  intended  to 
apply  the  Bill  to  Ireland  or  such  parts 
of  it  as  would  be  desirable,  or  that  a 
Bill  was  being  prepared  for  Ireland  in 
the  Irish  Office. 

EuL  BEAUCHAMP  said,  he  was 
willing  to  admit  that  the  Bill  was 
bristled  with  difficulties;  but  he  re- 
gretted Tery  much  that  the  objections 
raised  in  this  debate,  which  were  objec- 
ti(nis  of  principle,  had  not  been  raised 
on  tile  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  LOBD  OHANGELLOB  (Lord 
Hbbsobxll)  said,  that  he  had  omitted 
to  state  that  he  had  consulted  with  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Spencer)  who  dealt 
with  Irish  questions,  and  with  the  Irish 
Law  Officers,  and  they  did  not  thiok  it 
practicable  to  extend  the  Bill  to  Ire- 
land; but  the  Irish  Office  would  make 
provision  for  Ireland  in  this  matter. 

Uotion  agreed  to :  House  in  Oommittee 
Mcordingly. 

Clauses  1  to  3,  incluslTe,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Urgency  Orders). 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  said,  he 
proposed  to  amend  the  2nd  rule,  which 
provided  that  no  person  should  be  re- 
ceived under  an  uigenoy  order  unless 
the  medical  practitioner  who  signed  the 
csrUficate  had  personally  examined  the 
psiient  not  more  than  three  days  pre- 
viously to  the  reception  of  such  person. 
He  oonudn«d  the  time  too  long,  and 
vonld  moTO  the  substitution  of  34 
hotus. 


Amendment  movad,  in  page  6,  line  22, 
leave  out  ("three  clear  days")  and 
insert  ("twenty-four  hours.") — {7%e 
Earl  ofMUUown.) 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
was  willing  to  make  it  two  days,  instead 
of  three. 

Amendment  amended^  and  i^eod  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
had  done  his  best  to  meet  the  views 
suggested  on  the  second  reading  aa 
to  the  protection  whioh  should  be  given 
to  those  issuing  certificates  under  the 
Bill.  Undoubtedly  the  fear  of  respon- 
sibility would  lead,  without  such  pro- 
tection, many  j^ersons  to  refrain  from 
giving  auoh  certificates  when  their  doing 
so  was  in  liie  highest  degree  desirable, 
and  when  it  wonld  be  extremely  bene- 
ficial to  the  patients  themselves.  Such 
persons  ought  to  be  freed  from  respon- 
sibility, if  they  acted  in  good  faith  and 
with  reasonable  care.  Frequently  many 
of  the  actions  were  brought  upon  abso- 
lutely frivolous  grounds,  and  the  medi- 
cal men  were,  coneequently,  put  to  con  • 
eiderable  expense  and  annoyance  in 
defending  them.  He,  therefore,  pro- 
posed to  amend  the  clause  by  giving 
summary  power  to  stay  actions  which 
were  brought  against  medical  men  for 
having  given  such  certificates  where  it 
could  be  shown  that  there  was  no  ground 
for  the  allegation  that  they  had  acted 
with  want  of  reasonable  care  and  of  ^ood 
faith.  He  thought  Uiat  such  a  provision 
would  satisfy  medical  practitioners,  who 
had  been  alarmed  by  the  costly  proceed- 
ings which  had  been  taken  against  some 
of  them  in  recent  years. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  7,  after 
Section  4,  insert  the  following  new 
section : — 

(Protection  as  to  person  dgning  ordeis  and 

curtiflcates.) 
"  (l.j  A  penoD  who  before  the  commence- 
ment of  thiB  Act  has  signed  or  done  any  act 
with  a  view  to  sign  an  order  for  the  reception  of 
a  person  as  a  Innatic,  or  a  medical  certificate 
Uiat  a  person  is  of  untoond  mind,  and  a  person 
who  in  the  manner  required  by  this  Act  pre- 
sents a  petition  for  an^y  such  order,  or  sign  or 
does  any  act  with  a  view  to  sign  an  urgency 
order,  or  any  such  medical  certificate  as  afore- 
said, shall  not  ho  liable  to  any  civil  or  criminal 

firoceedinga  if  such  person  has  acted  in  good 
aith  and  with  reasonable  care. 

"  (2.)  If  any  proceedings  are  taken  against 
any  person  for  signing  or  doing  any  act  with  a 
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▼i«w  to  nga  anj  mch  order  or  oartiflcaie,  at 
presentiog  anj  toch  petition  as  io  the  preeedioK 
sab-Nction  mentioneai  on  the  graaod  that  men 
penondid  not  act  in  Mod  faith  or  with  Ttmvm- 
able  care,  nieh  prooemioge  may,  apon  mmmary 
application  to  a  iod^  of  the  High  Coart,  be 
stayed  if  the  jodKe  is  satisfled  that  there  ii  no 
reaaonable  groond  for  alleging  want  of  good 
faith  or  reaaonable  care.— (T'A*  Lord  Ckan- 
eellor.) 

The  Eabl  of  SELBOBNE  said,  the 
cases  of  whtoh  they  had  heard  so  much 
latdy  and  other  eircamstaaoes  had 
created  a  deal  of  apprehension  in  the 
minds  of  persons  issuing  certificates ;  and 
there  i^peared  to  he  a  grare  fear  that, 
unless  adequate  proteotion  tbs  afforded, 
considerable  difficulty  would  be  expe- 
rienced in  getting  the  necessary  certifi- 
cates. He  had,  therefore,  much  pleasure 
in  supporting  the  Amendment,  which, 
he  trusted,  would  tend  to  allay  the  alarm 
Thich  had  been  created  in  the  minds  of 
medical  practitioners. 

Amendment  agrttd  to. 

Olanses  6  to  25,  indnsire,  (^r^ed  to. 

Clause  26  (AmendmoitB  as  to  single 

patients). 

The  lord  OHAN OELLOR  said,  that 
the  clause,  coupled  with  Olauses  43  and 
44,  raised  very  important  questions,  as 
to  which  much  had  been  said  that  night ; 
and  he  did  not  think  they  could  usefully 
discuss  them  at  the  present  moment. 
He  admitted  that  considerable  modifica- 
tions would  hare  tu  be  made  in  that  part 
of  the  Bill ;  and  he  was  most  anxious,  if 
possible,  to  hit  upon  some  such  modifi- 
cation as  they  were  all  likely  to  agree  to. 
Therefore  he  proposed  to  postpone  all 
the  clauses  that  were  of  a  controversial 
nature  until  a  later  date,  and  to  proceed 
now  only  wif^  those  clauses  which  were 
not  of  a  controversial  character. 

Clause  pottponed  accordingly. 

Clauses  27  to  33,  inclusive,  agreed  io. 

Clause  34  (Institutions  for  idiots  and 
imbeciles);  and  Clause  35  (licensed 
houses  for  idiots). 

The  lord  CHAN0ELTX)B  said, 
that  as  these  danses  dealt  with  idiotcy 
and  imbeciles  he  proposed  to  strike 
them  out  of  the  Bill,  and  keep  them 
quite  apart  from  the  subject  of  lunacy. 
He  would  introduce  another  measure, 
embodying  the  provisions  relating  to 
idiotcy  and  imbeciles. 


(Tlausea  »tru«k  out  accordingly. 
Clauses  S6  to  42,  indusive,  tf/rw^  to. 
Clauses  43  and  44  pottponed. 
Clauses  45  to  69,  inclusive,  »greoi  to. 

Clause  70  (Abuse  of  female  lunatic). 

The  Eabl  of  lOLLTOWN  proposed 
an  Amendment,  to  make  it  felony  for  a 
man  to  cunally  know  an  insane  person. 

Amendment  mowd^ 

In  page  41,  line  3,  after  {"  pstieat.")  insKt 
("  be  aluai  be  goiltT  of  feloay,  sod  shall  be  liabis 
at  t^  diaetetion  of  the  ooart  to  be  kept  in  penal 
aerritnde  for  life,  or  for  any  period  not  less  than 
five  years,  or  to  be  imptiaoned  for  any  period 
not  exoeeding  two  years  with  or  withoat  hard 
labour;  and  if  any  soch  person  shall  attempt  to 
have  carnal  knowledge  of,  or  be  goilty  of  any 
indecent  aaeanlt  or  other  indecent  behanoor 
npon  or  towards  sny  sooh  female  patient.*')— 
(Tkt  Earl 9f  Mittt9¥m.) 

The  LOBD  OHANCELLOE  said,  he 
approved  the  object  of  the  Amendment ; 
but  he  thought  the  case  was  provided 
for  by  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment 
Act,  and  he  must  ask  for  time  to  look 
into  the  matter. 

Amendment  (by  leave  ot  the  Own- 
mittee)  wiYAirawft. 

Clause  agrood  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agrotd  io. 

Schedule  <^f*d  io. 

The  Report  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  To-morrow ;  and  Bill  to  be 
printed,  as  amended.    (No.  37.) 

*  House  acyoumed  at  a  qoarter  before 
Eight  o'clock,  tin  To-morrow, 
a  qnarter  past  Ten  o'dodk. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS. 
Thwreday^  X%ik  March,  1886. 


MINUTES.]  —  Sbkbct  CoKXtiTBi  —  Town 

Holdings,  nominated. 
Supply — eoiuidered  in  Ommittee — Navt  Esn- 

1IAT88 ;  Civil  Sbbticbh  asd  Rbtbkdk  D>- 

PAKTHSNT8. 

Poitponed  Sftelutim  [March  11]  reported. 
Wais  and  tlKAXB— considered  in  Oowimittee  — 

Deficienciea,  £38,715,  2s.  Id. ;  £8,256,018. 
Public   Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Rsadiug  — 

Contagious  Diseases  Acts  Repeal  (No.  2)* 

[147];  Post  Office  Sites*  [148]. 
SteoHd  Reading —Gtamd&AoXA  Fond.  (No  1).* 
OMnmiMfv— Oompoisstion  (or  I)«nagea  [120] 

— 1UP. 
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CmmitU»~'S«p»rt—'ni%rd  Stadinff^tSMrrit^ 

Validity*  [137],  uidpaned. 

Coniidtred  at  anmdtd — Rs-eomm. — Committet — 
Seport — Cotuidgrtd  a*  ammded — Treea  (Ire- 
land) [30]. 

Third  Reading— Dniaage  and  ImpiOTemeitt  of 
Lands  (Ireland)  PtOTunonal  Order*  [119], 
andpatied. 


Q  ZTJESTIONS. 


SCOTLAND— ADMINISTRATION  OF 

justice  in  kirkwall. 
Ub.  uacbonald  oamebon 

(Wiek,  Ac.)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate 
for  Scotland,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  report  of  The  Orkney 
Etrali  of  the  2Srd  December  ]ast,  of  a 
case  tried  before  Sheriff  Thorns  and 
Sherifis  Substitute  MeUis  and  Macken- 
zie, in  which  seven  men  named  Thomas 
Garriodi  Tait,  Hobert  Sinclair,  James 
Mainluid,  James  Guff,  Bobert  Dearneas, 
John  Wjlie,  and  Bobert  Bremnar,  were 
convicted  of  rioting;  that  the  only  evi- 
dence against  Sinclair,  as  shown  hj  the 
report  alluded  to,  was  that  he  was  seen 
in  the  crowd,  and  only  one  witness  saw 
a  flour-bag  coming  from  the  point  at 
which  Sinclair  stood,  but  could  not 
Bwear  that  Sinclair  fhrew  it ;  is  it  die 
ase  that  the  Fiscal  said  he  did  not  oon- 
rider  that  there  was  evidence  against  the 
putd  Hobert  Sinclair,  and  that  he  was 
pepared  to  desert  the  diet  against  him, 
but,  in  the  face  of  this,  the  Sheriff  passed 
one  of  the  heaviest  sentences  on  Sinclair ; 
is  it  true  that  the  Frovoat  of  Kirkwall 
had  used  threats  against  the  postmaster 
of  that  town  for  supporting  the  present 
Member ;  and,  will  he  cause  an  inquiry 
to  he  made  into  this  case  and  furnish 
the  House  with  copies  of  the  evidence, 
aad  also  into  the  general  administration 
of  justice  in  Kirkwall  ? 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfovb)  (Clackmannan,  &o.) :  My  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  this  Report, 
ud  I  have  also  seen  the  papers  in  the 
cose.  I  cannot  say  that  the  evidence 
against  Sinclair  appears  to  have  been 
confined  solely  to  the  point  put  in  the 
Question;  and  what  the  Fiscal,  in  ad- 
dressing the  jury,  is  reported  to  have 
said,  is— 

'*  Ho  had  very  seriously  considered  whether 
it  would  not  have  been  conatatent  with  his  duty 
to  vithdraw  the  charges  ugainst  Sinclair,  hut 
had  felt  that  the  proper  coarse  vas  to  leave  him 
u  tlie  hands  U  t£e  Court.''  ' 

VOL.  OCOnt.    [thibd  sebtes.] 


In  passing  sentence  the  Sheriff  said  that, 

as  regarded  Sinclair — 

"  He  thought  his  position,  infloence,  and  the 
fact  that  he  did  not  nse  it  on  the  side  <rf  oider, 
was  an  aggravation." 

I  am  informed  that  it  is  not  true  that  the 
Provost  of  Kirkwall  has  used  threats 
against  the  Postmaster  of  that  town  for 
Bum)orting  the  present  Member.  I  have 
to-day  reoeiveastatements  signed  by  the 
FroTOst  and  the  postmaster  to  this  effect. 
I  find  that  my  hon.  Friend  who  puts  the 
Question  had  a  corre^mndenoe  with  the 
Home  Office,  and  I  understand  also  an 
interview  respecting  the  matter  at  the 
time,  and  that  on  the  6th  of  January  an 
answw  was  sent  to  him  to  the  effect  that 
there  was  no  ground  for  interference.  I 
see  no  doubt  as  to  the  propriety  of  the 
conclusion  thus  arrived  at  by  our  Prede- 
cessors in  Office. 

ROYAL  IRISH  OONSTABULABY— 
HIRINO  OF  OARS. 

Mr.  BIGQAE  (Oavan,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Is  he  aware  that  it  is  the 
custom  at  Bawnboy,  county  Oavan,  for 
the  police  to  insist  on  having  receipts 
whicdi  purport  to  represent  actual  pay- 
ments from  persons  from  whom  the 
police  hire  cars  on  public,  although  the 
actual  payment  does  not  take  place  for 
months  after ;  and,  whether  he  will  take 
means  to  have  the  irregularity  remedied? 

The  chief  SECBETAEY  (Mr.  Johw 
Mobley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne),  in  reply, 
said,  be  understood  that  this  practice  had 
prevailed  at  the  place  mentioned.  It 
was  explained  that  the  police  did  not 
insist  on  having  receipts,  and  that  the 
interval beforepayment seldom  exceeded 
a  few  days.  However,  the  praoUce  was 
clearly  irregular,  and  would  be  at  once 
put  a  stop  to. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELANDj-TDB 
CAVAN  GRAND  JURY. 

Me.  BIQGAE  (Cavan,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
only  fifteen  grand  jurors  were  sworn  at 
last  Cavan  Assizes ;  whether  less  than 
twelve  of  these  voted  in  favour  of  find- 
ing a  true  bill  against  two  Bmetgeney 
men,  Bobert  Bell  and  George  Buggy, 
who  were  charged  with  setting  fire  to  a 
byreatClonloskan ;  and,  whether,  under 
these  oiroumstaucea,  any  further  legal 
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been  maintatned  with  the  greatest  diffi- 
culty, owing  to  no  place  being  prorided 
by  uie  Gorernment  in  lieu  thereof  ? 

Thb  SEOEBTAKY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Ohiuiebs)  (Bdinbor^  S.):  In  leplj 
to  the  hon.  If  ember  X  may  remind  him 
that  it  Taa  decided  in  December  last 
by  my  Predecessor  that  it  was  not  ad- 
visable as  yet  to  relax  the  existing  re- 
strictions with  regard  to  the  use  of  West- 
minster Hall.  I  do  not  feel  justified  in 
departing  from  that  decision,  at  least 
for  the  present. 


proceedings  will  be  taken  i^^ainat  Bell 
and  Buggy  ? 

The  chief  8E0RETAET  (Mr. 
Jobs  IfoBLsr)  (Kewcastle-on-Tyne) : 
I  have  no  means  of  knowing ;  and,  of 
eourse,  the  hon.  Gentleman  wul  see  that 
it  is  scarcely  proper  for  me  to  inquire 
whether  there  was  any  division  amongst 
the  members  of  the  Grand  Jury  regard- 
ing this  case.  The  Bill  was  ignored, 
and  there  must  have  been,  of  course,  a 
legal  majority.  I  am  informed  that, 
though  there  were  very  auspicious  cir- 
cumstances connected  with  the  case, 
there  was  no  direct  evidence  against  the 
accused  ;  and  it  is  not  intended  to  take 
any  further  proceedings  unless  new  evi- 
dence should  be  disclosed. 

EDUCATION  DEPAUTMENT  —  USE  OF 
6CH00LE00MS  FOR  POLITICAL 
MEETINGS. 

Mb.  HEBBEBT  GABDNEB  (Essex, 
Saffron  Walden)  asked  tiie  Vice  IVaai- 
dent  of  the  Oommittee  of  Council,  'Whe- 
ther he  has  the  power  to  compel  the 
managers  of  schools  in  receipt  of  Parlia- 
mentary Grants  to  place  the  rooms  of 
such  schools  at  the  disposal  of  Parlia- 
mentary candidates,  on  convenient  occa- 
sions, for  the  purpose  of  holding  politi- 
cal meetings ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
put  such  powers  in  force  ? 

Thb  vice  PEESIDENT  (Sir  Lton 
Platfair)  (Leeds,  S.)  :  The  Education 
Department  has  no  power  to  compel 
managers  to  ^lace  the  schools  at  the  dis- 
posal of  Parliamentary  candidates.  This 
rests  at  their  own  discretion,  provided 
that  they  do  not  transgress  Section  20 
of  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act,  1 883,  which 
prohibits  them  from  hiring  the  school, 
and  that  they  do  not  contravene  clauses 
which  are  sometimes  in  the  trust  deeds 
of  the  school. 

WESTMINSTEK  HAIX  (EESTORATION). 

Me.  HOWAED  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  If  the  time  has 
arrived  when  the  public  may  be  safely 
re-admitted  to  view  Westminster  Half, 
under  proper  restrictions,  and  the  privi- 
lege of  drilling  therein  on  certain  even- 
ings be  re-acoorded  to  the  Queen's  West- 
mmsters,  the  London  Scottish,  the  Lon- 
don Iriefa,  and  other  Metropolitan  regi- 
ments of  Volunteers  which,  until  January 
1885,  had  enjoyed  it  for  a  quarter  of  a 
century,  and  whose  efficiency  has  only 

J6-.  Biggar 


COMMISSIONEfiS  OP  lEISH  LIGHTS- 
FACILITIES  FOB  UaHTKEEPEBS 
ATTENDING  DIVINE  SERVICE. 

Me.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If, 
in  order  to  permit  li^tkeepers  o£F  the 
Irish  Coast  to  attend  Divine  Service,  he 
will  direct  that  at  stations  where  there 
are  two  trips  per  week  ashore  one  of 
them  shall  be  on  Sanday;  that  the 
privilege  of  keepioe  a  small  boat,  as 
enjoyed  till  November  last,  for  forfy 
years,  shall  be  allowed  to  lighthouse 
keepers ;  and,  when  he  will  be  able  to 
state  what  additional  stations  will  be 
made  relieving  stations  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Mttitdella) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside):  In  fulfilment  of 
the  promise  I  made  to  the  hon.  Member 
the  week  before  last,  I  have  asJced  the 
Lighthouse  Authorities  of  England,  Scot- 
land, and  Ireland  for  detailed  informa- 
tion as  to  the  facilities  in  their  respec- 
tive services  for  attending  Divine  Ser- 
vice, and  for  the  education  of  children. 
When  I  receive  this  information,  the 
collection  of  which  must  necessarily  take 
time,  as  it  will  be  given  in  respect  of 
each  station,  I  will  consider,  in  con- 
junction with  the  Lighthouse  Boaids, 
what  can  be  done  with  the  view  to  the 
solution  of  the  question  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  raised.  The  Board  of 
Trade  have  no  direct  authority  over  the 
Lighthouse  Boards,  but  only  exercise 
a  financial  control  over  their  expenditure. 

ARMS'  LIOENCBS  (IRELAND)— CASE  OF 
PATRICK  M'GINN. 

Mb.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  Patrick 
M'Ginn,  of  Carr,  was  convicted  at  the 
Petty  Sessiona  held  at  Clogher,  county 
Tyrone,  on  March  9th,  of  oeing  druidk 
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while  in  poaseaeion  of  loaded  fireanns ; 
whether  he  had  a  licence  for  arms  under 
section  4  of  "The  Peace  Freserration 
(Ireland)  Act,  1881,"  and  whether  he  is  a 
person  qualified  under  the  Act  to  hold  a 
Ucence ;  whether  the  Justices,  or  either 
of  them,  who  signed  the '  certificate  for 
the  licence  reside  within  the  Petty  Ses- 
aions  District  for  which  it  was  issued ; 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  JoatioeB  residing 
within  that  Petty  Seuions  had  pre- 
Tioitaly  refused  to  sign  a  certificate; 
when  were  the  Jnatioes  who  signed  the 
certificate  appointed  to  the  Oommission 
of  the  Peace ;  and,  whether  the  attention 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  has 
been  drawn  to  their  action  in  this 
matter  ? 

The  chief  SEORETAET  (Mr. 
JoHH  Moblet)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
I  have  received  a  telegram  from  Dublin 
that  at  the  last  moment  it  was  found 
necessary  to  make  some  further  inquiries 
into  this  case,  and  I  will  ask  the  hon. 
Member  to  be  good  enough  to  put  the 
Qaestitm  again. 

BAILWATS   (IRELAND)  —  THE  BEL- 
TUKBET  RAILWAY-BBIDOE  OVER 
THE  BALLINAUORE  CANAL. 

Me.  H.  CAMPBELL  (Fermanagh,  S.) 
(for  Mr.  JoEDAN)  (Clare,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  on  a  light  line  of 
itailfray,  now  being  made  from  Bel- 
turbet,  county  Oavan,  Ireland,  to  Dro- 
mod,  a  bridge  spans  the  Ballinamore 
Canal  at  that  town  ;  whether,  in  view  of 
the  possible  completion  of  the  Canal,  the 
Saiiway  bridge  is  at  so  low  a  level  as  to 
make  it  impossible  for  steam  tugs  or 
barges  to  pass  under  the  arch  at  high 
water;  whether  the  engineer  of  the 
Board  of  Works  inspected  the  line,  and 
was  a  party  to  this  arrangement ;  and, 
whether,  before  the  completion  of  the 
bridge,  the  Government  will  take  steps 
to  protect  the  Canal  traffic  whioh  may 
arise  between  Limerick  and  Belfast  7 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henbt  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  (who  replied)  said : 
The  railway  is  now  being  constructed 
between  Belturbet,  and,  in  consequence, 
a  bridge  is  being  built  spanning  the 
Canal.  Only  the  buttresses  of  the  bridge 
have  been  constructed  as  yet,  and  the 
bridge  might  be  raised  to  any  height 
required  for  navigation  purposes.  The 
engineer  of  the  Board  of  Works  has 


made  all  the  observations ;  bat  he  was 
not  certain  that  the  Board  had  any 
power,  as  the  Canal  navigation  was 
vested  in  Tmatees,  and  not  the  Board. 
The  Ballinamore  Canal  had  never  been 
used  for  navigation  purposes,  and  the 
works  had  been  for  many  years  aban- 
doned by  the  Navigation  ^uustees. 

COAL  MINES  REGULATION  ACT— 
■WEIGHTS  AND  SCALES. 

Mb.  FOBWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orma- 
kirk)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  If  any  and  what 
arrangements  have  been  made  under 
"  The  Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act,"  85 
and  S6  Yio.  c.  76,  s.  19,  to  insure  a 
systematic  and  periodical  examination 
of  the  weights  and  acalea  used  at  col- 
lieries in  South  West  LancEBhire,  by 
whioh  the  wages  payable  to  any  person 
employed  in  such  mines  are  calculated 
according  to  the  weight  of  coal  gotten 
by  such  person ;  how  frequently  have 
such  inspections  been  made,  and  what 
arrangements  exist  for  the  men  em- 
ployed at  a  mine  to  have  the  weights 
and  scales  examined  at  other  times 
when  they  deem  it  necessary ;  and,  has 
the  Qovemment  Inspector  of  Mines  any 
instructions  to  see  that  due  e£feot  is 
given  to  this  section  of  the  Act  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Muhdella)  (Sheffield, 
Brightside)  (who  replied)  said :  The  Se- 
cretory of  Slate  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment has  asked  me  to  answer  this  Ques- 
tion. The  Inspectors  of  Weights  and 
Measures  appointed  by  Local  Authori- 
ties have  power  to  inspect  all  weights 
and  scales  within  their  jurisdiction  which 
are  used  on  any  premises  for  purposes  of 
trade.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  Local  Au- 
thorities to  make  proper  arrangements 
for  inspection,  and  the  responsibility 
rests  exclusively  with  them.  The  Go- 
vernment Inspectors  of  Mines  are  under 
the  direction  of  the  Home  Department ; 
but  I  understand  they  have  no  power  to 
exercise  the  authority  of  Inspectors  of 
Weights  and  Measures. 

PAVING  00NTRA0T8-DTTBLIN 
CORPORATION. 

Mb.  JONES -PARRY  (Carnarvon, 
&c.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  in  reference 
to  the  seoond  loan  of  £100,000,  which 
the  Local  (Sovemmont  Board  has  sane- 
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tioned  for  the  purpose  of  eoabling  the 
Oorporation  to  repave  the  city  of  Dub- 
lint  whether  he  is  aware  that  the  city 
of  Dublin  is  making  an  application  for 
an  alteration  in  the  terms  of  that  loan, 
viz.  that  the  work  shall  not  be  let  by 
public  competition,  but  that  the  Corpo- 
ration may  do  it  themselves,  without 
any  competition  at  all ;  and,  further, 
that  the  period  shall  be  extended  for  six 

Sears,  to  enable  Hr.  Farnell's  quarry  to 
e  extended  and  make  the  supply,  as  ap- 
pears from  the  proceedings  of  the  Dublin 
Oorporatioa  as  detailed  in  the  Irish 
mpers;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Dublin  Oonporatiott  are  already  paying 
Mr.  Pamell  24f.  per  ton,  when  another 
purely  Irish  firm  <^ered  to  supply  the 
same  stones  at  22«.  per  ton.  entirely  to 
the  satisfaction  of  their  engineer  in 
quality,  viz.  the  Ballintoy  Quarries, 
Antrim ;  whether  he  is  aware  Uiat  Mr. 
Pamell  afterwards  got  the  stone  altered 
in  shape,  and  apparently  is  now  supply- 
ing stone,  which  can  be  supplied  2<.  per 
ton  less,  at  the  same  price  as  he  got  in 
his  first  tender;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  in  the  coun^,  the  boroughs  of 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  repreeent, 
the  sett-making  trade  is  a  standing  in- 
dustry, and  is  in  a  very  depressed  con- 
dition; and,  whether  he  is  aware  that 
they  have  stones  ooough  ready  to  do  the 
work  in  one  yoar,  and  at  a  lower  prioe 
than  ySx,  Pamell  offers — ^namely,  at 
Mr.  Fametl's  original  size,  at  2S«.  per 
ton,  and  for  the  larger  size  at  20«.  per 
ton? 

Mb.  PETEB  M^DONAU)  (Sligo.  N.} 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the  ap- 
plication of  the  Dublin  Corporation  to 
the  Local  Government  Board  requests 
permission  to  use  setts  of  Irish  manu- 
facture and  material  when  they  can  be 
obtained  of  equal  workmanship  and 
quality  to  the  Welsh ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  prior  to  the  opening  of 
quarries  in  Ireland,  the  Welsh  quarry- 
owners  possessed  a  monopoly  of  the 
supply  to  Dublin,  and  that  their  prices 
oharj^  to  the  Corporation  during  a 
long  series  of  years  varied  from  30*.  to 
2bi.  per  ton,  and  never  came  so  low  as 
24«.  until  their  monopoW^  was  broken  by 
the  opening  of  quames  in  Ireland; 
whether  the  most  recent  quotations  by 
the  Welsh  quarxy-owners  to  die  Dublin 
Corporation,  in  response  to  advertise- 
ment for  public  tender,  amounted  to  27f. 

Mr.  J<m4t'Pany 


per  ton  against  24«.  by  Mr.  Fanell; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  differeacs 
between  the  price  of  22f.  and24>peTtoii 
given  by  the  Corporation  to  the  Balliii* 
toy  and  Arklow  quarries  respectiTely  ii 
due  to  a  difference  between  uie  specific 
gravities  of  the  two  stones,  which  ma^ea 
the  latter  more  economical  for  use ;  and, 
whether  the  only  orders  yst  givea  bj 
the  Corporation  on  account  of  the  new 
loan  have  been  shared  equally  between 
Arklow  and  Ballintoy  quarries? 

Thb  CHIEF  8ECEETAET  (Hr. 
John  Moblet)  (Newcastle- on -^e): 
Speaking  for  die  Local  Qovemmeat 
Board,  r  have  to  say  timt  their  ssnetioi 
to  the  loan  of  £100,000  to  the  Coipo- 
ration  of  Dublin  for  repaving  was  not 
given  with  any  condition  as  to  how  the 
work  was  to  be  carried  out.  It  reEta 
entirely  with  the  Corporation  to  decide 
this,  and  there  is  nothing  in  the  Ati 
under  which  the  loan  was  made  re- 
quiring them  to  let  such  works  by  public 
competition.  So  far  as  the  action  of  the 
Oorporation  is  called  in  question  I  shoald 
not  have  thought  it  my  duty  to  make 
any  inquiries ;  out  I  have  been  voluii- 
tanly  informed  by  the  Town  Clerk  that 
tenders  were  invited  last  autunm  bj 
public  advertisements,  and  the  lowest  < 
quotations  were  from  Ballintoy  at  22t.,  I 
and  Arklow  at  24*.,  which,  owing  to  a 
greater  specific  gravity  in  the  former 
stone,  were  reported  by  the  City  Engi- 
neer to  be  about  equal.  Three  Wdu 
firms  tendered  at  uniform  quotations,  (tf 
27«.  per  ton.  The  supplies  now  required 
are  being  ordered  from  Arklow  and 
Ballintoy.  The  Town  Clerk  obaetree 
that  it  would  be  unusual  and  unbu»nes8< 
like  to  take  amended  offers  after  prioea 
were  disclosed,  even  if  the  firms  in 
Wales  were  now  ready  to  make  them 
as  suggested  in  the  Question  of  Uiehoo. 
MemoOT  for  Oamarvon  Boroughs. 

PRISONS  (IRELANDj-CONSOLIDATIOlT. 

SiB  E.  AS8HET0N  CROSS  (Laact- 
shire,  8.W.,  Newton)  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  the  Qovemment  a» 
taking  any  steps  to  carry  out  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Boral  Oommission 
Irish  Prisons  as  to  the  further  consoli- 
dation of  Prisons  in  Ireland  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECEETAET  (Mr.  Jomr 
Moelby)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne):  louder- 
stand  that  the  comprehensive  scheme  of 
the  Prisons  Board  for  the  oonsolidation 

Digitized  by  GooqIc 


1161         Tenure  Removal         {Kabch  18,  1886}  {Scotland)  BUI  1162 


of  the  Irish  prisons  will  be  laid  before 
the  GoTernment  in  a  few  days.  In 
the  meantime,  with  the  view  of  facili- 
tating the  arrangements,  orders  have 
been  passed  for  closing  altogether  the 
prison  at  Lifford ;  MuUiogar  Prison  has 
been  reduced  to  the  ttatuM  of  a  minor 
prison ;  Downpatrick  Prison  has  been 
olosed  wholly  as  a  local  prison,  and  re- 
serred  exclusively  for  conricts ;  and  Naas 
has  been  closed  as  a  oiril  prison,  and 
will  be  handed  over  to  the  Military  Au- 
thorities for  their  purposes. 

OBIHINAL  liAW-FROSEOtmON  FOB 
LIBEL  (OAFE  COLOUTT). 
Ifn.  MASON  (Lanark,  Hid)  asked  the 
Undersecretary  of  State  fortheColonies, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
therecent  prosecution  for  criminal  libel  of 
the  Reverend  John  G.  Don,  Presbyterian 
Minister  in  King  William's  Town,  South 
Africa ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
alleged  libel  consisted  in  Mr.  Don 
having  publicly  protested  against  the 
unwarranted  action  of  the  Premier  and 
Attorney  General  of  Oape  Colony  in 
preventing  the  trial  for  manslaughter 
of  a  Dutdi  farmer  who  had  shot  dead  an 
inoffensive  Kaffir,  while  the  latter  was 
searching  for  his  master's  horse;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  the  action  against 
Mr.  Don  having  resulted  in  an.  ao- 
qnittal,  and  fall  justification  of  his  con- 
duct in  protecting  the  rights  and  lives  of 
IJie  Native  races,  Her  Majesty's  Qto- 
vemment  will  take  steps  to  see  that 
the  costs  of  his  defence,  amounting  to 
about  five  hundred  pounds,  are  defrayed 
out  of  the  publio  revenue  of  the  Oape 
Colony  ? 

The  TTNDEE  SECEETART  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Osboehe  Mobsan)  (Den- 
bighshire, E.) :  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  recent  prosecution  in  the 
Oape  Colony  of  the  Bev.  J.  G.  Don  for 
(oiminal  libel.  I  have  read  a  paper 
wluch  the  hon.  Member  has  been  good 
enough  to  send  me,  beaded,  Mr.  Don's 
"  Triumphant  Yindication  of  Kaffir  Life 
and  Bights  in  South  Africa,"  and  pur- 
porting to  give  an  account  of  the  trial ; 
but  it  is  onfy  just  to  Mr.  npington,  the 
Premier  and  Attorney  Generu  of  the 
Oape  Colony,  to  state  that  he  em- 
phatically denies  having,  either  directly 
ur  indirectly,  interfered  in  the  case  of 
Pelzer,  the  Dutch  farmer  referred  to 
in  the  Question;  the  fact  being  that,  in 
deditting  to  prosecute,  the  Solicitor  Ge- 


neral, who  is  not  a  political  officer, 
acted  quite  independently  and  on  his 
own  judgment.  With  regard  to  the  last 
Question,  the  hon.  Member  must  surely 
have  'forgotten  that  the  Cape  Colony 
is  a  self-governing  Colony,  and  that 
whatever  may  have  been  the  merits  or 
the  result  of  the  trial  to  which  he  refers, 
Her  Maj^ty's  Government  have  no 
power  to  interfere  with  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  by  the  Courts  of  that 
Colony,  or  to  see  that  the  costs  of  any 
proceedings  in  such  Courts  shall  be  de- 
frayed out  of  its  public  Bevenue. 

LITERATURE,  &CIENCE,  AND  ART 
(SCOTLAND)  — SIR  DAVID  BAXTER'S 
BEQUEST  TO  DUNDM!. 

Mr.  EDMtTND  ROBERTSON 
(Dundee)  asked  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
callod  to  the  fact  that  a  bequest,  now 
amounting  to  more  than  £25,000,  left 
many  years  a^o  by  the  late  Sir  David 
Banter,  to  maintain  a  Mechanics'  Insti- 
tute in  Dundee,  has  not  yet  been  ap- 
plied to  that  purpose,  although  such  an 
Listitute  is  greatly  needed ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  can  do  anything  to  induce  the 
Trustees  to  apply  the  money  forthwith 
to  the  purposes  for  which  it  was  in- 
tended ? 

The  SECRETARY  foe  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Teetelyah)  (Hawick,  &c.):  I  know 
something  about  Sir  David  Baxter's 
bequest  for  a  Mechanics'  Institute  in 
Dundee ;  in  fact,  I  have  in  my  j>ofiees6ion 
a  most  interesting  Report  addressed  to 
his  Trustees,  who  have  unlimited  powers 
in  the  matter,  by  gentlemen  whom  they 
several  months  ago  zeqnested  to  advise 
them  and  draw  up  a  sonema.  The  Re- 
port is  confidential,  but,  no  donbt,  will 
be  publi^ed  soon. 

TENURE  REMOVAL  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  he 
will,  on  behalf  of  the  Government,  adopt 
the  Tenure  Removal  (Scotland)  Bill,  in< 
troduoed  by  the  honourable  Member  for 
Dundee,  or  introduce  a  measure  dealing 
with  the  same  subject  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balvottb)  (Clackmannan,  Ac.)  siud,  he 
knew  this  was  a  matter  on  which  there 
was  a  good  deid  of  feeling  in  Scotland. 
He  should  be  very  glad  to  proimse  a 
measure  dealing  with  it ;  but  while  he 


Digitized  by  Google 


1163         Shipwreck  on  iU 

found  that  there  was  a  unanimify  of  opi- 
nion in  favour  of  a  uniform  term  there 
was  a  great  deal  of  differenoe  as  to  the 
partiomar  days  that  would  he  chosen.  He 
would  be  glad  to  confer  with  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Scotland,  and  to  endearoar 
to  settle  that  question. 

FISHERIES  t8C0TLAND)-REGISTRA- 
TION  OF  FISHING  BOATS. 

Mb.  J.  "W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) 
asked  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  Whe- 
ther he  will,  in  the  Crofters'  Bill,  or  by 
a  separate  Bill,  pxoTide  for  the  registra- 
tion of  fishing  boats  in  such  manner  as 
will  enable  weir  owners  to  give  valid 
mortgages  on  them  ? 

The  8E0RETAEY  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Teevelyan)  (Hawick,  &c.):  The 
matter  which  the  bon.  Member  refers  to 
is  one  of  great  moment  to  the  interests 
of  the  fishermen,  and  through  them  tc 
the  country  at  large ;  and  the  Govern- 
ment are  carefully  consideriog  whether 
they  should  not  introduce  a  Bill  to  apply 
to  the  whole  of  Scotland.  With  a  regis- 
ter of  fishing  boats,  in  so  many  cases  of 
considerable  tonnage,  giviag  as  good 
securityfor  a  mortgage  as  smul  merchant 
ships,  it  is  time  the  question  should  be 
careftiUy  considered. 

IBELAND-THE  BELFAST  COBFORA- 
TION— SALARY  OP  THE  TOWN 
CLERK. 

Me.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 

£al,  B.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretaiy  to  the 
lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  certain  proceed- 
ings alleged  to  have  taken  place  at  Bel- 
fast ;  and,  if  not,  will  he  cause  inquiry  to 
be  made  into  the  merits  of  the  case,  viz. ; 
that  Mr.  Samuel  Black  was  in  the  year 
1878,  wiUi  the  approval  (pursuant  to  the 
statute)  of  the  Lord  laeotenant,  ap- 
pointed by  the  Corporation  of  Belfast 
to  the  joint  office  of  town  clerk  and 
solicitor  of  the  Corporation  at  a  salary 
of  £2,000  sterling  per  year;  that  the 
said  town  clerk  afterwards  claimed  pay- 
ment from  the  Corporation  of  the  moneys 
paid  by  him  to  his  Dublin  agent,  in 
addition  to  his  salary,  and  the  Corpora- 
tion did  pay  same  ;  that  the  matter  was 
brought  oefore  the  Local  Qovemment 
Boanl,  on  behalf  of  the  ratepayers,  who 
directed  their  auditor  to  disallow  such 

Sayment,  which  the  auditor  accordingly 
id ;  that  the  Corporation  brotight  uie 
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matter  before  the  Court  of  Qneen's 
Bench  by  certiorari,  and,  after  two  days' 
argument  by  counsel  on  behalf  of  the 
Corporation  and  Uie  Local  Qovemment 
Board,  the  Court  pronounced  judgment 
on  ttie  23rd  Febrnarv  1861,  declaring 
the  said  payments  to  be  illegal,  as  they 
were  included  in  the  salary  paid  to  the 
town  clerk,  and  that  tiie  auditor  was 
quite  right  in  surcharging  the  same  on 
the  members  of  the  Corporation ;  that, 
notwithstanding  the  said  judgment  of 
the  said  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  the 
Corporation  at  their  meeting,  on  the  1  st 
January  1866,  passed  the  following 
Resolution,  "  That  the  town  clerk's  out- 
lay shall  include  his  Dublin  agent's  al- 
lowance for  doing  the  work  of  the  Cor- 
poration ;  "  and,  if  these  allegations  are 
substantially  correct,  will  he,  as  official 
head  of  the  said  Board,  state  what  action 
the  Board  will  adopt  for  the  purpose  of 
supporting  the  judgment  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in  Ire- 
land, and  the  authority  of- the  Local  Oo- 
vemment  Board  ? 

Thk  chief  secretary  (Mr.  Johx 
Moblst)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  I  have 
no  information  as  to  the  Corp<nntion 
having  adopted  the  Resolution  on  the 
1st  January,  1886,  mentioned  in  the 
Question.  Subject  to  the  fact  that  the 
salary  was  fixed  at  £1,750,  and  not 
;£2,000,  I  believe  the  statements  of  the 
hon.  Member  are  substantially  correct. 
I  am  advised  that  if  the  Corporation  has 
by  any  resolution  sanctioned  a  payment 
which  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  de- 
clared to  be  illegal,  it  will  be  the  duty 
of  the  Auditor  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  at  his  audit,  to  surcharge  them. 

SHIPWRECK  ON  THE  COAST  OF  NOR- 
WAT— CASE  OF  ELIZABETH  MOUAT. 

Mb.  LYELL  (Orkney  and  Shetland] 
asked  the  Under  Secretanr  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majes^'s 
Qovemment  have  already  expressed  to 
tlie  Government  of  Norway  their  ap- 
preciation of  the  bravery  and  humanity 
shown  by  the  fishermen  and  others  at 
Lepsoe,  in  rescuing  the  woman  Elizabetli 
Mouat,  who  was  lately  wrecked  on  their 
shores  in  the  Colttmhina ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Government  are  prepared  to 
make  some  substantial  acknowledg- 
ment of  the  services  rendered  to  one  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects  under  circum- 
stances so  eminently  deserving  of  recog- 
nition? 
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The  trNDEB  SEORETAKT  or 
STATE  (Mr.  Betce)  (Aberdeen,  8.) : 
Her  Majesty's  Minister  accredited  to 
Sweden  and  Norway  was  instructed  on 
the  10th  instant  to  express  the  gratitude 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  for  the 
Berrices  so  humanely  rendered  to  Eliza- 
beth Mouat  on  the  occasion  in  question ; 
and  the  Board  of  Trade  has  been  con- 
sulted as  to  what  steps  can  be  taken  to 
reward  these  services,  either  by  an  ac- 
knowledgment in  the  shape  of  some 
benefit  of  a  permanent  nature  to  the 
community  of  Lepsoe,  or  by  gifts  to  those 
concerned  in  the  rescue. 

BAKKETIPTOT  ACT,  1888-DTJTIES  Or 
OFFICIALS. 
Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 

§al,  E.)  asked  the  Ft'esident  of  the 
k)ard  of  Trade,  Who  is  reeponaible  for 
the  performance  of  the  duties  of  Trus- 
tees under  section  121  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Act  of  1883  ;  what  control  the  Inspector 
General  in  Bankruptcy  has  in  the  Lon- 
don District ;  and,  whether  it  is  the  fact 
that  the  majority  of  the  officers  at  the 
Chief  Official  Reoeivei^s  Office  are  under 
twent7-one  years  of  age,  and  have  had 
no  previous  experimoe  of  bankruptcy 
business  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Mutoella) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside) :  The  Official  Re- 
ceiverB,  when  acting  as  Trustees  nnder 
Section  121  of  tha  Bankmptcy  Act,  are 
resjpoosible  for  the  performance  of  their 
duties.  The  Official  Trustees  act  under 
the  direction  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
The  oootrol  of  the  Inspector  General  in 
Bankruptcy  does  not  at  present  extend 
to  the  London  district,  except  for  the 
purpose  of  audit.  I  am  informed  by  the 
Chief  Official  Receiver  that  only  1 8  per 
cent  of  his  staff  are  under  2 1  years  of 
age,  including  boy  copyists,  and  that  of 
-tiiose  over  age  all  the  officers  and  clerks 
who  are  entrusted  with  important  or 
responsible  duties  (43  in  number)  have 
been  selected  by  him  for  their  know< 
ledge  of  law  and  accounts,  and  for  their 
experience  in  bankruptcy  administra- 
tion. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said, 
that  under  Section  121  of  the  Act  there 
were  Trustees  other  than  the  Official 
Receivers  who  might  be  appointed,  and 
who  superseded  the  Official  Receivers. 
It  was  with  regard  to  such  Trustees  that 
he  had  asked  the  Question  which  he 
would  renew. 


EDUCATION  (IRELAITD)— IRISH 
KATIONAL  TEACHEBS. 

M».  ARTHUR  0*OONNOR(Donegal. 
E.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Ix)rd 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  will 
cause  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  case 
of  Mr.  Buchanan,  principal  teacher  of 
the  Oamone  National  School,  No.  4036, 
county  Donegal,  and  into  the  circum- 
stances under  which,  after  nearly  40 
years*  service,  he  was  compelled  to 
resign  on  the  let  December  last,  just 
before  the  revised  pension  scheme  came 
into  operation  ;  and,  whether,  if  he  finds 
that  Mr.  Buchanan  has  been  hardly 
dealt  with,  he  will  move  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant to  allow  him  a  pensitm  calculated 
under  tiie  new  scheme  f 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Johh 
Moblet)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  I  am 
informed  by  the  Education  Office  that 
in  August,  1885,  Mr.  Buchanan,  the 
principal  teacher  of  the  Camone  Na- 
tional School,  gave  his  manager  three 
months'  notice  of  his  resignation  owing 
to  failing  health,  and  in  the  following 
November  he  resigned.  The  manager 
thereupon  applied  for  a  pension  for  him, 
and  obtained  it  on  the  Ist  of  December. 
In  this  state  of  facts  I  do  not  see  how  a 
case  could  be  made  out  to  bring  the 
pension  under  the  new  rules,  which  did 
not  come  into  effect  until  January,  1886 ; 
but  if  the  hon.  Member  can  satisfy  the 
Treasury  of  the  fairness  of  the  claim  I 
make  no  objection  to  his  doing  so. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  in- 
quire whether  the  statements  with  re- 
gard to  this  dismissed  officer  wore  sub- 
stantially correct ;  and  whether  he  was 
not  compelled  to  resign  at  the  date  men* 
tioned  against  his  will  ? 

Me.  JOHN  MORLEY,  in  reply,  said, 
he  should  assume  that  the  facts  supplied 
to  him  were  correct,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  scarcely  justified  in  saying  that 
the  man  was  dismissed,  when  the  in- 
formation was  that  he  resigned. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 
ALLEGED  ATTACK  UPON  REV.  W. 
P.  KEARNEY,  DROGHEDA. 

Me.  DE  COBAIN  (Belfast,  E.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  As  to  whether  official 
information  had  reached  him  concerning 
a  most  savage  attack  havingbeen  made 
upon  the  Reverend  William  F.  Kearney 
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one  of  the  curates  of  St,  Uary's  Boman 
Catholic  Ohapel,  Drogheda,  by  a  band 
of  ruffians,  accompanied  by  a  number  of 
the  prostitutes  of  that  town,  and  that  tho 
Keverend  gentleman  only  escapod  with 
.bis  life  by  taking  refuge  in  the  house  of 
a  Protestant  named  Gardinw,  vho,  at 
his  ovn  risk,  protected  him  &om  further 
molestation;  and,  as  the  oonaeqnenoes 
may  be  very  serious,  the  Beverend  gen- 
tleman being  since  confined  to  bed, 
wholly  unfit  to  attend  to  any  duty,  and 
if  the  above  be  correct,  what  steps  Her 
Majesty's  Goremment  propose  to  take 
in  order  to  bring  the  perpetrators  of  this 
assault  tojustice  ? 

The  CHIEF  SEORETAET  (Mr.  John 
Moklet)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  I  am 
sure  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  glad  to 
know  that  he  has  been  misinformed. 
The  Inspector  of  Police  has  called  on  the 
Eev.  Mr.  Kearney,  who  states  that  the 
whole  affisir  is  a  fabrication,  and  that 
there  is  no  truth  in  any  porUon  of  it 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND) —WOODFOBD, 
CO.  GALWAT. 

Mb.  HABBIS  (Galway,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  it  be  true  that  Sir  Henry 
Burke  took  out  sixty  ejectment  decrees 
against  his  tenants  in  Woodford  parish 
at  the  January  Quarter  Sessions ;  and, 
if  so,  were  these  decrees  legal  instru- 
ments, though  not  signed  by  the  solici- 
tor, Mr.  O'Farrell,  or  in  Mr.  O'Farrell's 
presence,  whose  name  was  on  the  de- 
crees ;  whether  it  is  true  that  Mrs.  Lewis 
took  out  twenty  dvil  bill  decrees  against 
her  tenants  in  the  same  locality,  though 
they  had  actually  paid  the  banging  gale 
some  time  previously ;  is  it  a  fact  that 
the  Marquees  of  Glanricaide  has  acted  in 
a  similar  manner  and  has  served  writs 
on  his  tenants,  luid  sold  some  of  their 
farms  1^  auction  in  the  town  of  Galway; 
is  it  true  that  the  trustees  or  managers 
of  the  estates  of  the  Earl  of  Westmeath 
served  processes  of  ejectment  on  all  the 
poorer  tenants  around  Woodford,  though 
not  proceeding  to  eject  the  tenants, 
owing  to  an  informality  in  the  mode  of 
procedure ;  has  Lord  Bunsandle  and 
other  landlords  in  South  Galway  acted 
in  a  similar  manner ;  and,  if  so,  will  the 
Qovemment  interfere  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECEBTAEY  (Mr.  John 
Moblet)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  I  am 
informed  that  Sir  Heniy  Burke  obtained 
46  decrees  against  his  tmants  in  Wood- 
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ford  parish,  and  that  they  were  all 
signeif  by  Mr.  O'Farrell  personally. 
Mrs.  Lewis  is  stated  to  have  obtained  1 9 
decrees,  and  there  were  no  hanging 
gales,  except  in  the  case  of  throe.  lam 
also  informed  that  liOrd  danricarde 
sold  four  farms,  bat  that  in  three  in- 
stances the  tenants  have  been  reinstated 
on  payment  of  costs,  I  am  not  aware 
how  many  writs  hare  been  eerved  by 
him.  According  to  the  information 
before  me,  neither  Lord  Westmeath's 
trustees  nor  Lord  Duneandle  have  taken 
tho  proceedings  mentioned  in  the  h(m. 
Member's  Question. 

EGYPT  —  ADMINISTRATION  OP  JUS- 
TICE-REPORT OF  JUDGE  WEST. 

Mb.  billon  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Forei^ 
Affairs,  Whether  the  Government  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the 
Beports  of  Judge  West  on  the  Adminis- 
tration of  Justice  in  X^ypt  ? 

The  UNDEE  8ECEETAET  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Brtce)  (Aberdeen,  8.) : 
The  Beport  to  whidi  the  hon.  Member 
refers  has  notyetreaehed  Her  Majesty's 
Government ;  but  Sir  Evelyn  Baring 
will,  no  doubt,  forward  a  copy  of  it.  It 
will  then  be  examined  with  a  view  to 
determine  whether  it  should  be  laid  upon 
the  Table. 

INLAND  EETENUE-LICENOE  DUTY 
ON  PUBLIC-HOUSES. 

Mb.  M'LAEEN  (Stafford)  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  it 
is  the  practice  of  the  Commissioners  of  In- 
land Eevenue  to  charge  Licence  Duty  on 
public  houses  according  to  the  Poor  Law 
valuation  in  each  place,  or  according  to 
any  other  valuation,  and  whether  their 
practice  varies  in  this  respect  in  diffisrent 
places ;  and,  whether  any  differenoe  is 
made  in  cases  where  the  owner  of  the 
licence  is  owner  of  the  licensed  premises  f 

The  OHANCELLOE  of  the  EX- 
OHEQtrEE  (Sir  William  HARCorar) 
(Derby),  in  reply,  said,  that  it  was  not 
the  practice  of  the  Inland  Eevenue  to 
charge  Licence  Duty  according  to  the 
Poor  Law  valuation,  but  on  the  basis  of 
the  assessment  to  the  Inhabited  House 
Duty,  where  the  premises  were  over  £20 
in  annual  value ;  where  that  was  not 
the  case,  Schedule  D  of  the  Income  Tax 
was  taken  as  the  basis.  No  difference  was 
made  in  cases  whwe  the  owner  of  the  li- 
coice  was  owner  of  U&elieeneed  premises. 
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STATE  OP  IRELAND— LAWI:;ESSNESS 
IN  THE  WEST  OF  IRELAND. 

Mr.  MAOAETNET  (Antrim,  S.)  (for 
Colonel  Wabinq)  (Down,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  at 
the  spring  assizes  held  at  Traloe  on  10th 
March  1886,  Mr.  O'DriecoU,  baronial 
high  constable  for  Iveragh,  asked  leave 
of  the  Grand  Jvaj  to  resign  hia  office^ 
on  the  ground  that  a  portion  <^  his 
barony — namely,  the  parish  of  Qlan- 
beigh,  was  in  so  lawless  a  condition  that 
he  found  himself  unable  to  collect  the 
county  cesB ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  he 
has  visited  certain  lands  three  times 
with  a  view  to  making  seizures,  but 
found  on  the  first  and  second  occasions 
that  all  the  cattle  had  been  driven  oS 
on  his  approach ;  and,  on  the  third, 
whether,  having  made  seizures,  he  was 
compelled  to  abandon  them  by  a  mob  of 
upwards  of  one  hundred  people;  whe- 
ther the  police,  though  present,  were 
IK>werles8  to  protect  him  in  the  execu- 
tion of  his  duty ;  whether  the  Grand 
Jury  accepted  Mr.  O'DriscoU's  lesigna* 
tion ;  and,  whether  they  apprehend  the 
gravest  difficulty  in  inducing  any  one  to 
accept  the  responsibility  of  undertaking 
the  office  of  high  constable  of  the  barony 
of  Iveragh  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAET  (Mr. 
JoHir  Mobley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
I  am  informed  that  Mr.  O'DriscoU  has 
resigned  his  post,  and  that  the  Grand 
Jury  have  accepted  his  resignation.  The 
facts  as  to  the  attempted  seizures  are  as 
stated.  The  police  were  quite  able  to 
protect  Ifr,  O'BriscolI,  and,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  did  so.  The  failure  of  the 
seizure  on  the  third  occasion  was  due  to 
the  fact  that  there  was  not  a  sufficient 
number  of  drovers  for  the  cattle,  and  it 
is  not  the  duty  of  the  police  to  act  in 
that  capacity.  The  County  Inspector 
gives  it  as  hie  personal  opinion  that, 
owing  to  the  difficulty  of  getting  money 
in  that  part  of  Kerry,  which  he  de- 
scribes as  wretched  and  impoTerishe4i 
be  fancies  no  jierson  would  care  to  tE^e 
the  situation  m  question. 

RAILWAYS  AND  PUBLIO  WORKS, 
INDIA. 

Me.  fell  pease  (York,  N.E., 
Olereland)  asked  the  Under  Seoretaiy 


of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government,  within  the 
present  year,  to  encourage  and  expedite 
the  construction,  whether  by  the  State 
or  by  public  Companies,  of  Railways 
and  other  Works  in  India,  which  have 
been  recommended  in  the  interests  of 
that  Empire,  and  would  be  securities 
against  famine,  while  in  this  Country 
they  might  hare  the  effect  of  en- 
couraging the  iron,  steel,  and  other 
industries  ? 

Mr.  JAOKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  asked  the 
Under  Secretair  of  State  for  India,  If  he 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  .the  House,  a 
Betum,  shoving  the  extent  of  I^lways 
in  India  which  has  been  sanctioned  since 
the  Beport  of  the  Committee  on  East 
Indian  Bailways  of  18th  July  1884, 
giving  the  names  of  the  sanctioned  Bail- 
ways,  the  mileage,  the  estimated  cost, 
the  time  to  be  occupied  in  construction, 
and  whether  they  were  included  in 
Schedules  A  and  B  of  the  Report ;  and, 
if  he  can  say  whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  take  advantage  of 
the  extremely  low  prices  now  ruling  for 
Railway  material,  and  push  forward  the 
extension  of  Bailways  in  India  at  a 
more  rapid  rate  ? 

The  UNDEB  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  [Sir  UomitED  Kat-Shuttle- 
wobth)  (Lancashire,  Olitheroe):  The 
annual  Report  on  Railways  in  India  for 
the  year  1885-6,  which  will  be  presented 
as  usual  this  Session,  will  give  the  de- 
sired information  ;  but  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Leeds  (Mr.  Jackson)  de- 
sires any  part  of  the  information  imme- 
diately, perhaps  he  will  confer  with  me, 
and  I  shall  be  happy,  as  far  as  possible, 
to  meet  his  wishes.  In  the  opinion  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council,  the 
numerous  railways  and  other  public 
works  now  in  course  of  construction, 
which  include  the  Frontier  Lines,  should 
be  further  advanced  towards  completion 
before  fresh  obligations  are  incurred. 
I  may  add  for  the  information  of  the 
House  that  the  Budget  Estimate  for  the 
current  year  included  a  capital  expendi- 
ture of  about  £8,250,000  on  Indian 
Railw»s.  The  Indian  Midland  R^- 
way  Company,  with  a  capital  of 
£8,000,000,  has  also  been  formed,  and 
the  Southern  Mahratta  Company  have 
raised£600,000foranewrailway.  These 
two  sums  were  not  indud^  in  the  Es- 
timate. 
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lEISH  LAND  COMMISSION  {THE  SUB- 
COMMISSIONERS)—  SITTINGS 
AT  AUGHNACLOY. 

Mb.  W.  O'BKIEN  (Tyrone,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretory  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Wh^  th.e  sittingB  of 
the  Land  Sab-CommiBsioneie  at  Augh- 
nacloy  in  February  last  were  abandoned ; 
where  and  when  the  next  sittings  will 
be  held ;  and,  what  arrangements  'will 
be  made  to  obviate  the  possibility  of  a 
ireeh  disappointment  to  litigants  ? 

Thb  chief  BECEETAEY  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
The  sittings  at  Aughnacloy  were  aban- 
doned because  the  sittings  at  the  pre- 
ceding town,  DungannoD,  were  unex- 
pectedly protracted,  in  consequence  of 
the  terribly  bad  weather  at  the  time. 
The  sittings  at  Bungannon,  therefore, 
orerlapped  the  proposed  sittings  at 
Aughnacloy.  The  Land  Commissioners 
state  that  as  they  have  only  cue  Sub- 
OommiBsion  for  the  whole  of  Ulster,  it  will 
not  be  possible  to  return  to  Tyrone  be- 
fore September  n«ct.  I  appreciate  the 
hon.  Member's  point  as  to  the  possi- 
bility of  a  hardship  to  the  tenants ;  but 
that  is  owing  to  the  policy  of  Parliament 
in  allowing  the  fair  rent  to  date,  not 
from  the  time  of  applioation,  but  from  the 
date  of  hearing. 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN  :  Would  it  not  be 
possible  for  the  Laud  Commissioners  to 
order  that  the  j  udioial  rent  should  date 
from  the  day  of  hearing  originally  set 
down  in  oases  where  the  delay  was  not 
caused  by  any  default  on  the  part  of  the 
tenant  ? 

Mb.  JOHN  MOBLEY:  I  cannot 
EuiBwer  that  Question  oft  -  hand ;  but 
I  am  of  opinion  that  it  oould  not  be 
done,  as  it  u  beyond  the  Aet  of  Farlia* 
ment. 

COAL  STATISTICS,  1885. 

Mb.  M'LAREN  (Stafford)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  he  oiui  now  state  the  amount 
of  the  output  of  coal  in  Great  Britain  in 
1886,  as  compared  with  1884;  and  also 
in  which  of  our  coalfields  the  official 
statistics  show  the  largest  decreases  for 
the  past  year  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
CfiiLDEBs)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  The  statis- 
tics of  the  output  of  cod  in  Great  Britain 


in  1885  are  in  the  hands  of  the  printers. 
I  will  see  that  my  hon.  Friend  is  fur- 
ni^ed  with  a  copy  as  soon  as  they  are 
ready. 

THE  LONDON  PABK8-OR0UND 
RENTS  AND  REVENUES. 

Me.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasuty,  What  is  the 
amount  of  the  ground  rents  and  of  any 
other  source  of  revenue  now  paid  into 
the  Consolidated  Fund  in  connection 
with  the  London  parks? 

The  secretary  to  the  TB£A- 
8URY  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowleb)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  The  ground  rents  and 
other  revenues  received  in  connection 
with  tbeBoyal  Parks  in  London,  includ- 
ing Batteraea  and  Victoria  Parks,  are 
under  the  control  partly  of  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works,  partly  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests. 
The  sums  received  by  the  Office  of 
Works  amount  to  £1,480,  and  are  ^id 
into  the  Exchequer  as  extra  receipts. 
The  sums  received  by  the  Commissioners 
of  Woods  and  Forests  are  derived  from 
property  situate  within  or  around  cer- 
tain of  the  Parke.  They  are  not  paid 
into  the  Consolidated  Fund,  but  are  ac- 
counted for  as  part  of  tile  land  revenue 
of  the  Crown.  The  particulars  for  each 
Park  are  asfollows:— Begenf  s  Park. — 
For  properties  within  the  road  known  as 
the  Outer Circle,£2,084I8<.  4(1.;  forpro- 
perties  outside  that  circle,  £14,826  24. 3i/. 
Victoria  Park.  This  Park  was  purchased 
under  the  Acts  4  &  5  Vict.,  c.  27,  and  5 
Viet.,  c.  20.  By  these  Acts  the  Com- 
missioners were  empowered  to  lease  or 
sell  any  part  of  the  Park  not  exceeding 
in  the  whole  one  fourth.  The  rental 
received  by  the  land  revenue  for  the 
portion  leased  amounted  last  year  to 
£S,UO  144.  Hyde,  Green,  and  St. 
James's  Parke. — Some  small  pieces  of 
land  which  anciently  formed  parts  of  the 
Parks  or  the  freeboards  of  the  Parks  are 
let  by  the  Commissioners  of  Woods  and 
Forests;  but  as  the  lettinge  include 
houses  which  were  not  any  part  of  the 
Parks,  the  rental  of  the  land  which 
anciently  formed  a  part  of  the  Parke  or 
Uie  freeboards  of  the  Parks  cannot  be 
separately  statod.  These  pieces  of  land 
were  inclosed  from  the  open  parts  of  the 
Parks  about  the  end  of  the  last  century. 
The  gross  total  of  the  figures  I  have 
stated  amounts  to  £21 ,642. 
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TRAMWAYS  AND  PUBLIC  COMPANIES 
(IRELAND)  ACT.  1883-OPERATION 

OP  THE  ACT. 
Mb.  MABK  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) asked  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  he  will 
state  to  the  House  how  far  the  facilities 
afforded  by  *'  The  Tramways  and  Public 
Companies  (Ireland)  Act,  1883,"  have 
been  made  use  of  in  the  extension  of 
tramways,  emigration,  or  the  purchase 
of  lands  in  Ireland,  and  what  moneys 
have  been  advanced  by  the  G-overnment ; 
and,  if  he  could  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  a  Return  up  to  the  present 
time  ? 

The  chief  SEORETAHY  (Mr. 
JoBK  Moslet)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
I  do  not  think  it  would  be  convenient 
for  me  to  attempt,  within  the  limits  of 
an  answer  to  a  Question,  to  state  the 
operations  which  have  taken  place  under 
this  very  important  Act ;  hut  if  the  hon. 
Member  will  formulate  a  Return  asking 
for  the  information  he  seeks,  I  will  be 
Tery  glad  to  see  how  far  his  wiahea  in 
the  matter  may  be  met. 

AKMT  (IRELAND}— CASUALTY  TO  A 
SOLDIER  IN  BELFAST. 

Me.  sexton  (Sligo,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  cm  the  morning  of 
the  1st  of  January  last,  Patriok  Aheme, 
a  private  in  the  FusUiers,  stationed  at 
Belfast,  was  fou&d  at  an  early  hour  lying 
in  the  barrack  square  in  a  state  of  insen- 
sibility; whether  his  teeth  had  been 
kicked  out,  his  lip  split  in  two,  his  ribs 
broken,  and  his  skull  fractured;  whe- 
ther he  was  carried  to  the  Barrack  Hos- 
pital, and  left  there  with  his  wounds  un- 
dressed and  unattended  to,  untiUnquiries 
were  made,  two  days  after  the  occurrence, 
by  Head  Constable  Tilson  and  another 
police  officer ;  whether  these  officials 
were  informed  that  nothing  unusual  had 
taken  place  in  the  barracks,  and  whe- 
ther they  learned  only  on  the  5th  or  6th 
of  the  same  month,  from  the  under- 
taker's man,  that  a  soldier  (Aheme) 
had  died  from  the  efifeots  of  violence ; 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  no  inquest  was 
held,  that  the  dying  man's  depositions 
were  not  taken,  and  that  the  cinl  autho- 
rity was  not  called  in ;  and,  whether  the 
resident  magistrates  failed  to  perform 
Uieir  duty  in  not  causing  an  investiga- 
tion to  be  held,  and  what  aooooDt  mey 


give  of  the  case,  and  their  coarse  in  re- 
ference to  it  ? 

The  chief  SEOEETART  (Mr. 
John  Mohi-et)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne)  : 
Owing  to  some  discrepancies  in  the  in- 
formation which  I  have  received  I  shall 
have  to  make  further  inquiries,  and  I 
will  ask  the  hon.  Member  kindly  to  put 
down  his  Question  again  for  Tuesday. 

IRISH  FISHERY  COMMISSIONERS- 
CONTRACTS  FOR  PIERS,  &o. 

Mb.  MULHOLLAND  (Londonderry, 
N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  a 
contract  has  been  entered  into  for  the 
construction  of  the  fishery  pier  at  Fort- 
atewart,  county  Derry;  and,  whether,  in 
view  of  the  distress  which  exists  in  some 
parts  of  Ireland,  steps  are  being  taken 
to  obtain  contracts  as  soon  as  possible 
for  the  works  recommended  oy  the 
Fishery  CommissionerB  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Henby  H.  Fowlee)  (Wol- 
verhampton,  E.) :  I  beg  to  answer  this 
Question.  A  contract  has  been  entered 
into  for  the  works  at  Portstewart.  Of 
67  works  recommended  by  the  Fishery 
Commissioners,  and  sanctioned,  five  are 
already  completed,  44  are  in  course  of 
construction,  and  the  remaining  eight 
are  in  forward  condition  for  the  earliest 
possible  commenoemmt. 

NAVY  (ORDNANCE)— HETUBN  OF  GUNS 
UNDER  CONSTRUCTION  FOB  NEW 
SHIPS  OF  WAR. 

Mb.  RUSTON  (Linooki)  asked  the 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  If  he  can 
state  when  he  will  be  prepared  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  his  pro- 
mised Return  of  the  guns  which  are 
being  prepared  wherewith  to  arm  the 
war  ships  now  being  built ;  and,  whe- 
ther in  this  Return  he  will  give, — let. 
The  size  of  the  guns ;  2nd.  The  ships  (by 
name)  for  which  they  are  intended ;  3rd. 
Where  each  gun  is  being  constructed  ?  ■ 

The  CIVIL  LORD  (Mr.  R.  W.  Duff) 
(Banffshire) :  I  hope  to  la^  the  Return 
of  the  guns,  which  are  being  prepared 
for  the  war  ships  now  being  built,  on 
the  Table  in  a  diay  or  two.  It  will  give 
the  number  and  size  of  the  guns  and 
where  they  are  being  constructed ;  but 
the  Adminlty  do  not  consider  that  it  is 
desirable,  in  the  interests  of  the  Service, 
to  give  the  namea  of  the  ships  for  which 
iho  guns  are  intwded. 
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TRADE  AND  COMUBKCE— HALL  MARK- 
ING  OF  FOREIGN  MANUPAOTTJRED 
aOLD  AND  SILVER  WATCH  CABES. 
Me.  FORWOOD  (LBncaahire,  Orms- 
kirk)  asked  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  If  he  can  furnish  the  House 
Tith  the  number  of  gold  and  silver 
(separately)  watch  cases  that  were  hall- 
marked by  the  Goldsmiths'  Company  in 
1884  and  in  1885,  distioguishiDg  those 
of  Foreign  manufacture  from  those  of 
British  make;  if  he  is  aware  that  the 
Foreign  made  cases,  when  so  marked, 
are  exported  abroad,  where  they  are 
fitted  with  watch  moToments,  and  then 
brought  back  to  this  Country,  selling 
here  as  English  made  watches,  by  reason 
of  bearing  the  British  (Goldsmiths'  Hall- 
mark, thus  nnfairly  and  seriously  in- 
jnring  an  important  but  stn^fgling 
Britiui  industry ;  and,  whether  he  will 
take  snoh  ste^  as  may  be  necessary  to 
stop  the  markmg  of  the  Foreign  manu- 
factured cases  with  the  British  Hall 
mark,  reserving  the  benefit  of  that  mark 
solely  for  British  productioos  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Mundella) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside) :  As  to  the  first 
part  of  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I 
will  communicate  with  the  Goldsmiths' 
Company,  and  furnish  such  information 
as  they  are  able  to  give.  Ae  to  the 
seoond  part,  I  have  no  information  be- 
yond uiat  contained  in  the  evidence 
given  to  the  Hall-Marking  Committee 
of  1878  and  1879,  which  went  to  show 
that  about  10  per  cent  of  silver  watch 
oases  were  of  foreign  origin.  I  am  aware 
that  the  law  with  respect  to  the  hall* 
marking  of  silver  plate  is  not  in  a  satis- 
factory condition ;  but  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  the  hall-mark  is  in  its 
essenoe  a  test  of  quality  and  not  a  state- 
ment of  ori«n.  It  is  doubtful  whether 
any  such  limitation  as  is  suggested 
would  effect  the  object  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  in  view.  The  question 
raised  is  one  of  misrepresentation  of 
place  of  origin ;  and,  as  such,  it  shall 
have  my  consideration  when  dealing 
with  that  subject  in  connection  with  the 
Merchandise  Marks  Act. 

INLAND  NAVIGATION  AND  DRAINAGE 
(IRELAND)— THE  BARROW  DRAIN- 
AGE AND  ARDGLASS  HARBOUR. 

Mb,  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wioklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Seoretaw'  to  the  Lord 
Lieatenant  of  Inland,  when  the  Be- 


ports  on  Ardg^ss  Hubonr,  presented 
18th  February  last^  and  Arklow  Har- 
bonr,  presented  4{h  Matoh,  will  be  in 
ike  hands  of  Members ;  whether  he  has 
observed  that  over  five  months  have 
elapsed  since  the  inspection  of  these 
harbours  was  made  by  the  engineers  for 
the  purpose  of  reporting,  and  that  the 
Eeports  are  only  a  page  and  a-half 
each  in  length ;  and,  whether  lie  will 
take  any  notice  of  the  apparently  need- 
less delay  in  the  matter  ? 

The  CHIEF  8ECHETAET  (Mr. 
JoHjf  Morlet)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
With  reference  to  these  two  queations, 
I  have  to  state  that  I  am  informed  by 
the  Stationery  Office  that  the  Beport  on 
the  Ardglass  Harbour  will  be  in  tlie 
hands  of  Members  to-morrow,  and  the 
Report  of  the  Barrow  Drainage  Com- 
mission will  be  in  the  hands  m  Mem- 
bers on  Monday  next. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND)— PRISON 
WARDERS. 
Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary, 
S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Why  the 
recommendation  contained  in  the  Report 
of  the  Royal  Commission  on  Prisons  in 
Ireland,  as  to  an  increase  in  the  wages 
of  warderSf  has  not  been  carried  out, 
such  recommendation  being  as  follows : 

"  It  therefore  seems  clear  to  lu  that  a  neeea- 
rity  for  higher  remanenttioa  ia  created  aa  well 
for  the  reasons  above  stated  as  by  tlie  fact  of 
ao  improvement  in  the  general  rates  of  pay  and 
wages  in  Ireland." 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
John  Moblet)  (Newoastle-on-Tyne) : 
I  have  already  stated  that  the  Report  of 
the  Royal  Oommission  on  FHsona  re- 
commended the  abolition  of  a  consider- 
able number  of  prisons  and  bridewells 
aod  the  formation  of  a  consolidated 
scheme.  This  is  now  in  progress,  and 
is  expected  to  be  before  the  Government 
shortly ;  but,  pending  its  final  eettte- 
ment,  the  Treasury  have  declined  to 
sanction  increases  of  salaries  generally, 
on  the  ground  that  new  interests  and 
claims  would  be  thereby  created  on  the 
part  of  many  whose  services  it  might  be 
found  necessary  to  dispense  with  under 
a  consolidation  scheme. 

NAVY— ARMAMENT -THE  H0T0HKIS8 
GUN. 

Mb.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If 
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it  ia  a  fact  that  tke  Hotofakiss  quiok 
firing  guns,  Bupplied  for  use  in  the 
"Nayy,  were  made  at  the  Hotchkiss  fact 
tory  in  France ;  if  it  is  a  fact  that, 
although  the  body  of  the  gun  was  made 
and  supplied  by  an  Eo^ish  firm,  the 
gun  was  finished  in  France  ;  and,  whe- 
ther in  future  contracts  for  machine  or 
quick  firing  guns,  for  use  in  the  Army 
or  Nary,  it  will  be  stipulated  that  the 
^ns  shall  be  maniif  actured  and  finished 
m  this  Country  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 

CAKPEELL-BAJfHEEMAM)  (Stirling,  &C.)  I 

It  is  a  fact  that  of  the  Hotchkiss  quick- 
firing  guns  for  naral  use  the  six- 
pounders  were  made  at  the  Hotchkiss 
factory  in  France,  and  I  believe  that 
the  steel  forgings  for  these  guns  were 
supplied  by  an  English  firm.  Subse- 

Saentiy,  it  has  been  found  that  Ifr. 
[otchkiss  was  able  to  arrange  for  the 
manufacture  in  England  of  his  three- 
pounder  guns  of  the  same  type,  and  a 
number  of  these  are  under  order.  In 
future  contracts  for  guns  of  this  descrip- 
tion careful  consideration  will  be  g^ven 
to  the  point  whether  it  is  practicable, 
without  undue  delay,  to  obtain  the 
weapons  in  this  country. 

BANKEUPTOT  (IRELAND)  COTJRTS— 
LOCAL  COURT  AT  BELFAST. 

Me.  JAMES  HASLETT  (Belfast,  W.) 
asked  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Xiieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether,  in  view 
of  the  strongly  expreased  desire  of  mer- 
chants in  uie  North  of  Ireland,  he 
will  take  the  necessary  steps  to  estab- 
lish a  local  Court  of  Bankruptcy  in 
Belfast  ? 

The  CHIEF  SEOEETARY  (Mr. 
John  Moei;by)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne)  : 
I  am  aware  of  the  strong  desire  which 
exists  in  Belfast  for  the  establishment  of 
a  local  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  a  desire 
which  appears  to  me  to  be  perfectly 
reasonaUe.  I  find  that  successive  Go- 
vernments have  introduced  Bills  for  the 
establishment  of  such  a  Court.  I  need 
not  enumerate  all  the  occasions  on  which 
such  Bills  were  introduced.  In  1883, 
vhen  the  English  Bankruptcy  Bill  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  was  before 
a  Grand  Oommittee,  clauses  were  |nt>- 
posed  by  the  Irish  Government  for  ex- 
tending that  Bill  to  Ireland,  and  for 
establishing  local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy 
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in  that  country ;  but  in  consequence  of 
those  olaoses  the  passing  of  the  whole 
BiU  was  put  in  peril,  and  the  clauses 

had  to  be  withdrawn.  Since  1883  the 
Irish  Government  have  not  attempted 
to  deal  with  the  matter;  and,  having 
regard  to  the  facts  which  I  have  re- 
counted, I  am  afraid  that  it  would  be 
useless  for  me  to  promise  to  bring  in 
any  BiU  on  the  subject  at  present. 

THE  ROYAL   LIVBR  FRIENDLY  SO- 
CTETT— THE  REPORT. 

Me.  HUTTON  (Manchester,  N.)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  If  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
the  evidence  taken  in  the  recent  inquiry 
into  the  affairs  of  the  Royal  Liver 
Friendly  Socie^,  and  the  Report  of  the 
Inqieotor  (Mr.  Lyulph  Stanley)  ? 

Thb  SEOBETAify  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Hewbt  H.  Fowleb)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  said,  the  Report  of 
Mr.  Stanley  was  now  in  type,  and  he 
hoped  would  be  laid  on  the  Table  to- 
morrow or  Monday.  As  the  evidence 
was  very  voluminous,  and  it  would  cost 
a  considerable  sum  to  print  it,  the  view 
he  took  was  that  he  would  lay  the 
Report  on  the  Table ;  and  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers thought  it  desirable  that  the  evi- 
dence should  be  printed  he  would  raise 
no  difficult  in  the  matter. 

VACCINATION  ACT— REPEAL  OF  COM- 
PULSORY VACCINATION. 

Hb.  THOMAS  ROBINSON  (Glou- 
cester) asked  the  President  of  the  Iiocal 
Government  Board,  Whether,  having 
regard  to  the  large  and  increasing  num- 
ber of  people  who  conscientiously  object 
to  have  their  children  vaccinated,  he  will 
bring  in  a  Bill  this  Session  to  repeal  the 
Compulsory  Glanses  of  the  Vaccination 
Act? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Joseph 
Chamberlain)  (Birmingham,  W.),  in 
reply,  said,  he  could  not  undertake  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  this  Session  to  repeal  the 
compulsory  clauses  of  the  Vaccination 
Act ;  but  he  understood  that  his  hon. 
Friend  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  Barnard  Castle  Division  of  Bur- 
ham  (Sir  Joseph  Pease)  had  a  Motion 
on  the  Paper  with  reference  to  the  Vac- 
cination Act,  which,  when  it  was  reached, 
would  afford  an  opportunity  for  discuss- 
ing the  whole  subject, 
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ABUT   (AUXILIAET   F0B0E8)  —  BEB- 
GEANTS  MAJOB  OF  VOLUNTEEES. 

Mb.  ALEXANDEE  HALL  (Oxford) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  he  vill  consider  the  case  of 
the  Sergeant  Majors  of  Yolnnteer  Begi- 
ments,  who,  although  performing  the 
duties  of  Sergeant  Majors,  are  only 
classed  as  *'  Acting  Sergeant  Majors ; " 
and,  whether  they  do  not,  in  this  respect, 
differ  to  their  disadvantage  from  ihe 
Sergeant  Majors  of  Militia,  and  from 
the  position  which  they  had  originally 
occupied  ? 

The  SEORETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell  -  BAJraEEUAN)  (Stirling,  &c.): 
The  acting  Sergeant  Major  of  Volunteers 
does  not  receire  the  same  pay  or  pension 
as  a  Sergeant  Major  of  liUlitia ;  out  the 
duties  do  not  correspond.  The  acting 
Sergeant  Major  of  a  Volunteer  battalion 
is  only  one  of  the  Seigeant  Listruotors 
appointed  to  act  as  Sen^eant  Major  and 
receiving  Gd.  a-day  for  we  duty.  I  may 
add  that  the  case  vas  yery  fully  con- 
sidered by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Blaobpool  (Sir  Frederick  Stanley),  when 
Secretary  of  State  for  War;  and  his 
view  was  confirmed  two  years  later 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  present 
Home  Secretary.  I  am  not  disposed  to 
re-open  the  question. 

DEFENCES  OF  THE  EUPIRE-COALINa 
STATIONS. 

Mn.  W.  H.  SMITH  (Strand,  West- 
miDBter)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  If  he  will  state  the  amounts 
which  have  been  expended  out  of  the 
Votes  for  the  current  year,  and  out  of 
the  Vote  of  Credit,  for  the  defences  of  the 
coaling  stations,  of  the  commercial  ports, 
and  of  the  military  ports  respectively  ? 

The  SEORETAEY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Oampbeix-Banitebuan)  (Stirling,  ftc.) : 
It  is  calculated  that  we  hare  expended 
during  the  present  financial  year  £46,458 
on  the  forUfication  of  coaling  stations, 
besides  £109,000,  which,  it  is  believed, 
has  been  paid  in  regard  to  the  same 
stations  by  the  Qovemment  of  Lidia  and 
by  the  Colonial  Governments  at  Singa- 
pore and  Hong  Kong— in  all,  £155,458. 
Beyond  this  amount,  we  have  expended 
for  coaling  stations  the  following  sums— 
namely,  £13,000  for  submarine  mining 
buildings,  £189,000  for  armaments,  and 
£60,000  for  torpedo  stores  and  boats — 
making  a  total  for  coaling  stations  of 
£417,458.    As  regards  sulitaiy  ports, 


the  expenditure  has  been  limited  to 
£26,000  for  mining  buildings;  but  oa 
commercial  ports  there  has  oeen  spent 
£26,000  for  submarine  mining  buildings 
and  £93,000  for  torpedo  stores  and  boate, 
together  £1 19,000.  The  total  expendi- 
ture on  these  defences  has,  therefore, 
amounted  to  £564,458.  I  wish  to  t^e 
this  opportunity  of  explaining  that  whoi, 
on  Monday,  I  informed  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  £irkdale  Dividon  of  Liver- 
pool (Mr.  Baden-PowftU)  that  £50,000 
was  provided  in  the  Estimates  for  the 
fortification  works  at  coaling  stations  in 
the  coming  year,  I  confined  myself  to  tbs 
terms  of  his  Question,  which  regarded 
our  Estimates  only.  But  it  is  expected 
that  a  further  amount  of  £120,000  will 
be  spent  during  the  year  from  Lidia  and 
Ooloniol  funds. 

POOB  LAW  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)- 
DESTITUTB  BDS8IANS  AT  HULL. 

Mr.  0.  H.  WILSON  (Hull,  W.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of  certain  deett- 
tute  Bussians  who  have  become  charge- 
able to  the  ratepayers  of  Hull;  and, 
whether  any  arrangement  exists  with 
the  Bussian  Gh>vemment  for  the  repa- 
triation of  such  persons? 

Thb  Vmm  SEGRETABT  of 
STATE  (Mr.  B&toe)  (Aberdeen,  S.}: 
The  ease  in  question  has  been  brought 
to  the  notice  of  the  Foreign  Office.  No 
arrangement  exists  with  the  Bussian 
Government  for  the  repatriation  of  desti- 
tute Bussian  subjects.  When  the  expe- 
diency of  making  arrangements  for  the 
reciprocal  repatriation  of  paupers  and 
lunatics  was  considered  some  years  ago 
serious  difficulties  were  found  to  stand 
in  the  way  of  such  arrangements ;  but 
the  subject  is  one  which  will  receive  tiie 
consideration  of  Her  M^esty's  Qovem- 
ment. 

BOYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULAET— COM- 
PENSATION TO  INSPEOTOB 
OONNAUOHTON. 

Me.  JAMES  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  action  of  the 
County  of  Cork  Grand  Jury,  on  12th 
instant,  in  awarding  the  sum  of  one 
thousand  pounds  to  District  Inspector 
Connaughton  as  compensation  for  ii^ury 
sustained  by  him  at  KingwiUiametown 
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on  18th  October  last;  whether  he  ie 
aware  that  the  assault  upon  Ifr.  Con- 
caughton  was  committed  hy  persons  who 
had  been  engaged  in  a  drunken  row,  and 
that  (as  appears  from  the  sworn  testi- 
mooy  of  Serjeant  Gonderau,  Govern- 
ment  reporter)  the  occurrence  V9fi 
strongly  oenounced  by  the  people  at 
the  time,  and  sternly  reprobated  by  the 
Bev.  Father  U'Afahon,  parish  priest  of 
the  district ;  and,  whether,  under  these 
oircumstances,  he  will  direct  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Orown  in  Ireland  to  in- 
quire if  the  Grand  Jury  have  not  ex- 
ceeded their  statutory  authority  in  levy- 
ing the  sum  upon  the  inoffensive  tax- 
payers of  the  barony  of  Duhallow,  who 
are  already  struggling  under  the  burden 
of  heavy  rates  ana  taxes  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETARTCMr.  John 
Hoblvt)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  On  the 
oocasion  in  question  Inspector  Con- 
naughton  sustained  a  fracture  of  the  arm, 
and  &e  is  still  unfit  for  duty.  It  is  a  fact 
that  the  outrage  was  denounced  by  the 
Ber.  Mr.  U'Mahon  and  others  at  a 
meeting  of  the  National  League  held 
that  day.  I  am  advised  that  the  matter 
of  compensation  was  entirely  within  the 
discretion  of  the  Grand  Jury,  and  that 
it  was  legally  competent  fox  them  to  act 
as  they  did.  It  is  a  question  whether  it 
would  not  have  been  possible  to  tra- 
verse the  amount  before  the  Judge  of 
Assizes ;  but  the  time  for  that  has  now 
passed. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— THB 
CLOGHER  JUSTICES. 

Hb.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Tyrone,  S.)  ashed 
the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  there  are 
any,  and,  if  so,  how  many,  Oatholioa 
among  the  justices  of  the  Ologher  Petty 
Sessions  district ;  will  the  police  make 
arrangements  to  ascertain  how  many  of 
these  justices  are  members  of  the  Orange 
Society  ;  is  it  a  fact  that  they  have  used 
their  position  as  justices  to  arm  the 
Orangemen  of  the  district  and  to  refuse 
certificates  for  licences  to  Nationalists, 
who  are  constantly  subject  to  attacks  by 
armed  Orangemen ;  and,  whether  the 
state  of  Gloghor  Petty  Sessions  district 
will  be  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  ? 

The  OHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Morlby)  (Newcastle  -  on  -  Tyne) :  I  am 
informed  that  there  is  one  Catholic 
magistrate  and  the  Resident  Magistrate 


is  also  a  Catholic.  The  Government  do 
not  think  it  would  be  proper  for  them 
to  direct  an  inquiry  into  the  suggestion 
contained  in  the  second  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion. No  complaint  has  been  made  to 
the  Government  as  to  the  granting  or 
withholding  of  certificates  for  arms' 
licences  in  this  district,  and  the  Go- 
vernment are  not  aware  of  any  tallnre 
of  duty  in  this  respect.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is,  I  suspect,  aware  that  the  issue  of 
the  licences  is  a  matter  with  which  the 
Resident  Magistrate  has  to  deal,  and 
that  gentleman  is  not  aware  of  any  such 
attacks  by  armed  Orangemen  being  con- 
stantly made  as  alleged.  I  feel  sure 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  will  be  quite 
ready  to  deal  with  any  representations 
from  this  district  on  the  lines  I  have  in- 
dicated in  answer  to  a  Question  a  few 
days  ago. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN  :  I  wUI  call  atten- 
tion to  this  matter  on  the  discussion  of 
the  Estimates. 

PROPOSED  DAT  OP  HUMILIATION. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If,  in 
consideration  of  the  widespread  destitu- 
tion throughout  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  the  hardships  endured  by  the  people, 
he  will  advise  Her  Most  Gracious  Ma- 
jesty to  be  pleased  to  appoint  a  day  of 
humiliation  and  prayer  as  a  National 
Appeal  to  Almightv  God  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone) (Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  I 
have  carefully  considered  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Question.  There  is  undoubtedly 
much  distress  in  the  country,  which  is 
greatly  to  be  lamented ;  but  in  order  to 
warrant  the  appointment  of  days  of  this 
kind,  which  oueht  necessarily  to  be  rare 
and  separated  by  intervals  from  one  an- 
other—for otherwise  they  would  lose 
much  of  their  peculiar  character — the 
circumstances  ot  the  case  ehoutd  present 
certain  particular  characteristics,  which 
we  do  not  think  that  the  description  of 
distress  now  prerailmg  does  present. 

GOVERNMENT  OF  INDIA-THB 
COMMITTEE. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HIOKS  -  BEACH 
(Bristol,  "W.)  asked  the  lirst  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  What  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  with  reference  to  the 
fifth  Order  on  the  Paper  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Message  from  the  Lords 
respecting  the  appointoient  of  a  Com- 
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mittee  in  regard  to  the  GoTomment 
of  India  P  The  Notice,  as  it  now  stood, 
miffht  nuse  questions  of  great  difficulty, 
and  he  hoped  it  was  not  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  take  it  to-night. 

The  first  LOED  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stoke)  [Edinburgh,  Uid  Lothian)  said, 
hewas  la  hopes,  nom  what  he  had  heard, 
that  the  whole  matter  had  been  ar- 
ranged ;  but  if  there  was  a  difficulty 
remaining  thej  should  not  be  inclined 
to  take  the  Order  to-night. 

Mb.  MAOFAHLANE  (Argyll)  said, 
he  would  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  postpone  the  Question  for  a 
day  or  two. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  said,  there 
was  no  hurry  which  would  justify  him 
in  resisting  that  request. 

EGYPT— THE  SOUDAN. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  "Whether  the  Government  had 
received  information  to  the  effect  that 
a  horrible  famine  was  raging  in  the 
Soudan ;  and,  whether  it  was  true  that 
persons  who  attempted  to  smuggle  food 
for  the  starving  Natives  through  the 
English  lines  were  severely  punished  if 
caught? 

Tks  UNDER  SEORETAET  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bktoe)  (Aberdeen,  S.)»  in 
reply,  said,  that  he  had  received  no 
recent  information  agreeing  with  the 
allegations  of  the  hon.  Member.  The 
hon.  Member  was  aware  of  the  curoum- 
stances  of  the  blockade,  as  only  a  few 
days  ago  he  had  answered  a  Question  of 
his  upon  the  subject.  He  had  no  further 
information. 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER— THE  IN- 
SANITARY CONDITION  OF 
THIS  HOUSE. 

Db.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  a  Question  of  which  I 
have  not  been  able  to  give  him  Notice, 
but  of  the  character  of  which  he  has 
probably  been  already  apprised  by  his 
olfactory  organ.  It  is  whether  bis  at- 
tention has  been  directed  to  the  ex- 
tremely disagreeable  odours  perceptible 
iu  the  House  this  evening ;  and,  whether 
arrangements  cannot  at  once  be  made 
for  a  thorough  inspection  of  the  sani- 
tary condition  of  the  House  by  some 
competent  authority  ? 

8tr  MieM  Micht-Sstuh 


Thb  8E0RETART  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Hbnbt  H.  Fowleh)  (Wol- 
verhampton,  E.):  I  have  not  had  the 
opportunity  of  making  the  observation 
this  evening ;  but  I  nave  on  previous 
evenings,  and  I  have  already  mentioned 
the  matter  to  Mr.  Speaker,  with  refer- 
ence to  a  thorough  examination  into  tite 
drains  of  tiie  House.  Hr.  Speaker  has 
suggested  that  the  Committee  which  sat 
last  Session  should  be  re-appointed,  and 
I  will  confer  with  the  Works  Depart- 
ment with  reference  to  the  appointment 
of  that  Oommittee. 

CBOFTEBS  (SCOTLAND)  (Nu.  2.)  BILL. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &o.)  asked,  What  course  the  Go- 
vernment proposed  to  take  in  regard  to 
the  Crofters  Bill,  which  was  the  third 
Order  for  the  evening  ? 

The  secretary  foe  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Tbevelyan)  (Hawick,  &c.)  said,  the 
Bill  would  not  be  taken  after  10  o'dock. 

0SD££8  OF  TKE  DAT. 


SUPPLY— NAVY  BSTIMATEa 
DEPABTMEKTAI.  STATBltBMT. 

Supply — eontidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  £2,902,900,  Wages,  &o.  to  Sea- 
men and  Marines. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  HiBBERT)  (Oldham):  In 
rising,  Mr.  Courtney,  to  make  a  general 
Statement  with  respect  to  the  Navy 
Estimates,  I  wish,  in  the  first  place,  to 
thank  hon.  Members  for  the  kind  con- 
sideration which  they  extended  to  me 
on  Monday  night,  when  I  was  unavoid- 
ably absent,  and  when  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  opposite  the  Member  for 
Marylebone  (Lord  Charles  Beresford) 
initiated  a  very  interesting  discussiou 
with  so  much  ability.  I  have  ako  to 
thank  the  hon.  Member  for  Banff  (Mr. 
R.  W.  Duff)  for  having  supplied  my 
place  at  so  short  a  notice ;  and  I  ha?e, 
further,  to  congratulate  him  upon  tho 
knowledge  and  ability  which  he  dis- 
played. I  feel  that  I  stand  here  to-night 
in  an  unusual  position,  because  in  the 
past  year  there  has  taken  place  that 
which,  I  believe,  never  took  place  before. 
We  have  had  three  successive  Boards  of 
Admiralty  within  the  last  10  months.  We 
have  had  three  successive  First  Lords, 
and  three  BOOoessivQ  ParliamentaTy 
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BepieeentativeB  of  the  Admiralty  in  this 
House.   In  addition  to  that,  we  have, 
also,  at  the  present  time  a  larger  num- 
ber of  new  officers  representing  the 
wionB  Departments— and  very  import- 
ant Departments  —  of  the  Admiralty 
than  ever  represented  them  at  one  time 
before.  I  aHude  first  to  the  gentJeman 
who  holds  tibe  important  position  of 
Accomitant  General,  who  was  appointed 
by  the  Earl  of  Xorthbrook,  a  gentle- 
man of  great  experience,  who,  I  trust, 
vill  bring  that  experience  to  bear  on 
ihe  financial  affairs  of  the  Admiralty ; 
and  then  we  hare  two  other  important 
appointments  made  by  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord 
George  Hamilton) — mean  those  of  Con- 
troller and  the  Director  of  Naval  Con- 
stmction.   They  are  also  gentlemen  of 
great  ability  and  high  reputatiou  ;  and 
from  tfaem  I  expect  that  great  strength 
will  be  given  to  the  Board  of  Admiralty. 
We  have  also  had  two  other  appointments 
to  very  important  positions  in  the  Dock- 
yard Department ;  and  there  have  beea 
other  appointments  in  connection  with 
the  Dockyards,  such  as  those  of  tibe 
(Svil  Assutants  to  the  Superintendents 
at  Pdrtsmontb,  Obadiam,  and  Devon- 
port.   We  all  know  that  new  brooms 
sweep  clean,  and,  therefore,  we  expect  a 
great  number  of  reforms  and  changes 
from  these  gentlemen.    I  am  sure  that 
there  is  room  in  many  ways  for  great 
reforms  and  changes ;  and  particularly 
for  reforms  in  the  Dockyards.  The  first 
reform  of  which  the  Oommittee  already 
have  knowledge  is  the  improved  form 
of  the  Estimates  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members  to-night.    This  improved  form 
is  due  to  the  unwearied  labour  and  great 
ability  of  Admiral  Qraham,  Sir  Gerald 
Fitzgerald,  and  the  Director  of  Naval 
Construction.  The  information  contained 
in  the  Estimates  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee and  the  country  is  greater  than 
has  ever  been  given  in  axiy  previous 
year ;  and  I  think  that  anyone  who  will 
carefully  look  at  that  information  will 
find  the  great  advantage  it  affords  to 
them  if  they  desire  to  thoroughly  under- 
stand the  Estimates.  You  have  informa- 
tion given  to  you,  not  only  as  to  the 
cost  of  each  particular  ship  in  course  of 
eonstruotioD,  but  also  information  as  to 
the  cost  of  the  year  up  to  March,  1885  ; 
the  original  estimated  cost  for  the  year 
1885-6,  with  corrections  whwe  neces* 
aary;  of  the  eolation  of  the  work  at 
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the  present  time,  and  the  proposed  ex- 
penditure for  1886-7,  together  with  the 
number  of  men  to  be  employed-  But 
that  is  not  all ;  you  have,  in  addition  to 
that,  further  infbrmation  given  to  you 
as  to  the  estimated  expenditure  on  each 
ship  to  be  completed,  and  Uie  original 
and  corrected  date  for  oompletion.  It 
might  have  been  thought  that  lUl  that 
information  is  sufficient  for  hon.  Mem- 
bers; but  it  is  not  all  the  information 
that  is  given.  You  have,  in  addition, 
information  which  has  never  been  given 
before  with  respect  to  propelling  ma- 
chinery, gun  mountings,  torpedo  car- 
riages and  gear,  and  guns  chargeable  to 
the  Army  Vote.  All  this  information  is 
given  for  the  first  time ;  and  you  are 
able  to  see  what  will  be  the  total  cost  of 
every  particular  ship  in  the  course  of 
construction.  All  that  is  a  great  advan* 
tage ;  for,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  far  better 
to  give  to  hon.  Members  and  the  country 
every  information  about  the  expenditure 
in  the  year  on  shipbuilding,  or  any 
other  subject,  than  to  try  to  keep  it  back 
in  any  way.  There  is  another  import- 
ant change  in  these  Estimates ;  and  it  is 
one  whiuL  was  recommended  first  by 
the  Earl  of  Northbrook  in  a  Minute 
before  he  left  the  Admiralty,  and  car- 
ried out  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  the 
late  First  Lord.  I  refer  to  the  import- 
ant change  which  has  so  long  been  a 
matter  of  dispute  and  discussion  in  the 
House  with  reference  to  the  "Parlia- 
mentary ton,"  or  tonnage  measurement, 
as  it  appeared  in  the  Estimates.  I  con- 
gratulate the  noble  Lord  on  baring  been 
able  to  carry  out  that  gre&t  change.  I 
remember,  in  a  discussion  which  took 
place  last  year,  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Woatminster  (Mr.  W. 
H.  8mith),  who  has,  year  after  year, 
called  attention  to  this  disputed  ques- 
tion, made  use  of  these  words,  that — 

"  The  proQuse  to  build  a  certain  tonnage  has 
never  been  fnlflUed  by  any  Goveminflat.'' 

That  form  of  promise  has  always  been  a 
cause  of  dispute  in  the  House  between 
one  side  and  the  other.  Happily  for 
myself,  however,  I  have  to  make  no  such 
promise  of  any  particular  amount  of 
tonnage  to  be  built  in  the  year  ;  and  it 
is  a  still  more  happy  escape  for  hon. 
Members  that  they  will  no  longer  be 
troubled  by  the  annual  battle  of  the 
unfortunate  "  ton."  Expenditure  will 
for  the  future  be  the  measure  of  the 
progress  made  in  shipbuilding.  I  now 
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come  to  the  oonBideration  of  tlie  Esti- 
mates  wliioh  liave  been  presented  to 
Parliament  for  the  ensuing  year ;  and 
in  making  a  short  explanatory  state- 
ment respecting  them,  I  wish  to  remind 
the  Oommittee  of  the  very  short  period 
during  which  my  noble  Friend  the  pre- 
sent iirst  Lord  (the  Marquess  of  Bipon) 
and  the  Board  hare  been  in  Office,  and 
of  the  consequent  great  pressure  and 
haste  with  which,  naturaUy,  we  hare 
been  compelled  to  consider  and  deter- 
mine the  preparation  of  the  Estimates. 
Ido  not  think  the  Oommittee  can  expect  a 
tierfect  policy  to  be  prepared  in  four  or 
five  weeks ;  nor  do  Ithink  it  would  be 
advisable  to  attempt  to  prepare  a  policy 
in  80  short  a  time.  But  the  policy  of 
the  present  Board  is  a  loyal  adhesion  to 
the  policy  followed  and  the  expenditure 
undertaken  by  the  Earl  of  Northbrook, 
and  the  further  expenditure  commenced 
by  the  noble  Lord  opposite.  "We  do 
not  stand  either  by  a  Liberal  or  a  Con- 
serratira  policy ;  but  we  follow  the 
policy  of  both  Parties  ;  and  therefore  I 
think  I  am  able  to  say  that  our  policy  is 
a  national  policy.  Well,  then,  we  have 
also  carried  out  in  good  faith  Uie  pro- 
mises made  to  Parliament  and  to  the 
oountry  in  the  years  1884  and  1885; 
but  we  have,  ai  the  same  time,  a  firm 
determination  to  curtail  all  expenditure 
which  oan  be  properly  curtailed  without 
injury  to  the  Naval  Service.  Thereralt 
of  all  is  a  net  Estimate,  which  you 
have  now  in  your  hands,  amounting  to 
£13,093, 100,  or  an  inorease  of  £606,600 
over  the  grant  of  1 S83-6,  and  of  £296,200 
over  last  year's  grant,  plut  the  Supple- 
mentary Eetamates.  No  doubt,  this  sum 
of  £12,993,100  is  too  small  a  sum  to 
please  many  of  our  Naval  Friends  who 
sit  opposite ;  while,  at  the  same  time, 
it  is  too  large  a  sum  for  some— I  will  not 
say  many — of  our  eoonomical  Friends 
who  sit  on  the  Benches  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  and  who  wish  to  see 
a  more  economical  administration  of  our 
finances.  Therefore  I  feel  that  on  the 
present  occasion  I  have  to  stand,  as  it 
were,  between  two  fires,  and  have  to  be 
prepared  to  receive  an  attack  from  both 
sides.  I  appear  here  to-night  in  two 
capacities.  As  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty, I  desire  to  carry  out  and  maintain 
to  the  lulleat  extent  ue  effioieni^  of 
Navy;  but  I  also  appear  here  aa  an 
economist  and  in  that  capacity  I  ven- 
ture to  hope  tiiat  the  explimation  I  have 
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to  givo  will  be  one  which  may  disarm 
the  opposition  of  both  Parties.  Though 

I  admit  our  Estimates  are  high — too 
high  for  our  economical  Friends — and, 
omitting  Votes  of  Credit,  that^they  are 
higher  than  those  of  any  year  since  the 
Crimean  War,  I  think  I  may  say  that 
their  amount  has  been  rendered  neces- 
sary owing  to  the  large  liabilities  in- 
curred in  carrying  out  the  shipbuilding 
programme  of  the  last  two*Boards — the 
Earl  of  Northbrook's  and  that  of  the 
noble  Lord  opposite.  The  Earl  of  North- 
brook's  scheme  for  additional  ships 
caused  a  liability  on  the  Navy  Yotes  of 
£3,500,000.  The  late  Board,  presided 
over  by  the  noble  Iiord  oppcmte,  doling 
the  short  time— seven  monthB — ^they 
were  in  Office,  oommenced  11  additionid 
ships,  five  of  which  were  in  ths  1885-6 
programme,  but  not  ordered ;  no  de- 
signs had  beeu  prepared,  nor  had  they 
been  oommenced.  I  do  ^not  mean,  by 
saying  that  the  noble  Lord  oommenced 

I I  additional  ships,  to  throw  any  imputa- 
tion upon  him  of  having  commenced 
building  unnecessary  ships.  Of  these 
11  ships,  five  belonged,  as  it  were,  to 
the  Earl  of  Northbrook's  Administra- 
tion, and  six  to  that  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite.  But  if  I  include  —  and  I 
think  I  ought  to  include  it  in  the 
amount  of  liability  the  noble  Lord's  pro- 
gramme entailed  upon  us— I  shall  luive 
to  add  the  Ml«  and  the  TVafafyart  be- 
cause, although  &ey  had  been  suggested 
by  the  Earl  (n  Northbrook,  the  designi 
were  completed  in  the  time  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite ;  and  I  may  say  that  1^ 
vessels  already  commenced  created  a 
further  liability  on  the  Navy  Votes  of 
£2,600,000.  Then,  again,  we  have  a  lia- 
bility thrown  upon  us  this  year  in  respect 
of  the  non-completion  of  the  40  torpedo 
boats  oommenced  out  of  the  Vote  of 
Credit  last  year,  which  amounts  to 
£223,600.  Unfortunately,  those  boats 
cannot  be  completed  before  the  end  of 
March,  and  the  Vote  of  Credit  does  not 
run  over  into  the  new  financual  year,  so 
that  our  total  liability,  taken  from  the 
programme  of  the  two  late  Boards,  and 
our  liability  under  the  Vote  of  Credit^ 
amounts  to  no  less  asum  than  £6,323,600, 
to  be  paid  during  the  next  few  years. 
Of  that  sum,  £3,828,000  has  to  be  paid 
for  our  ahipbuilding  in  1886-7.  I  shoold 
have  thon^t  that  those  who  are  in  fa- 
vour of  getting  work  out  of  hand  would 
hare  been  prepared  to  agree  with  the 
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principle  that  you  should  complete  what 
you  have  got  in  haud  before  you  put 
additional  ships  on  the  etooks.  I  may 
be  asked  by  some  hon.  Members — 
"  Why  do  you  not»  instead  of  throwing 
this  money  over  three  years,  throw  it 
uver  five  ?''  All  I  can  say  is,  that  I  do 
not  approve  of  a  slow  and  dawdling 
system ;  and  a  return  to  such  a  policy 
would  be,  I  believe,  as  wasteful,  extra- 
vagant, and  expensive  as  a  rapid  policy 
is  economical.  I  think  I  can  show 
hon.  Members  that  it  is  a  bad  ^stem, 
by  referring  to  one  or  two  ships  whose 
constmction  has  been  thrown  over  a 
number  of  years,  and  how  much  the  ad* 
ditional  cost  has  been  as  compared  with 
that  of  vessels  built  rapidly.  There  are 
two  ships  called  the  Agamemnon  and  the 
Ajax.  The  Agantmncn  was  proposed  to 
be  finished  in  seven  years ;  but  she  was 
not  really  finished  for  nine.  Well, 
Sir,  what  has  been  the  consequence? 
The  consequence  is  that  the  amount  of 
money  spent  upon  her  for  labour  has 
been  £185,522.  The  original  Estimate 
was  £140,000,  so  that  it  has  been  ex- 
ceeded by  no  less  a  sum  than  £45,000, 
no  donbt  in  consequence  of  a  variety  of 
xeasons,  some  of  them  probably  the  alte- 
rations which  were  carried  out  during 
the  oraistniotion  of  the  ship.  The  Ajax 
is  a  similar  case.  It  appears  also  to  have 
taken  nine  years  in  oonstnution,  and  tho 
cost  for  labour  was  £188,894.  The 
original  Estimate  waa  £162,000.  In 
that  case  the  excess  was  not  so  great, 
but  still  it  was  considerable.  I  hope  I 
may  be  allowed  to  refer,  for  a  few  mo- 
ments, to  a  list  of  vessels  which  I  hold  in 
my  hand.  I  have  named  the  Agamtmnon 
and  the  ^/di;.  Inowcometothe/»/?Mrt&^. 
The  InfltxihU  took  nine  years  to  build, 
and  the  cost  over  the  original  Estimate 
was  £102,400  for  labour.  Now  I  will 
omne  to  some  vessels  which  are  to  be  built 
more  rapidly.  First,  the  Camperdoum. 
She  was  proposed  to  be  built  in  six 
jean,  and  she  will  really  be  completed 
xa  six  years,  without  any  increase  m  the 
original  Sstimate.  The  original  esti- 
mated oortoflabouTon  hullwa8£l96,000, 
and  it  is  expected  she  vrill  really  be 
completed  for  £196,000.  In  the  same 
way  the  Utro  was  fixed  to  be  finished  in 
six  years,  and  she  will  be  built  within 
that  time  without  any  increase  in  the 
original  Estimate.  The  Tim4rair9  was  to 
be  built  in  four  years,  and  she  was  com- 
pleted in  four  years,  without  any  addi- 


tion to  the  Estimate  of  £140,000.  Then, 
agaio,  the  Rochey  was  to  be  completed 
in  six  years,  and  she  will  be  completed 
in  that  time  without  any  increase  of  cost. 
I  think  that  shows  that  the  more  rapid 
system  is  the  more  economical  system, 
and  I  trust  that  the  system  inaugurated 
last  year  for  the  more  rapid  completion 
of  vessels  will  be  the  one  which  will  be 
followed  by  the  Board  of  Admiralty  in 
future.  What  does  the  opposite  system 
really  mean  7  It  means  uiat  we  have  a 
large  capital  lying  idle  for  a  great  num- 
ber of  years.  During  the  time  that  the 
Agamemnon  and  Ajax  were  being  con- 
structed, an  amount  of  capital  was  lying 
idle  which  would  have  produced  at  5  per 
cent  something  like  £50,000  or  £60,000 
a-year.  Therefore,  on  the  ground  of 
economy,  I  would  myself  press  forward 
this  new  system  of  rapidity  of  execution. 
Another  argument  I  would  use  to  hon. 
Members  in  this  House  who  are  strongly 
in  favour  of  economy  is  this — that  I  con- 
sider that  a  liberal  provision  for  the  Na- 
val Service,  carried  out  steadily  and  sys- 
tematicaUy  from  year  to  year,  is  far  more 
economics  than  a  policy  which  first  blows 
hot  and  then  blows  cold.  In  the  latter 
case,  when  a  panic  arises,  we  are  led  into 
.very  hasty  and  extravagant  expenditure, 
and  many  Hembera  consider  that  the 
money  spent  last  year  in  taking  up  ships 
hastily  nrom  the  Mercantile  Service  was 
so  much  money  thrown  into  the  sea.  I 
think  the  noble  Lord  opposite  used  that 
expression.  I  do  not  go  quite  so  far  aa 
that,  but  I  will  go  with  hon.  Qentlemen 
to  this  extent — that  it  would  be  better, 
and  would  be  more  economical,  to  pro- 
vide as  many  ships  as  we  want  than  to 
spend  money  in  that  extravagant  way. 
Having  addressed  a  few  words  to  hon. 
Members  who  are  in  favour  of  economy,  I 
should  now  like  to  appeal  to  those  who  are 
in  favour  of  increased  Estimates,  and  ask 
them  to  consider  how  much  has  been 
done  for  the  Navy  during  the  last  two 
years.  In  1885-6  the  Naval  Estimates 
of  the  year  amounted  to  £12,694,900,  or 
an  increase  of  more  than  £1,500,000 
over  the  previous  year.  Well,  in  addi- 
tion to  that,  out  of  the  Vote  of  Credit 
there  was  spent  on  contraotshipbuilding 
work  no  less  a  sum  than  £1,014,000 ;  on 
Dockyard  wages  £98,000  ;  and  on  pur- 
chase of  naval  stores  nearly  £450,000  ; 
so  that  you  not  only  had  this  increase 
of  £1,600,000  in  favour  of  larger  ex- 
penditure, but  also  another  £1,500,000 
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of  moDBy  taken  oat  of  the  Vote  of 
Credit  for  Bbipbnilding  purposes.  I 
vill  invite  hon.  Members  now  to  look 
vith  me  into  the  naval  expenditure  of 
the  country  for  a  number  of  years  past, 
and  it  will  be  found,  as  I  have  already 
pointed  out,  that  the  proposed  expendi- 
ture this  year  is  really  higher  than  it  has 
ever  been  in  any  year  since  the  Crimean 
War.  Tl  you  take  the  expenditura  for 
the  last  12  years,  leaving  out  Votes  of 
Credit,  of  course,  and  dividing  it  into  two 
periods  of  six  years,  I  find  that  in  the 
first  period,  from  1874-5  to  1 879-80,  there 
was  an  ageregate  eam  of  £66,802,000 
spent  on  the  l7avy.  These  were  the 
years  when  a  Conservative  Government 
was  in  Office,  and  I  find  that  the  avraage 
was  £11,133,000  per  annum.  I6ndalB0 
that  the  gross  Estimates  this  year  are 
£2,500,000 — £1,859,000  more  than  the 
average  expenditure  of  each  of  those  six 
years  when  a  Conservative  Gktvemment 
was  in  Office.  I  will  now  take  the  six 
years  of  a  Liberal  Government,  and  I  find 
that  the  aggregate  sum  was  £69,030.000 
daring  ^e  six  years  1880-1  to  1885-6, 
or  an  average  of  £11,505,000,  and  less 
than  this  year's  gross  Estimate  by  over 
£2,000,000.  When  I  mention  Conserva- 
tive and  Liberal  Qoremments,!  donot  do 
so  for  any  Party  purpose,  but  I  merely  do 
it  because  it  may  be  useful  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  want  larger  Estimates  to  know 
what  their  Friends  did  for  them  during 
the  period  they,  were  in  OflSoe.  Then  I 
will  ask  hon.  Members  to  look  at  the 

{irovision  for  new  construction,  and  the 
arge  number  of  ships  now  in  progress. 
There  are  at  the  present  time  in  progress 
lOS  dififerent  ships — 19  armoured  ships, 
four  protected  ships,  26  unprotected, 
and  64  torpedo  boats.  In  addition,  I 
would  say  that  the  total  estimated 
expenditure  for  the  large  number  of 
new  vessels  which  are  now  being  con- 
structed amounts  to  the  very  consider- 
able sum  of  £13,166,000.  I  do  not  sup- 
pose that  at  any  previous  time  in  our 
history  has  there  been  so  large  a  liability 
for  the  work  of  ^pbttilding  during  the 
time  of  oonstruetion ;  and  in  addition  to 
this  sum  we  have  to  pay  a  further  sum 
of  £1,188,000  for  guns  for  the  ships 
which,  though  charged  to  Army  Votes, 
has  to  come  out  of  the  taxpayers' 
pockets,  and  is  praotically  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Navy.  The  Dockyard  Vote 
this  year  for  the  labour  on  new  ships  is 
£693,990,  against  £605,880  last  year,  an 
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increase  of  nearly  £90,000 ;  and  the  Con- 
tract Vote  for  bulls  and  propelling  ma- 
chinery for  new  ships  tbiiA  year  is 
£1,720,000,  against£l,530,000  last  year. 
During  the  year  seven  torpedo  cruisers, 
five  gun  vessels,  and  one  large  armour- 
clad  vessel,  the  Jimhw,  will  be  completed 
by  contractors.  I  think,  then,  with  this 
work  going  on,  I  may  safely  appeal  to 
hon.  Members  to  wait  a  little  to  get  all 
this  work  out  of  hand  before  we  set  to 
work  to  provide  some  of  those  new  ships 
said  to  be  by  hon.  Gentlemra.  opponte, 
and  which  I  baUeve  and  agree  are,  so 
much  wanted  for  the  Navy.  Now,  what 
are  the  reasons  why  we  have  made  so 
twoposala  for  new  ships?  My  noble 
Friend — if  he  will  allow  me  to  call  him 
so— the  late  First  Lord  (Lord  Qeorge 
Hamilton)  said  that  they  had  left  a 
programme  for  new  ships  amounting  to 
something  like  £1,000,000  of  money.  I 
quite  agree  that  they  did  leave  such  a 
programme,  but  it  was  the  prog^ramme  of 
the  Board  of  Admiralty,  and  Idonot  know 
that  it  was  a  programme  which  had  been 
passed  by  the  Treasury  or  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  In  that  pro- 
gramme, which  the  noble  Lord  desired 
to  add  to  the  expenditure  for  1886-7, 
there  was  a  certain  number  of  gunboats 
and  corvettes  to  be  nearly  completed  in 
the  course  of  that  ^ear,  and  the  re- 
mainder in  ^e  following  year.  I  quite 
admit  that  it  is  not  desirable  to  go 
on  patching  up  and  repuring  these 
old  gunboats.  I  doubt  whether  it  is 
economical  to  do  so.  Therefore,  I 
should  have  been  very  glad  if  we 
could  have  seen  our  way  this  year  to 
make  provision  for  additional  gunboats 
to  replace  these  old,  useless,  and  obsolete 
vessels ;  and  I  still  hope,  before  the  end 
of  the  year,  we  may  be  able  to  do  some- 
thing in  that  direction.  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  desires  to  do  so ;  and 
were  he  able  to  be  here  himself  I  know 
that  he  would  say  so.  But  I  think  I 
may  fairly  appeal  to  the  Committee  to 
flupport  the  plan  we  have  adopted.  My 
noble  Friwd  thinks,  and  his  Board 
thinks,  that  they  ought  to  have  time  to 
mature  their  future  policy.  And  I  think 
there  is  no  desire,  either  on  one  side  of 
the  House  or  the  other,  to  call  upon  the 
Admiralty  to  enter  into  a  large  expendi- 
ture for  iron-dads.  But  our  attention 
must  be  turned  at  once,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  present  Board  of  Admi- 
miralty  will  turn  their  attention  at  once, 
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to  the  qnettion  of  wliat  desoription  of 
msel  18  to  be  the  vessel  of  the  fatare. 
We  are  fnllj  aliTe  to  the  importance  of 
detenaioing,  after  adequate  considera- 
tion, the  general  lines  of  a  x>olioy,  to  be 
steadily  folloved  as  circumstances  and 
means  may  permit.  It  is  pretty  generally 
admitted  by  the  members  of  both  the 
lata  and  present  Boards  that,  when  the 
larg;e  armoured  ships  now  building  are 
completed,  we  may  pause  for  a  time  at 
least  in  the  building  of  Teasels  of  that 
description,  and  so  may  at  once  turn  our 
attention  to  other  classes  of  ships — to 
fast  cruisers,  to  a  development  of  tor- 
pedo craft  of  all  kinds— torpedo  boats, 
torpedo  catchers,  and  torpedo  depot 
ships — and  to  provide  for  the  waste  of 
the  Navy  in  respect  of  gunboata,  so  far 
as  required  to  replace  old  obsolete  shixM. 
The  question  of  gunboats  was  referred 
to  by  several  apei&era  on  Monday  night. 
If  the  Estimates  are  maintained  at  ueir 
preseot  rate  in  1887-8,  combined  with  a 
decreasing  liability  for  ships  near  com- 
I^etion,  there  will  be  nearly  £1,000,000 
vhich  can  be  devoted  to  all  these  objects 
Tithout  the  slightest  interference  with 
the  fihipbuilding  already  in  operation. 
Therefore,  I  think  I  am  justified  in  ask- 
ing that  we  should  be  allowed  time  to 
consider  what  is  to  be  the  vessel  of  the 
fature  ;  that  we  should  be  allowed  time 
to  consider  our  programme ;  and  that  we 
should  come  forward,  if  we  should  be  in 
a  position  to  do  so  next  year,  with  a 
definite  proposal  tot  additional  ships  in 
the  direction  which  has  been  suggested 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  late  First  Lord  and 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Maryle* 
bone  (Lord  Obarles  Bereeford),  and  other 
speakers.  Having  said  enough,  I  hope, 
on  that  question,  I  should  like  just  to 
show  what  was  done  as  to  shipbuilding 
by  the  late  Board  of  Admiralty  in  the 
Estimates  of  1885-6.  Why,  Sir,  the 
late  Board  of  Admiralty — that  presided 
over  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Middlesex  (Lord George  Hamilton),  who, 
no  doubt,  will  be  able  to  oflFer  some  ex- 
planatory statement  much  better  than 
mine — provided  in  the  Estimates  for 
188$-6  for  the  commencement  of  five 
ships  of  which  the  designs  were  "not 
decided  upon" — namely,  two  armour- 
clads,  to  be  built,  one  at  Portsmouth 
and  one  at  Pembroke ;  one  torpedo  ram 
to  be  built  at  Chatham,  designed,  not 
ordered ;  one  new  Teasel  to  be  built  at 
Sheemesa,  and  one  new  Stwt  to  be 


built  at  Devonport.  Up  to  the  Earl  of 
Northbrook'a  retirement,  however,  no 
order  had  been  given  for  the  construc- 
tion of  these  ships ;  and  in  the  case  of 
the  vessels  to  be  built  at  Portsmouth 
and  Pembroke,  the  designs  had  not  even 
been  decided  upon.  The  late  Board, 
having  decided  upon  the  designs,  ordered 
the  construction  of  11  ships,  six  of  which 
are  not  in  the  Estimates.  They  were 
two  armour  -  olads  —  the  Trafalgar  at 
Portsmouth  and  the  NiU  at  Pembroke ; 
two  belted  cruisers,  18  knots,  the  Im- 
morUliU,  to  be  built  at  Chatham,  and 
the  Aurora  at  Pembroke,  the  Immortaliti 
being  substituted  for  the  torpedo  ram 
contemplated  by  the  Earl  of  Northbrook, 
who  left  a  Minute  expreasing  his  pre- 
ference for  that  class  over  a  large  armour- 
clad;  two  Seoutt,  16  to  17  knots,  tile 
Eacoon  and  the  S«rpenf,  to  be  built  at 
Devonport;  onegun  vessel,  the  if«»ar(f,  to 
be  built  at  Sheemess,  Ifi  knots;  three  tor- 
pedo gunboats,  one  called  the  Grant- 
hopper,  to  be  built  at  Sheemess,  and  the 
Sandfly  and  Spider  at  Devonport;  and 
in  addition  to  these  there  was  one  other 

fonboat,  the  Rattleinake,  19  knots,  to 
e  built  by  contract  by  Messrs.  L^d, 
of  the  same  character  as  the  GrMshopper^ 
and  to  be  ready  about  August  next. 
These  four  gunboats  are  of  an  entirely 
new  type,  and  are  intended  for  the  de- 
struction of  the  enemy's  torpedo  boats. 
They  are  200  feet  long,  23  feet  wide, 
450  tons  displacement,  with  2,700  indi- 
cated horse  power,  the  speed  being  19 
knots.  They  will  each  of  them  carry 
lOOtonsof  coal,  enough  for  600  knots  fujl 
speed,  or  4,000  tons  at  10  knots  an  hour. 
They  have  no  rig  except  two  light  poles 
for  signalling  purposes.  They  are  to 
be  propelled  by  twin-sorews,  and  they 
oost  about  £33,000  itut  hull  and  en- 
gines. In  addition,  font  gunboats  of 
the  RaitUr  class  were  ordered  after 
the  change  of  Government  to  be 
construoted  by  contract,  the  money 
having  been  provided  under  the  ordi- 
nary Estimates  of  188d-6.  I  should  now 
like  to  say  a  few  words  about  the  Hile 
and  the  TVo/a/^or.  Of  course,  they  are  two 
of  the  most  important  vessels  that  will 
ever  be  put  on  the  stocks  in  this  coun- 
try. They  certainly  will  be  the  largest 
armour-clads  yet  constructed  for  the 
English  Navy.  Therefore,  when  we  are 
about  to  commence  the  construction  of 
such  imp(»rtant  vessels,  I  think  it  is  de- 
sirable that  I  should  say  a  few  words  to 
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the  Oommittee  in  order  to  «hew  them 
what  the  veBsele  themselves  will  consiBt 
of.  If  hon.  Ifembera  are  already  in 
possession  d  the  informatiun  I  will  save 
them  the  tronble  of  listeniag  to  a  repeli* 
tionof  it;  bat  I  am  not  aware  that  any  ac- 
count has,  as  yet,  been  given  to  the 
House.  They  surpass  in  displacement  all 
foreign  armour-clad  ships  except  four 
Teasels  now  being  censtructed  for  the 
Italian  Iron- clad  Navy.  This  being  so,  I 
think  it  is  desirable  that  I  should  say 
something  as  to  their  dimensions.  Their 
dimensions  are  —  length,  345  feet ; 
breadth,  73  feet;  displacement,  U,940 
tons;  and  indicated  horse-power,  12,000. 
The  estimated  speed  will  be  about  16( 
knots.  There  will  be  an  armoured 
citadel  about  190  feet  long  in  the  central 
position  of  the  ship,  and  at  each  end  of 
the  citadel  a  turret.  Each  turret  will 
contain  two  68-ton  breech-loading  guns. 
Between  the  turrets  and  above  the  citadel 
there  will  be  a  central  box  battery,  lightly 
armoured,  which  will  contain  eight 
5-inch  breech-loading  guns,  and  on  (he 
spar  deck  covering  this  battery  the  boats 
will  be  stowed  and  a  number  of  quick- 
firing  machine  guns  mounted.  The  guns 
will  be  loaded,  and  the  turrets  wo^ed, 
by  hydraulic  power.  In  addition,  each 
ship  will  have  a  powerful  torpedo  arma- 
ment, and  frill  also  be  fitted  for  ramming. 
They  will  be  capable  of  carrying  1,200 
tons  of  coal  in  the  bunkers,  and  will  have 
no  rig.  The  armour  belt  at  the  water- 
line  extends  to  about  230  feet  amidships, 
and  before  and  ab&ft  the  belt  a  strong 
steol  deck,  three  inches  thick,  protects 
the  vitals.  The  armour  on  the  belt  will 
be  20  inches,  on  the  sides  of  the  citadel 
16  to  18  inches,  and  on  the  turret  18 
inches.  In  addition  to  this  there  will 
be  an  inner  armour  of  about  two  inches, 
which  will  also  be  worked  behind  the 
teak  backing.  Now  we  come  to  the  cost, 
which  is  very  larg^  indeed — so  large 
that  I  am  almost  afraid  to  mention  it. 
But  when  I  look  at  what  some  other  ships 
have  cost  in  the  British  Navy,  which 
are  not  so  powerful  and  which  can  never 
be  so  protective  as  these  reseels,  I  do 
not  know  that  the  sum  is  very  excessive. 
The  cost  of  each  vessel  will  amount,  with 
the  guns,  to  no  less  a  sum  than  £919,134, 
which  is  approaching  £1,000,000.  [An 
hon.  Meuber  ;  Both  ?]  No ;  each. 
The  hull  will  cost  £686,000,  the  propel- 
ling machinery,  £97}000,  and  the  gun 
moantingSi  iB79,7B4 ;  making  a  total  on 
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the  Navy  Votes  of  £863,794.  The  guos 
will  cost  £66,S40.  Well,  now,  hot. 
Ifembers  may  think  that  a  lows  sum. 
I  admit  that  it  is  a  la»e  sum;  bnt  we 
have  expended  these  large  sums  pre- 
viously on  other  vessels  not  so  la^e  as 
this,  bnt  still,  for  the  size  of  the  vessels, 
very  considerable  sums.  Take  the  In- 
Aezible—nhQ  cost  £809,600  ;  the  Senhne, 
which  is  a  contract  ship — and  we  have 
always  been  told  that  we  can  build 
cheaper  by  contract  than  in  our  own 
Yards— the  Btnhow  is  to  cost  £789,162; 
and  the  Remoum,  built  by  Sir  William 
Armstrong,  which  is  the  same  size  as 
the  Senhota,  is  to  cost  £789,995.  Well, 
if  we  are  to  be  a  strong  country — and  it 
is  often  stated  that  we  ought  to  be  as 
strong,  if  not  stronger,  than  any  other 
Power — we  must  make  up  our  minds  to 
go  in  for  this  large  expenditure.  But  I 
think  I  may  safely  say  that  these  two 
large  iron-dads  wiU  probably  be  the  last 
iron-olads  of  this  type  that  will  ever  be 
built  in  this  or  any  other  country.  In 
France  they  are  ceasing  to  go  on  with 
the  construction  of  Urge  iron-dads. 
Very  little  is  now  being  done  by  the 
French  Naval  Authorities  in  the  way  of 
building,  but  they  are  completiDg  cer- 
tain iron-clads  which  are  larger  than 
anythioe  we  now  have.  These  two  lai^ 
iroo-clads,  however,  which  are  being 
built,  and  which  were  first  suggested  by 
the  Earl  of  Northbrook  and  commenced 
by  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  will  be 
equal — I  think  superior— to  any  ship  of 
the  same  character  in  the  French  Navy. 
And  now  let  me  say  a  word  or  two  about 
the  development  of  our  torpedo  flotilla. 
It  has  been  said  that  we  have  been 
doing  very  little  in  the  way  of  torpedoes. 
I  dare  say  we  were  a  little  backward 
about  the  time  the  noble  Lord  alluded 
to  the  other  night — oamely,  the  time  of 
the  Bosuan  scare.  Perhaps  we  were 
not  then  so  wdl  prepared  with  toipedo 
boats  and  torpedoes  as  we  ouriit  to  have 
been,  and  as  I  think  we  shall  be  if  any 
difficulty  of  the  kind  occurs  agaio.  The 
development  of  a  torpedo  flotilla  has 
been,  and  is,  receiving  the  greatest 
attention  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty. 
There  are  now  several  sea-going  tor- 
pedo boats  rapidly  approaching  comple- 
tion. There  are  the  torpedo  cruiser 
Scout  and  her  sister  ship,  the  FtarUtt, 
both  of  which  will  be  finished  in  1886-7, 
as  wdl  as  two  or  three  of  the  improved 
&w<t,  of  whidi  dght  are  building  and 
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will  be  finished  this  year.  Then  there 
is  the  torpedo  cunboat  of  the  Rattle- 
make  class,  which  is  much  smaller  than  , 
the  cruisers  to  which  I  firat  alluded,  and 
which  is  to  have  a  speed  of  19  knots,  as 
against  17  to  VJ^  knots  in.  the  other 
duLss  of  cruisers.  There  are  40  torpedo 
boats,  all  of  which  are  125  feet  long, 
being  12  feet  longer  than  the  largest 
of  those  which  were  used  with  the  Ex- 
perimental Squadron  at  Bantry  Bay  last 
year,  and  so  ma;  have,  it  is  hoped, 
better  sea-keeping  qualities  than  the 
vessels  tried  upon  that  occasion,  though 
they  cannot  be  expected  to  be  re^y 
intended  for  sea  serrice.  Even  u 
they  were  able  to  keep  the  sea  for 
a  day  or  two,  it  would  be  almost 
cruel  to  the  crews  to  keep  them  on 
board  for  a  great  number  of  days. 
And  now  I  come  to  show  the  Committee 
that  we  do  not  want  to  be  in  too  ^reat 
haste  in  deciding  upon  any  additional 
torpedo  boats  until  we  have  bad  experi- 
ence of  the  vessels  which  are  now  in  the 
course  of  completion  and  almost  ready 
to  be  experimented  upon.  We  want  to 
find  ont  which  is  the  beat  and  atrongeet 
type  of  swift  vessel  that  can  be  used  as 
a  torpedo  boat-catcher  at  the  smallest 
cost.  In  addition  to  those  I  have  named, 
there  is  a  special  torpedo  vessel,  of  150 
feet  in  length,  bought  from  Messrs. 
"White,  of  Cowes,  now  being  fitted  for 
trial ;  and  another,  135  feet  long,  with  a 
guaranteed  speed  higher  than  any  yet 
built  for  the  Navy,  has  been  ordered 
from  Mesara.  Yarrow.  When  these 
Tessels  of  these  various  types  and  of 
various  strength  are  completed,  trials 
will  be  made  with  them  and  with  the 
JXatthsnaie,  so  as  to  ascertain  whethw  a 
eatisfactory  type  has  been  gained,  and 
what  type  is  best  for  general  purposes. 
When  that  has  been  decided,  we  shall 
know  what  to  do  in  regard  to  the  tor- 
pedo boats  of  tlie  future.  Then  it  is 
said  that  we  have  no  torpedoes.  With 
regard  to  the  arrangements  for  the  pur- 
ohaso  of  torpedoes,  I  ms^  say  that  there 
has  been  considerable  difaoulty  in  finding 
out  where  to  obtain  them  ;  but  we  hare 
541  now  ready  for  use,  and  still  require 
1,463  before  we  shall  have  sufflciont  for 
our  purposes.  We  have  made  arrange- 
ments to  obtain  these  additional  tor- 
pedoes in  the  best  way  we  can.  Some 
of  the  additional  torpedoes  we  are  hav- 
ing made  by  a  firm  near  Leeds,  and  we 
are  getting  ^em  made  at  Woolwich 


Arsenal  at  the  rate  of  250  per  annum, 
and  we  are  also  getting  an  additional 
number  elsewhere,  so  ine,t  by  the  end 
of  this  year  we  hope  we  shall  be  short  bv 
only  300  or  400  of  the  torpedoes  we  shaU 
require.  It  is  not  a  very  easy  matter  to 
get  these  additional  torpedoes.  We  want 
as  soon  as  possible  to  get  them  made  in 
this  conntry,  and  if  firms  will  undertake 
the  making  of  them,  we  shall  very 
readily  try  to  promote  business  with 
them.  In  addition  to  what  I  have  said 
about  torpedo  boats,  it  is  intended  to 
have  82  first-class  torpedo  boats  at  the 
following  Colonial  Stations :  —  Hong 
£ong  six,  of  which  two  have  already 
been  sent ;  Malta  eight,  of  which  four 
have  already  been  sent ;  GKbraltar  six, 
of  which  two  have  already  been  sent ; 
Simon's  Bay  four,  of  which  two  have 
already  been  sent ;  while  two  have  been 
sent  to  North  America,  and  more  than 
double  that  number  will  be  sent  as  soon 
as  they  are  ready.  Therefore,  I  do  not 
think  we  are  open  to  the  complaint  that 
was  made  the  other  night  that  we  are 
doing  so  vety  little  in  torpedoe  boats 
and  toroedoes.  I  do  not  say  that  we 
are  perfect,  or  that  we  erer  shall  be  per- 
fect, because  the  torpedo  boat  and  the 
torpedo  itself  are  weapons  of  such  a 
scientific  nature  that  we  shall  see  the 
greatest  changes  taking  place  even  from 
month  to  month  in  their  construction. 
I  do  not  suppose  that  we  have  yet 
arrived  at  anything  like  perfection  in 
that  class  of  warfare.  The  noble  Lord 
the  late  First  Lord  drew  attention  on 
Monday  night  to  the  want  of  ammuni- 
tion for  our  guns.  I  do  not  think  that 
things  are  quite  as  bad  as  the  noble 
Lord  stated.  I  find  that  considerable 
provision  has  been  made  for  guns,  not 
only  in  the  Navy  Estimates  thisyear, 
but  also  in  the  Army  Estimates.  There 
are  also  ooneiderable  sums  for  gun- 
powder and  other  matters  which  the 
noble  Lord  alluded  to.  We  have  made 
pTOviaion  for  projectiles  both  for  &e 
guns  on  the  shi^  and  for  tlie  gans  pro* 
posed  for  the  ships,  and  we  have  also  a 
certain  amount  in  reserve.  We  have 
not  perhaps  got  so  much  in  reserve  as 
we  should  like ;  but  still  we  have  done 
much  more  than  the  noble  Lord  gives 
us  credit  for.  I  trust  that  the  arma- 
ments of  the  ships  in  the  future  will  be 
carried  out  much  more  expeditiously 
than  ^ey  have  been  in  past  years. 
There  ia  no  doubt  that  many  ships  have 
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been  kept  waiting  for  their  annamenta ; 
but  I  do  not  thinK  that  vill  be  the  caae 
in  the  future.    Now,  with,  respect  to  the 

funs,  and  the  large  guns  particularly, 
will  give  some  idea  of  our  position  and 
prospects.  In  April,  1880,  there  was 
not  a  single  breech-loading  gun  avail- 
able, and  on  the  Ist  of  July,  188S,  there 
was  no  110-ton  gun  or  64-ton  gun  avail- 
able. By  the  Slst  of  March,  1887,  there 
will  be  three  of  the  former  and  14  of 
the  latter.  On  Juty  1,  1885,  there  were 
only  11  43 -ton  guns  ready;  in  March, 
1887,  there  wiUl>e  17.  In  July,  1886, 
there  were  only  230  6-inoh  guns;  in 
Uarch,  1887,  there  will  be  468.  I  may 
also  add  that  in  the  Estimates  this  year 
provision  is  made  for  the  first  time  for 
the  armaments  of  tbo  six  ships  of  the 
Narcmus  type  laid  down  last  Spring. 
We  commenced  to  make  provision  for 
the  armaments  at  the  same  time  that  we 
made  provision  for  laying  down  the 
ships.  Before  I  sit  down  I  will  just 
refer  to  what  ha^  been  done  during  the 
last  six  or  seven  months  by  the  late 
Board  of  Admiralty  with  respect  to  the 
reorganization  of  the  AdminJty  and  the 
Dockyards.  I  think  the  country  is  in- 
debted for  the  very  courageous  way  in 
which  the  noble  Lord  the  late  First 
Lord  and  my  hon.  Friend  who  was 
Secretary  to  die  Admiralty  TMr.  Bitohie) 
carried  out  the  work  os  this  question. 
Of  coarse,  they  had  to  do  it  at  the  riak 
of  incurring  muoh  obloquy  and  com- 

Slaint;  but  I  believe  they  have  been 
oing  a  real  duty  to  their  country.  In 
the  first  place,  immediately  after  the  Com- 
mittee, whioh  was  called  Mr.  Goschen's 
Committee,  they  instituted,  on  August  4, 
a  Committee  consisting  of  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  Sir  Reginald 
Welby,  the  Permanent  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty,  imd  the  Accountant  General, 
to  c(m8ider — 

"  What  idterationi  an  neoosaary  to  ensure  an 
effective  control  over  the  ezpenoitiire  of  the 
different  Departments  of  the  Admiralty." 

I  think  that  was  a  very  necessary  thing 
to  do,  whatever  Government  might  have 
been  in  power.  The  late  Government 
further  extended  the  inquiry  of  the  Com- 
mittee they  had  appointed  by  requiring 
them  to  investigate  the  position  of  the 
Dockyards,  and  the  expenditure  apon 
labour  and  material,  as  well  as  the  work 
done  in  the  Dookyarda.  That  Commit- 
tee have  been  dtting  and  taking  evi- 


dence,  and  I  believe  the  result  of  the 
inquiry  will  be  of  the  most  useful  cha- 
racter.   The  Committee  reported  in 
September,  recommending  that  the  posi- 
tion of  Accountant  General  should  be 
strengthened  by  making  him  assistant 
and  deputy  to  the  Parliamentary  and 
Financial  Secretary,  which,  by  Order  in 
Council,  was  carried  out  fully.    By  that 
means  all  estimates,  liabilities,  and  ex- 
penditure come  under  his  direct  oontrol. 
He  has  been  provided  with  a  deputy 
and  two  assistants,  who  are  each  in 
charge  of  a  division.    An  Inspector  of 
Tard  Aocounts  has  also  been  added  for 
auditing  and  supervising  the  Tard  Ac- 
counts, and  of  scrutinizing  the  expendi- 
ture upon  shipbuilding  and  repairing. 
Also  a  Finance  Committee  has  been  ap- 
pointed to  meet  fortnightly,  consisting  of 
the  Financial  Secretary,  tlie  Accountant 
General  and  his  three  deputies,  and  the 
Inspector  of  Yard  Accounts  as  Secretary. 
Now,  I  believe  myself  that  there  is  great 
room  for  reform  and  economy  in  the 
management  of  the  Dockyards,  and  I  am 
very  glad  indeed  that  thelate  Government 
approached  the  subject  in  the  way  they 
did.  I  believe  the  system  the^  have  laid 
down,  whioh  is  only  now  just  com- 
menoing^  when  it  is  brought  into  full 
operation,  will  be  of  the  greatest  use  in 
reducing  the  expenditure  of  the  country 
upon  that  portion  of  our  naval  expen- 
diture.  I  believe  that  the  country  does 
not  so  much  oomphun  of  the  amount 
which  yon  ask  it  to  spend  upon  the 
Navy,  as  the  question  imether  they  get 
their  money's  worth  for  their  money.  It 
ought  to  be  our  duty  to  see  that  the 
country  does  get  money's  worth  for  the 
money  it  spends.    I  should  like  to  say 
one  word  about  the  supervision  of  labour 
in  the  Dockyards.  There  is  muoh  in  the 
evidenoe  which  shows  that  a  very  exten- 
sive amount  of  supiueness  and  waste 
takes  place  there.   I  cannot  admit  that 
the  Heport,  which  refers  to  the  workers 
in  the  Dockyards,  can  refer  to  the  whole 
of  them.    No  doubt  there  are  idlers, 
and  the  sooner  we  get  rid  of  the  idlers 
the  better.  But  I  think  we  have  a  right 
to  say  to  the  workers  in  the  Dockyards 
that  if  they  want  our  sympathy  and  de- 
sire us  to  consider  their  grievances,  and 
if  they  want  us  to  give  them  a  fSair  day's 
wage,  we  most  have  a  fair  day'a  work 
for  the  wage  we  give  them.  That,  I 
trust,  will  be  the  princnple  adopted  in 
dealing  with  the  workers.  I  have  now 
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only  to  thank  the  Oommittee  for  the  at- 
tention they  hare  given  me.  I  do  not 
pretend  to  have  made  anything^  but  a 
plain,  unramished  statement.    I  do  not 

Srofesa  to  know  more  than  other  hon. 
[embers  know,  except  a  few  secrets  of 
the  Admiralty ;  but  I  will  give  way  to 
none  in  this  House,  whether  he  be  a 
naval  man  or  a  civiliaii,  in  my  desire  to 
do  as  much  as  I  can  to  promote  the  wel- 
fare of  all  classes  of  Her  Majesty's 
Naval  Service.  At  the  same  time,  I  do 
not  wish  to  forget  the  strong  claims 
whicb  the  taxpayers  have  upon  us — that 
we  should  pay  attention  to  the  econo- 
mical administration  of  the  large  funds 
which  they  entrust  to  our  hands.  While, 
I  say,  I  am  bound  to  consider  these 
strong  claims,  I  also  consider  the  strong 
daims  of  our  national  responsibilities, 
and  our  anxiety  and  our  desire  in  the 
future  to  maintain  that  supremacy  at 
sea  which  England  has  always  kept  in 
past  years,  and  which,  I  hope,  she  will 
occupy  in  future. 

LoED  GEORGE  HAMILTON  (Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing)  :  I  think  it  will  be  the 
unanimous  feeling  of  the  Oommiltee 
that  1  should  express  our  congratulations 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  his 
restoration  to  health  and  on  the  busi- 
ness-like and  luoid  statement  he  has 
just  made.  The  right  hon.  Member  has 
only  had  a  few  weeks  to  prepare  himself 
for  one  of  the  most  complicated  and  in- 
tricate statements  which  a  Member  of 
Parliament  can  make ;  and  on  this  occa- 
sion it  was  more  difficult  than  usual 
owing  to  the  great  mass  of  the  Intimates 
having  been  necessarily  prepared  before 
he  accepted  Office.  But  he  has  acquitted 
himself  in  a  manner  which  has  given 
universal  satisfaction  to  all  who  heard 
htm ;  for  although  he  did  not  profess 
that  bis  statement  was  in  any  way  a 
Jiretentiona  one,  yet  for  the  amount  of 
information  it  contained,  and  for  lucidity 
of  arrangement,  it  quite  equalled  almost 
any  statement  of  the  kind  which  in  past 
years  I  have  heard  in  this  House.  It  is 
extremely  satisfactory  to  the  members 
of  the  late  Board  to  find  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  speaking  with  hiswell-known 
business  capacity,  expressing  approval 
of  the  alterations  we  made  for  the  pur- 
pose of  maintaining  adequate  efficiency 
and  control  over  the  expenditure  of  the 
Admiralty,  and  also  for  the  improved 
system  of  supervision  of  the  business  in 
the  Dockyards ;  and  I  can  assure  him, 


so  long  as  he  endeavoun  to  suf^ort 
those  principles  in  so  magnanimous  a 
manner,  he  will  have  our  cordial  co- 
operation.   The  accounts  this  year  are 
exceptionally  difficult  to  expuun,  be- 
cause, as  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  pointed 
out,  they  are  embarrassed  by  me  in- 
clusion of  a  very  large  sum  for  the  addi- 
tional expenditure  which  the  Earl  of 
N  orthbrook  sanctioned  last  year,  and  also 
for  a  considerable  sum  which  remains 
from  the  Vote  of  Credit  passed  only 
last  year.    But  there  is  one.  point  in 
connection  with  the  subject  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  attach  too 
much  importance,  and  that  is  the  im- 
provement in  their  form.     For  the  first 
time,  the  Committee  has  before  it  not 
only  a  clear  statement  of  the  past  and 
the  estimated  expenditure  of  the  future, 
but  also  an  account  of  the  liabilities 
which  that    expenditure   will  entail. 
When  we  went  to  the  Admiralty  we 
found  that  the  mistake  which  had  oc- 
curred in  the  accounts  to  so  large  an 
amount  was  entirely  due  to  there  being 
no  accurate  record  of  liabilities.  In  fact, 
the  system  was  most  defective.  The 
Heads  of  the  Departments  checked  their 
own  expenditure,  and  it  is  to  their  ac- 
curacy that  no  blunders  of  important 
dimensions  have  occurred  in  the  past. 
We  therefore  determined,  not  only  in 
regard  to  current  expenditure,  but  any 
expenditure  which  had  reference  to 
future  years,  that  there  should  be  a 
full  and  complete  record  of  all  liabilities 
which  would  be  entailed,  and  the  Esti- 
mates   have   been  framed  with  the 
greatest  success  in  carrying  out  that 
view.    There  is  another  alteration  by 
which  the  old  and  icaccurate  Beturns  of 
tonnage  have  been  abolished,  and,  for 
the  first  time,  an  accurate  Beturn  is 
taken  of  the  progress  which  the  expen- 
diture of  the  money  will  entail,  and  also 
on  accurate  account,  not  only  of  the  sum 
spent  in  the  initial  expenses,  but  also  of 
the  material  used  in  the  Dockyards. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  further 
expressed  his  approval  of  the  fieturns 
which  had  been  practically  completed 
when  we  left  Office  ;  and  in  order  to  make 
the  Beturns  more  thoroughly  complete 
he  has  added  a  Betum,  perhaps  more 
valuable  than  any  of  the  others,  which 
shows  everything  connected  with  the 
question  of  the  guns,  torpedo  gear,  and 
complicated  machinery,  and  in  whi(^  the 
respective  sluu«  borne  by  the  War 
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Office,  as  well  as  the  Admiralty,  is  ac- 
curately stated.  I  very  much  regret  that 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  was  not  here 
the  other  night  when  the  debate  took 
place.  From  his  remarks,  he  evidently 
did  not  understand  the  object  with  which 
I  interrened  in  the  debate  and  the  pur- 
port of  certain  observations  which  I 
made.  I  quite  agree  with  him  that  in 
the  Estimates  presented  to  the  House 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  was  perfectly 
right  in  laying  dawn  no  new  snips,  be- 
cause if  they  had  extended  the  pro- 
gramme which  they  have  given  in  the 
present  Estimates,  undoubtedly  they 
would  not  be  able  to  expedite  the  work. 
I  know,  and  my  hon.  rriend  who  sits 
beside  me  knows,  that  the  great  diffi- 
culty any  Board  of  Admiralty  would 
have  to  face  in  the  present  year  would 
be  to  find  the  ways  and  means  to  meet 
the  enormous  liability  of  the  past  two 
years;  and  I  waH  certain  that  no  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  grant 
more  than  a  certain  sum  out  of  the  taxa- 
tion for  the  naval  purposes  of  this  year. 
That  being  so,  my  proposal  was  that  a 
portion  of  the  expenditure  which  was 
abnormal  and  additional,  and  which 
formed  part  of  the  programme  sanctioned 
by  the  Earl  of  Northbrook,  should  be 
taken  out  of  the  Estimates  and  should 
be  converted  into  a  Terminable  Annuity 
to  run  over  a  certun  number  of  years. 
I  believe  that  that  could  hare  beoi  done 
in  five  or  six  years,  and  at  the  end  of 
that  period  you  would  not  only  have  a 
large  reduction  in  the  naval  expendi- 
ture, but  the  country  would  have  had 
the  satiefaotion  of  knowing  that  the 
Navy  was  in  the  highest  state  of  effi- 
ciency, and  that  the  Fleot  had  been  tho- 
roughly renovated  from  top  to  bottom. 
And  now,  Sir,  let  me  say  a  word  as  to 
the  calculation  by  which  I  arrive  at  the 
opinion  that  a  sum  of  about  £2,000,000 
sterling  was  necessary  to  thoroughly 
revivify  the  Fleet.  I  ratimated  its  in- 
sufficiency at  about  £2,000,000  sterling, 
and  I  arrive  at  that  figure  in  this  way. 
The  Earl  of  Northbrook  left  behind  an 
Estimate  that  the  sum  which  it  was 
necessary  to  spend  in  shipbuilding  was 
£3,100,000,  and  that  it  was  to  be  spread 
in  equal  proportions,  as  far  as  possible, 
over  the  next  five  years.  He  estimated 
also  that  the  amount  for  guns  in  the 
next  five  years  would  be  £1,600,000, 
mining  in  the  aggregate  an  inoreased 
expen£tur8  of  £4,700,000.   It  is  now 
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estimated  that  during  the  past  year  we 
have  redut^d  our  liabilities  of  £4,700,000 
by  £1,700,000— namely,  £1,000,000  for 
ships  and  £700,000  for  gun.  That  leaves 
a  liability  on  subsequent  years  on  the 
extra  expenditure,  framed  on  the  baus 
of  the  Earl  of  Northbrook's  programme 
—an  outstanding  liability  of  £3,000,000 
sterling.  But  certain  investigations 
which  were  made  during  last  year  show 
that  the  sum  the  Earl  of  NorthlnDok 
proposed  to  expend  in  bringing  die 
Fleet  up  to  the  requisite  strengw  was 
insufficient;  and  I  estimate  t&at  the 
amount  to  which  it  was  insufficient  was 
£2,000,000  sterling.  I  arrive  at  that 
figure  in  the  following  way  : — I  left  be- 
hind me  an  Estimate  of  some  small 
ships,  which,  in  the  opinion  of  naval 
men,  were  necessary  to  be  built  in  the 
next  two  or  three  years,  amounting  to 
about  £1,033,000.  Then  I  estimated  that 
for  guns  a  sum  of  £500,000  more  than 
was  provided  by  the  Earl  of  Northbrook 
would  have  to  be  spent,  and  1  add  to 
those  sums  about  £350,000  as  necessary 
to  be  spent  during  the  next  two  or  three 
years  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  up 
our  torpedo  boats  and  torpedoes  to 
the  necessary  number.  That  made 
about  £2,000,000,  which,  added  to  the 
£3,000,000  of  Uabilities  under  the 
Earl  of  Northbrook's  programme,  made 
£5,000,000  sterling.  Hy  wish  was  to 
take  out  of  the  Estimates  for  this  the 
extraordinary  expenditure,  amounting 
to  £1,800,000.  Reducing  theEstimates 
by  that  amount,  I  proposed  in  its  place 
to  substitute  a  Terminable  Annuity  for 
five  years.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  was  opposed  to 
me,  and  my  right  hon.  Friends  near 
me  shared,  to  a  certain  extent,  his  ob- 
jection. Therefore,  I  will  not  raise  that 
point  again.  Nevertheless,  it  is  well 
that  the  Committee  should  understand 
what  will  be  our  position  during  the 
next  three  or  four  years.  You  will  havo 
most  magnificent  iron  clads,  but  they 
may  be  useless  for  the  want  of  guns. 
You  will  have  the  finest  belted  cruisers 
any  nation  can  possess,  but  with  ab- 
sence of  sufficient  amunition  for  guns. 
Further,  you  will  have  gunboats  ad- 
mitted to  be  the  most  obsolete  of  any 
Naval  Power  in  Europe,  and  deficient 
also  in  torpedo  gear.  Surely,  if  we 
spend  O-lOtns  of  the  sum  which  isneoes- 
saiy  to  put  our  Fleet  in  a  state  of  pre- 
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paration,  it  is  unwise  to  decline  to  spend 
the  remaining  10  per  cent  that  is  re- 
quisite to  render  our  Navy  efficient  from 
top  to  bottom.  As  regards  the  alteration 
vfl  have  effected  in  the  Admiralty  during 
the  current  year,  it  must  be  reooUeoted 
that  we  came  in  as  a  (Joremmeut  ju&t 
as  the  war  rumours  were  over  and  the 
scare  bad  subsided.  Our  relations  with 
Buaaia  became  in  consequence  more 
amicable,  and  we  found  that  there  were 
a  oonuderable  number  of  iron-olads 
which  Bgured  in  the  list  of  effective 
ships  which  were  altogether  obsolete. 
Therefore,  the  first  step  we  took  was  to 
place  certain  iron-clads  in  reserve  and  to 
replace  them  with  five  sea-going  vessels, 
we  had  also  the  advantage  of  the  Be- 

Sort  of  one  of  our  ablest  Admirals — Sir 
■eoffrey  Hornby — the  "Admiral  of  the 
Evolutionary  Squadron,  which  gave  us 
most  useful  information  as  to  the  types 
of  the  vessels  of  the  future.  Therefore, 
having  regard  to  the  expenditure  which 
had  been  sanctioned,  and  the  expendi- 
ture which  it  was  clear  would  have  to 
be  sanctioned,  the  late  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty thought  it  their  duty  to  take 
steps  to  insure  an  effective  control  over 
the  expenditure  which  was  imminent,  so 
that  the  nation  should  get  as  good  a  re- 
turn as  possible  for  it.  The  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  has  alluded  so  kindly  to 
what  we  have  done  that  it  is  not 
necessary  for  me  to  enter  into  a 
recapitulation.  But  there  is  one  point 
in  particular  in  connection  with  this 
matter  on  which  I  wish  to  say  a  word 
in  behalf  of  those  who  cannot  de- 
fend themselves.  Persistent  attacks 
have  been  made  during  the  last  six 
months  by  different  newspapers  upon 
the  permanent  officials  of  the  Admi- 
ralty ;  and  it  has  been  asserted  over  and 
over  again  that  they  were  doing  all  that 
was  in  their  power  to  impede  and  em- 
barrass my  hon.  Friend  and  myself 
in  carrying  out  the  necessary  reforms. 
I  wish  to  say  that  all  these  statements 
are  untrue.  My  hon.  Friend  and  myself 
had,  uadoubtealy,  to  effect  connderable 
alterations;  but  we  were  most  loyally 
sup^rted  throughout  by  the  permanent 
officials  of  the  Department ;  and,  indeed, 
unless  we  had  secured  their  cordial  co- 
operation we  would  never  hare  been 
able  to  effect  even  so  much  as  we  have 
done.  The  investigation,  however,  that 
was  set  on  foot  ma4e  it  perfectly  clear 
that  our  system  of  Dockyard  administra- 


tion was  most  unsatisfactory.  "We  came  to 
the  conclusion,  in  this  investigation,  that 
the  materials  supplied  to  the  Dockyards 
were  of  the  very  best,  that  the  workmen 
employed  were  the  very  pick  of  their 
class,  and  that,  with  regard  to  the  con- 
structiTe  and  enj^eering  officers,  there 
was  no  task  that  was  not  within  the 
limit  oi  their  capacity.  Therefore,  if 
the  system  was  defective,  it  was  not  from 
the  want  of  hands  and  brains.  The  de- 
fects arose  from  too  great  centralization 
at  the  Admiralty,  and  too  gj^i  isolation 
in  the  branches  of  the  different  depart- 
ments of  the  Dockyards.  As  far  as  pos- 
sible, we  endeavoured  to  reverse  these 
principles ;  and  I  believe  we  have  laid 
down  regulations  which,  while  giving 
increased  power  to  the  local  officers, 
will,  at  the  same  time,  by  an  outside  and 
independent  audit,  provide  that  sufficient 
control  is  kept  over  them.  Perhaps,  how- 
ever, it  will  be  a  more  suitable  time  to 
discuss  this  question  w-hen  we  get  to  the 
Dockyard  Vote.  There  is  one  matter 
which  I  would  ask  the  economically- 
minded  Members  of  the  Committee  care- 
fully to  consider.  About  one-half  of  our 
naval  expenditure  is  in  connection  with 
our  manufacturing  establishments.  At 
the  present  there  is  a  pressure  being 
put  upon  the  Government  to  appoint  a 
Select  Oommittee  to  inquire  into  the 
whole  expenditure  of  the  Army  and 
Navy.  I  trust  that  that  question  will 
not  be  considered  by  a  Committee  with 
so  wide  a  Reference.  I  am  perfectly 
satisfied  that  the  inquiry  would  lead  to 
no  practical  result.  A  Committee  can 
be  of  no  assistance  in  laying  down  the 
number  of  ships  that  there  should  be  in 
commission  or  the  number  of  men  in  the 
Army.  That  is  alone  the  policy  of  the 
Government.  But  there  is  one  point  in 
regard  to  which  an  investigation  would 
be  of  the  greatest  possible  service,  and 
that  is  the  connection  both  of  the  Army 
and  Navy  with  these  manufacturing 
establishments.  There  is  this  great 
difficulty  connected  with  these  estab- 
lishments— that  it  is  the  practice  to  vote 
an  annuid  fixed  sum  for  them.  If  any 
material  is  cheap  at  a  particular  time  it 
is  not  possible  to  buy  a  quantity  of  it  for 
use  during  another  year ;  while,  on  the 
contrary,  if  the  price  of  a  material  is 
high  one  year  the  Treasury  would  not 
thank  the  Board  for  returning  the 
money,  because  they  know  that  it  would 
lead  to  the  expenditure  for  the  next  year 
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being  larger.  In  the  aame  way  it  \^ 
alnuttt  impossible  to  obtain  sufficient 
sums  to  keep  the  plant  of  these  estab- 
lishments in  proper  order.  No  private 
manufacturing  firms  have  such  oosolete 
machinery  as  is  to  be  found  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Dockyards.  [An  hon.  Member  : 
Hear,  hear!]  An  hon.  Member  cheers 
that;  but  I  am  afraid  that  he  mnst  be 
regarded  as  a  special  exponent  of  the 
system  vhich  entails  this  wasteful  sys- 
tem. I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt 
that  if  funds  could  be  found  for  the 
production  of  fresh  plant  and  machinery 
great  economy  in  labour  would  be  ob- 
tained ;  but  this  cannot  be  done  under 
an  annual  Vote.  There  is  another  ques- 
tion which  is  to  undergo  the  investiga- 
tion of  a  Committee.  A  great  deal  of 
work  is  at  present  done  by  convict  labour 
— convicts  are  employed  in  building 
bados,  and  in  other  work  of  a  similar 
obaraoter.  Of  course,  the  object  of  the 
Home  Office  is  to  employ  the  convicts, 
and  to  give  them  full  employment ;  but 
I  am  certain  that  theresult is  that  in  cer- 
tain cases  works  are  undertaken  in  order 
to  employ  these  convicts,  which  are  too 
large,  and  cannot  be  maintained  after- 
wards on  the  sum  annually  voted  for 
their  maintenance.  This  has  been  the 
case,  for  instance,  at  Chatham  ;  and  the 
result  is  that  a  portion  of  the  money 
which  was  required  for  the  maintenance 
of  the  old  and  smaller  Yards  is  appro- 
priated to  the  extension  of  the  larger 
Yard,  by  which  process  the  larger  the 
Tard  becomes  the  smaller  is  the  sum 
annually  voted  for  its  maintenance. 
Into  alt  these  things  a  Committee  might, 
with'great  advantage,  inquire,  in  order 
to  see  whether  we  could  not  have  some 
more  business-like  way  of  managing  the 
ezpenditureof  theseestablishments.  The 
right  hon.  Gentlenum  has  mentioned  at 
length  the  number  of  ships  which  the  late 
Board  of  Admiralty  laid  down ;  and  the 
Committee  were,  no  doubt,  somewhat 
surprised  to  hear  the  enormous  cost  of 
the  two  iron-clads  we  laid  down.  Now, 
to  sanction  the  commencement  of  two 
iron-clads,  each  of  which  was  to  cost  over 
£900,000,  was  a  very  serious  responsi- 
bility ;  and  we  took  all  the  pains  we 
could  to  ascertain  whether  we  snould  be 
justified  in  doing  so.  In  the  first  place, 
we  found  that  the  Earl  of  Northbrook 
had  intended  tolay  down  twosuch  vessels. 
What  we  had  to  consider  was^  first,  the 
displacement;  and  the  late  Board  of 
Lord  Qeorgt  SamiUw 


Admiralty— oerfaunly  my  hra.  Friend 
the  late  Secretarjr — had  dedded  upon  s 
displacement  of  12,000  tons.  Ths  next 
question  to  consider  was  what  type  of 
vessel  would  give  us  the  most  powerfol 
iron-clad.  The  other  night  we  heard  an 
able  and  technical  Epeech  from  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  tie 
HoldemesB  Division  of  the  Elast  Btdtog 
(Commander  Bethell),  in  which  he  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  that  iron-clads  an 
practically  obsolete.  It  may  he  that 
these  two  vessels  may  be  the  last  great 
iron-clads  th^t  will  ever  be  built ;  out  if 
we  are  to  maintain  our  naval  eapie- 
macy,  I  would  ask  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  and  all  those  who  think  with 
him,  whether  we  can  maintain  it  at 
this  time  by  opposing  unarmoured  to 
armoured  vessels?  Let  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  go  back  to  the  origin  of 
armonr-dad  vessels,  and  let  him  read 
the  record  of  the  performances  of  tiu 
Merrimae  and  the  other  earlirar  Amerieia 
iron-clads,  which  positively  wrecked  and 
destroyed  all  the  wooden  ships  of  tke 
American  Navy,  We  know  that  the 
guns  are  now  far  more  accurate  and 
penetrating  than  any  artillery  of  that 
time ;  and  I  think  it  would  be  ab- 
solutely madness  to  abandon  iron-clads 
unless  other  nations  do  tho  same.  At  the 
same  time,  it  is  our  duty  carefully  to 
consider  the  question  of  expenditure.  It 
is  quite  true  that  the  cost  of  these  two 
ships  is  very  large,  and  that  it  will 
amount  to  the  sum  mentioned  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  it  amonnts 
only  to  £76  per  ton,  while  in  the  casaof 
the  Benhow,  which  is  far  inferior,  theooet 
per  ton  will  be  £78,  aud  in  the  two  sbipa 
which  were  laid,  down  just  before  ve 
came  into  Office— the  uenemt  and  tbe 
8an$pareil—^9  cost  will  be  over  £70  pa 
ton.  I  do  not  think  anyone  will  contend 
that  either  of  tiiese  veuels  is  superior 
in  strength  to  tiiose  which  we  have  laid 
down.  There  is  one  point  in  connectiM 
with  these  gigantic  iron-clads  which  we 
had  very  carefully  to  consider,  and  that 
was— what  guns  should  be  placed  in 
them.  I  found  that  there  was  a  strong 
opinion  among  almost  all  naval  officers 
against  the  giant  ordnance  of  moden 
days — that  is  to  say,  such  guns  as 
those  of  110  tons.  There  is  one  great 
ground  of  objection  against  guns  of  this 
calibre,  and  that  is,  that  not  only  is  it 
more  costly  in  accordance  with  its  8ii^ 
but  owing  to  the  large  chai|^  of  powder 
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the  force  of  the  disohai^  ia  so  great 
that  a^r  a  certain  number  of  discharges 
the  steel  lining  of  the  gun  becomes  prac- 
tically vorthless,  and  the  gun  has  to  be 
taken  oat  of  the  ship  and  relined.  In 
addition  to  that,  the  la^er  a  gnn  is  the 
longer  it  takes  to  load.   Taking  all  these 
things  into  consideration,  we  thought 
that  these  iron-olads  would  be  more 
effsotive  with  four  68- ton  guns  than  they 
would  be  with  two  110-toa  guns.  Now, 
Sir,  the  estimate  which  therighthon.  Qen- 
tleman  gave  us  of  the  number  of  ships 
which  we  added  to  the  Earl  of  Noi^h- 
brook's  iffogramme  was  in  the  main  ac- 
curate. The  only  differenoe  we  made  was 
to  add  one  oniiBer,  two  veBsels  of  the  8co^ 
class,  and  three  new  gun  Tossels;  and  I 
am  glad  to  find  that  the  present  First 
Lord  of  the  Adcniralty  approves  entirely 
of  the  type  of  the  vessels,  and  intends  to 
push  on  their  oonatruotton.    But  there 
were  certain  facts  brought  to  my  know- 
ledge, after  I  had  been  appointed  to  the 
OEBce  which  I  held  in  the  late  GoTem- 
ment,  when  I  was  first  acquainted  with 
the  naval  administration,  and  when  I 
had  less  knowledge  concerning  the  Navy 
—there  were  certain  facts  connected  with 
the  construction  of  these  vessels  which 
made  me  arrive  at  the  oondusiou  that 
the  Navy  oaght,  as  soon  as  possibiS,  to 
be  strengthened  by  an  increase  in  the 
number  of  smaller  and  swifter  vessels. 
Nowt  the  improvements  which  have  re- 
cently taken  place  in  marine  engines  are 
peculiarly  advantt^eoua  for  the  develop- 
ment of  the  strength  of  the  Navy  in 
this  direction;  and  I  will  allude  to  two 
or  three  vessels  which  will  abundantly 
prove  this  statement.    There  are  two 
Teasels  of  almost  identical  tonnage— the 
^andthe  M»r»«y — the  engines  ofwhich 
are  nearlj  of  the  same  power.    The  Irit 
was  laid  down  in  1877,  and  the  Mtrsey 
in  1 883  ;  they  are  almost  of  the  same 
displacement;  the  engines  of  the  Iri* 
weiffh  1 ,020  tons,  and  she  was  intended 
to  obtain  a  speed  of  18  knots;  the  en- 
gines of  the  Mrrujf  were  only  of  548 
tons  weight,  or  about  one-half  the 
weight  of  the  engines  of  the  Iris,  and 
she  waa  eatimatw  to  attain  the  same 
■peed  as  the  Irit.   And  what  has  re- 
sulted? It  is  tiliat  the  Mtntjf*»  engines 
root  £54,000,  and  the  engines  of  the 
Iritf  £132,000.   Again,  in  the  case  of 
the  IfiJe  and  the  JnJUxibhy  an  equally 
satasfaotory  comparison  may  be  made. 
The  engines  of  the  Indexible  weigh 


1,444  tons,  and  the  engines  of  the  Nil* 
weigh  1,060  tons;  in  other  words,  the 
endues  of  the  NiU  are  one-third  less  in 
weight  and  yet  of  nearly  one-third 
greater  power  than  those  of  the  Infi^xi- 
hU.  Thiis  improvement  in  the  construc- 
tion of  marine  engines  enables  the 
designer  to  place  in  vessels  engines  of 
greater  power  than  was  possible  before, 
and  the  restilt  of  which  is  a  high  rate 
of  speed  on  a  small  displacement ;  and 
it  is  quite  clear  that  in  future  it  will  be 
possible  for  the  Navy  to  have  a  number 
of  these  fast  cruisers  of  a  small  displace- 
ment. These  small  cruisers  could  be 
made  fiuter  than  any  of  the  mrachant 
liners,  and  I  am  strongly  of  opinion  that 
it  would  be  far  wiser  for  the  Admiralty 
to  expend  a  la^er  sum  in  building  these 
small  and  fast  vessels  than  in  subsidizing 
the  Mercantile  Marine,  or  hiring  mer- 
chant vessels  at  a  high  price  during  a 
period  of  panic,  ^nd  endeavouring  to 
protect  our  marine  abroad  by  chartering 
these  merchant  vessels  at  high  rates. 
There  are,  I  believe,  only  five  vessels  in 
the  world  which  will  steam  18  knots 
an  hour,  three  of  which  belong  to  the 
Ounard  Line.  What  seems  to  me  the 
great  objection  to  subsidizing  the  vessels 
of  the  Mercantile  Marine  ia,  that  when 
you  pay  a  retaining  fee  for  a  veasel 
which  you  suppose  to  be  <me  of  the 
fastest  vessels  afloat,  you  may  have  in  a 
few  years  a  vessel  built  that  will  steam 
faster;  you  will  have  prevented  .the 
owner  selling  his  ship,  and  when  the 
time  comes  at  which  he  ia  free  his  ship 
will  be  of  a  very  much  reduced  value. 
The  only  plan  for  the  Admiralty  appears 
to  me  to  be  that  they  should  subsidize 
one  or  two  Companies  instead  of  indi- 
vidual vessels,  and  to  be  allowed,  in 
virtue  of  such  subsidy,  to  take  such 
vessels  as  it  thinks  fit  when  it  is  neces- 
sary to  do  so  for  the  Public  Service. 
But,  probably,  other  Oompanies  and 
owners  would  strongly  object  to  that 
ro^aal.  There  is  another  reason  why 
thmk  that  the  Board  of  Admiralty  will 
be  obliged  shortly  to  spend  certain  sums 
of  money  in  building  these  small  ves- 
sels. Many  naval  men  maintain  that  it 
is  necessary  to  keep  a  certain  number 
of  full-rigged  vessels  afloat  for  the  pur- 
pose of  training  our  officers  and  men. 
We  arrived  at  Ulo  conclusion,  and  it  is 
one  in  which  I  hope  the  present  Board 
of  the  Admiralty  will  think  we  were 
right,  that  in  classifying  the  ships  of 
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{he  Navy,  the  war  vessels  shonld  be  dis- 
tinguished from  those  intended  for 
training  purposes,  and  we  decided  that 
all  the  Bmaller  ressela  should  not  be 
fully  rigged,  but  built  mainly  with  a 
view  to  speed,  and  that  the  training  ot 
the  men  should  be  carried  on  in  the 
large  corvettes.  Then,  Sir,  we  thought 
that,  although  the  quality  of  the  per- 
lonntl  of  the  Navy  was  good,  one  great 
source  of  weakness  is  the  large  num- 
ber of  non-combatant  men  whidi  every 
iroQ-clad  is  obliged  to  carry,  especially 
the  number  of  stokers  and  engineers; 
and  we  endeavonred  to  counteract  this 
by  determining  that  the  stokers  should 
be  trained  in  small-arm  practice,  so  that 
in  time  of  need  their  services  would  be 
of  use.  We  also  directed  that  the  work 
of  butchers  and  other  trades  on  board 
ship  should  not  be  done  by  civilians, 
but  by  Marines.  And  we  also  carried  out 
the  intention,  which  the  Earl  of  North- 
brook  had  announced  of  giving  a  capi- 
tation grant  to  Naval  Volunteers,  fully 
recognizing  that  if  our  ports  are  to  be 
placed  in  an  efficient  state  we  must 
mainly  rely  on  local  effort.  If  that 
policy  is  adhered  to,  and  the  men  attain 
to  the  efficiency  required  of  them,  I 
have  no  doubt  that  before  many  years 
have  passed  the  Admiralty  will  consider 
the  advisability  of  increasing  the  num- 
ber of  corps  who  may  obtain  the  capi- 
tation grant.  [Mr.  Hibdert  :  That  is 
done.]  I  am  glad  to  hear  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  that.  Although 
we  were  in  Office  only  a  very  short 
period,  I  had  the  sood  fortune  to  se- 
cure singularly  able  Colleagues  ;  and 
if  the  changes  which  we  effected^  and 
which  I  am  glad  to  hear  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  approves  of, 
turn  out  to  be  beneficial,  the  main 
credit  is  due  to  them.  I  believe  that 
the  naval  officers  who  are  on  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  can  safely  be 
trusted  to  keep  the  personnel  of  the 
Navy  up  to  the  highest  state  of  effi- 
ciency, and  that  it  is  the  business  of  the 
civilian  members  to  see  that  the  material 
of  the  Navy  is  similarly  maintained. 
The  changes  effected  during  the  last 
12  months  may  individually  appear 
small ;  but  I  believe  that  in  their  totality 
they  form  the  foundation  of  a  policy 
whioh,  if  resolutely  pursued  and  ex- 
panded as  circumstances  require,  will, 
tMiyond  all  doubt,  establish  for  us,  at  a 
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moderate  oost  to  the  taxpayer,  that  naval 

supremacy  on  the  sea  which,  in  times  of 
trouble  and  difficulty,  would  be  so  ne- 
cessary to  us  as  a  self-sustained  and  in- 
dependent nation. 

9iB  THOMAS  BR  ASSEYfHastings) : 
I  desire  to  follow  the  noble  Ix»rd  in  con- 
gratulating the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  on  the 
excellent  statement  which  he  made  on 
introducing  the  Naval  Estimates,  and 
I  wish  also  to  congratulate  the  noble 
Lord  on  his  speech,  and  upon  his  admi- 
nistration at  the  Admiralty  during  his 
tenure  of  Office  as  First  Lord.  The 
noble  Lord,  during  that  time,  was 
assisted  by  able  O^leagues,  and  by  a 
body  of  naval  officers  who  did  flieir 
duty  in  a  way  which  entitles  them  to 
the  thanks  of  this  Houee  and  the  coun- 
try. I  will  pass  from  that  subject  to 
say  a  few  words  on  the  Estimates  before 
us.  My  right  hon.  Friend  referred  to 
the  new  features  in  the  Estimates. 
The  Appendix  relating  to  the  shipbuild- 
ing programme,  gives,  for  the  first  time, 
a  summary  of  the  total  expenditure 
proposed  for  labour,  materials,  and 
machinery  on  account  of  each  ship  in 
course  of  construction.  I  should  like 
to  urge  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Admiralty  the  addition  of  one  or  two 
tables  in  future  Estimates.  It  is  highly 
desirable  that  we  should  have  in  an 
Appendix  the  total  expenditure  for  the 
manning  and  maintenance  of  every  ship 
in  commission,  whether  at  home  or  on 
foreign  stations.  These  statistics  are 
supplied  in  the  French  Estimates.  We 
have,  under  the  present  system,  no 
such  information  available  for  easy  re- 
ference, and  there  ought  to  be  no  diffi- 
culty in  furnishing  it.  The  French  Es- 
timates give  in  an  Appendix  the  total 
cost  in  separate  oolums  of  the  hull, 
machinery,  equipment,  and  armament 
of  every  completed  ship  in  the  French 
Navy.  That  information  is  brought  to- 
gether for  the  use  of  the  Adminil^  in 
their  Blue  List  of  ships,  and  I  would 
suggest  that  the  principal  figures,  under 
the  headings  I  have  mentioned,  should 
be  presented  to  Parliament  together  with 
the  Estimates.  I  now  pass  to  a  subject 
more  important  than  the  forms  in  which 
the  Naval  Estimates  are  presented  to 
the  House.  The  essfflitial  we  have  to 
consider  in  Fariiament  is  whether  tiie 
Estimates  make  soffloient  jwovisim  for 
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the  Navy.  For  manmug  the  Navy, 
we  are  in  a  fairly  Batisfaotory  position. 
There  can  he  no  question  as  to  the  high 
eiffldenoy  of  the  personrul  of  the  Naval 
Service ;  but  we  want  a  reserve  of  lieu- 
tenants, and  a  considerable  reserve  in 
the  engine-room  complement.  I  am 
g-lad  that  a  capitation  grant  is  to  be 
^ven  to  the  Royal  Naval  Artillery 
volunteers.  That  is  a  boon  which  we 
owe  to  the  administration  of  the  noble 
liord  opposite.  The  late  Board  of 
Admiralty,  doubtless,  acted  upon  the 
advice  of  that  able  officer,  Admiral 
Hamilton,  who  was  appointed  by  the 
Earl  of  Northbrook  to  deal  with,  the 

Sr^minaiT  arrangements  for  Coast 
efence  when  we  were  nnder  tite  ap- 
preKension  of  a  war  with  Bussia.  As 
regards  the  numbers  of  the  Boyal  Naval 
Artillery  Yolunteers,  I  apprehend  that 
no  decision  has  yet  been  taken.  I  am 
glad  to  notice  in  the  Public  Press  that 
the  formation  of  a  new  brigade  has  been 
sanctioned  on  the  Clyde.  A  new  brigade 
shoiild  be  established  for  service  on  the 
East  Coast.  I  now  turn  to  the  question 
of  ships.  While  I  should  have  been 
glad  if  the  additions  to  the  Estimates 
which  the  noble  Lord  lias  recommended 
oould  liBTe  been  made,  tlie  Estimates 
on  the  present  liberal  scale  ought  to 
place  this  .country  in  a  commanding 
position.  The  question  is,  do  we,  or  do 
we  not,  got  the  oest  results  for  our  vast 
expenditure  ?  That  is  a  question  of  the 
graveet  importance  from  a  political, 
naval,  and  administrative  point  of  view, 
and  I  will  endeavour  to  supply  an 
answer.  There  is,  doubtless,  much 
room  for  improvement;  but  in  justice 
to  the  officials  concerned,  and  whose 
good  name  is  at  stake,  I  would  ask  that 
a  oomparison  should  be  fairly  made  be- 
tween the  results  obtained  in  this  coun- 
try and  the  results  obtained  elsewhere. 
I  will  deal  first  with  the  designs  for  our 
ships.  On  one  point  opinion  is  unani- 
mous— high  rate  of  speed  is  necessary 
in  the  construction  of  ships  of  war.  In 
the  case  of  armoured  battle  ships  we 
raised  the  speed  to  nearly  17  knots.  The 
armoured  cruisers  Wartpite  and  Im- 
pirituMi  steam  17-2  knots — a  knot  more 
than  was  promised.  I^t  the  Commit- 
tee compare  these  figures  with.  Hiose 
obtained  by  the  latest  French  ships, 
and  it  will  be  serai  that  the  Vauban,  the 
last  iron-olad  which  has  been  tried,  ob- 


tained a  speed  of  14*3  knots.  In  nn- 
armoured  construction  a  great  improve- 
ment has  been  accomplished.  The  small 
gunboats,  justly  described  in  France  by 
the  term  pouttikre  navaU,  have  been 
swept  out  of  our  programme,  and  fast 
and  effective  vessels  have  taken  their 
place.  The  change  does  credit  to  our 
administration.  Passing  from  the  de- 
signing of  ships  to  the  practical  ques- 
tion of  construction — the  public  has 
been  impatient  at  the  delay  in  the 
completion  of  ships.  Those  delays 
have  been  caused  not  through  malad- 
ministration in  the  Docl^ards ;  they  are 
the  result  of  the  difficulty  of  settling 
many  complicated  details  of  armament 
during  a  period  of  transition.  Taking 
the  iron-clads  included  in  the  French 
programme  of  construction  for  1886,  a 
comparison  of  the  dates  of  the  com- 
mencement of  the  ships  and  their  pre- 
Bent  state  of  advancement,  will  show 
that  the  time  occupied  in  building  in 
England  is  a  little  more  than  half  of 
the  time  occupied  in  the  French  Dock- 
yards. If  we  make  a  similar  com- 
parison with  reference  to  cost,  while  we 
acknowledge  that  our  original  Estimates 
have  been  exceeded,  the  excesses  are 
not  so  formidable  as  in  France  and 
Italy.  A  Beport  on  this  subject  was 
presented  by  the  Committee  of  the 
French  Chambers  on  the  Estimates  of 
1882,  and  it  was  stated  in  that  Beport 
that  the  programme  of  construction 
adopted  in  1682,  and  originally  esti- 
mated to  cost  £16,000,000  sterling, 
would  probably  involve  an  expenditure 
of  £40,000,000.  Again,  in  Italy,  the  10 
years'  programme  of  building  for  the 
period  from  1877  to  1887  was  originally 
estimated  to  cost  £5,840,000,  and  in 
1882  the  excess  over  the  original  Esti- 
mates had  already  reached  the  formid- 
able sum  of  £2,000,000  steriing.  A 
similar  comparison  as  to  repairs  will 
give  results  decidedly  in  favour  of  Eng- 
lish administration.  Statistics  on  this 
question  form  a  prominent  part  of  the 
Beport  of  the  Committee  to  the  French 
Chambers  in  1879.  I  will  not  trespass 
on  the  patience  of  the  Committee  by 
reading  the  details  of  the  subject. 
I  proceed  to  refer  to  certain  reforms, 
which,  in  my  judgment,  are  very 
muoh  needed.  I  have  alluded  to  the 
Committee  of  Inquiry  appointed  by 
the  late  Goremmrait  with  reference 
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to  Admiralty  administration ;  their 
recommendationB  were  referred  to  a 
Departmental  Committee  of  which  the 
Financial  Seoreta^  of  the  late  Board 
was  Chairman.  The  deliberations  of 
that  Committee  have  resulted  in  an  ex- 
tensive plan  of  reorganization.  Deal- 
ing first  nrith  the  Department  of  tbe  Ac- 
countant G-eneral,  I  observe,  with  satis* 
faction,  that  it  is  not  j^roposed  to  appoint 
a  new  permanent  official  to  whom  the  Ao- 
couotant  (General  would  be  subordinate. 
That  would  have  been  distinctly  a  re- 
tograde  step.  What  was  wanted  was 
to  strengthen  the  responsibility  of  the 
Accountant  General,  and  to  secure  a 
more  strict  reeoguition  of  the  authority 
of  that  officer. 

Tub  CHAIEMAN  :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  not  entitled  to  refer,  unless  in 
a  general  way,  to  the  organization  of  the 
Admiralty  Department  on  this  Vote.  It 
would  be  improper  to  enter  into  detail. 
The  hoD.  Gentleman  can  deal  with  that 
subject  on  Vote  3  and  Vote  6. 

LoED  GEORGE  HAMILTON  (Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing) :  Upon  the  point  of 
Order,  Sir,  may  I  ask  whether  it  has 
not  been,  the  practice  to  discuss  all  ques- 
tions on  the  first  Estimate  P 

Sir  JOHN  GOBST  (Chatham) :  The 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  was, 
necessarily,  a  perfectly  general  one. 
He  referred  to  the  Dockyard  manage- 
ment under  the  late  Administration, 
which  he  very  highly  approves ;  but 
there  was  something  said  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  which  I  takeextremely 
strong  objection,  and  if  the  words  of  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  are  to  go  to 
the  country,  and  if  we  have  to  wait  until 
Vote  6  is  reached  for  an  opportunity  of 
contradicting  his  statement,  we  wedl 
have  to  wait  until  the  month  of  July  or 
August. 

Mb.  BITOHIE  (Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
George's) :  Sir,  I  believe  it  has  always 
been  the  custom  to  discuss  the  policy  of 
the  Admiralty  on  tho  first  Vote,  and  I 
venture  to  suggest  that  the  changes  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Hastings 
(Sir  Thomas  Brassey)  was  about  to  refer 
in  connection  with  the  administration  of 
the  Admiralty,  as  also  the  changes  in- 
troduced in  the  Dockyard  Department, 
is  distinctly  a  matter  of  policy,  and  one 
of  a  most  important  and  far-reaching 
character,  and  having  been  entered  upon 
by  the  Financial  Secretary  to  tiie  Ad- 
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miralty.  I  submit  .that  it  would  be 
hardly  correct  to  prerent  discussion. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  I  understood  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  as  has  been  remarked 
hj  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Caiatham  (Sir  John  Gkmt),  to  emter  in  a 
very  general  way  into  the  question  of 
reorganization  in  respect  of  the  Ad- 
miruty  and  Dockyards,  and  it  woidd,  no 
doubt,  be  perfectly  in  Order  for  an  hon. 
Member  to  enter  into  the  question  in 
the  same  general  way.  But  to  enter 
into  detail  would  be  improper,  inasmuch 
as  there  are  two  Votes  not  yet  reached 
to  which  the  questions  relate.  Tho 
noble  Lord  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
asks  me  whether  it  is  not  the  practice 
to  discuss  any  question  relating  to  the 
Admiralty  on  this  Vote  f  I  reply  that 
it  is  right  to  discuss  on  this  Vote 
all  questions  in  connection  with  the 
Navy  in  a  general  way,  but  it  would 
be  a  breach  of  Bule  to  enter  into  a 
specific  question  to  which  the  Vote  doea 
not  refer. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  (Tower  Hamlets,  St 
George's):  Am  I  to  itndflrstond,  Hr. 
Courtney,  that  we  shall  be  ^reoluded 
from  commenting  upon  reductions  that 
have  been  made  in  the  Votes  whidi  are 
now  submitted,  but  which  are  subse- 
quent to  the  one  which  is  now  before 
the  Committee  ?  Let  us  take,  for  in- 
stance, the  Stores  Vote.  If  it  should 
he  considered  that  a  reduction  has  been 
made  in  that  Vote,  and  that,  in  con- 
sequence, stores  have  been  laz^ely  or 
are  likely  to  be  largely  reduced,  is  that 
not  one  point  which  we  may  now  fairly 
comment  upon  ? 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  I  should  say  not. 

Sib  THOMAS  BRASSEY  (Hastings): 
I  bow.  Sir,  to  your  ruling,  and  will  not 
enter  any  further  into  details  with  re- 
ference to  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
to  which  I  was  referring.  I  may,  how- 
ever, say  that  the  opening  statement  of 
the  Representative  of  ue  Admiral^ 
has  generally  been  the  oocasion  for  a 
wide  discussion ;  and  it  is  extremely 
difficult,  as  you,  Sir,  recognize,  to  dis- 
criminate between  what  are  observations 
on  points  of  detail  and  what  are  obser- 
vations of  a  general  character.  The 
office  of  Accountant  Genera]  is  un- 
doubtedly one  of  great  and  general  im- 
portance, and  it  is  scarcely  possible  to 
say  that  any  matters  affecting  the  posi- 
tion of  Accountant  General  in  refer- 
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enee  to  the  admiQisfration  of  the  Navy 
are  matters  of  detail,  or  belong  to  anj 
particular  Vote.  I  will  proceed  to  make 
two  su^efittons  to  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Hibbert),  as  the  Bepresentative 
of  the  Admiralty,  with  reference  to 
economies  in  mattes  of  expenditure, 
which  depend  upon  the  direct  action 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  and  his  Col- 
leagues. I  partioalarly  desire  to  call 
attention  to  the  wisdom  of  resisting,  and 
stoutly  resisting,  any  proposals  for  costly 
alterations  of  ships  upon  which  you  do 
not  reckon  as  effectiTe  vessels  of  war. 
As  you  look  orer  the  aocounta  of  the 
past  year  you  find  that  these  expendi- 
tures have  absorbed  far  too  large  a  pro- 
portion of  the  resonrees  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Admiralty.  I  also 
suggest,  as  another  means  to  economy, 
that  receiving  ships  and  hulks  which 
are  not  essentially  required  should 
gradually  be  replaced  by  permanent 
buildines.  I  ask  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Bfr.  Hibbert)  is  it  necessary  to  maintain 
as  receiving  ships  such  vessels  as  the 
Urgent  at  Port  Boyal,  and  the  R^vmge 
at  QueenstownP  How  many  ships  have 
been  commissioned  and  paid  off,  either 
at  Jamaica  or  Queenstown,  in  recent 
years,  and  to  what  useful  purpose  is  the 
crew  maintained  on  board  the  Urgent, 
exposed,  as  they  are,  to  be  decimated  by 
yellow  fever  ?  The  Urgent  and  the 
Jtevenge  are  specimens  of  a  large  class 
wbich  I  think  would  disappear  by  a  wise 
naval  adminiatration.  Before  I  sit  down 
I  shoold  like  to  refer  to  another  q^uestion 
which  I  take  to  be  (rf  general  import- 
ance, and  as  to  which  I  placed  a  Notice 
on  the  Paper ;  but  I  should  have  been 
very  sorry  to  interpose  between  the 
House  and  the  statement  which  we  ex- 

Sected  to  have  been  made  to  ns  on  Mon- 
ay  last.  It  is  in  reference  to  theforeign 
squadrons.  This  subject  was  touched 
upon  by  the  noble  Lord  the  late  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Hamilton),  and  with,  what  he  said  I 
most  cordially  concur.  The  complaint 
which  I  wish  to  make  with  reference  to 
our  foreign  squadrons  is  this— that  we 
are  spending  a  very  large  sum  of  money 
upon  the  maintenance  of  these  squadrons, 
and  that,  constituted  as  they  are  now, 
they  are  quite  incapable  of  affording 
sufficient  protection  for  our  commerce  in 
the  event  of  war.  It  is  said  that  these 
squadrons  are  valuable  for  truning ;  but 
I  tiiink  tiiat  the  training  which  is  re- 


quired for  the  Navy  oonld  be  given  to 
our  officers  and  men  in  a  better  way. 
The  change  which  I  desire  to  recommend 
is  the  gradual  substitution  of  a  less 
number  of  vessels  of  greater  individual 
power  for  ineffective  gun  vessels  and 
gunboats.  In  addition,  it  is  essential  to 
have  the  means  of  more  effectively  rein- 
forcing our  squadrons  in  an  emergency ; 
and  for  this  purpose  I  suggest  that  a 
powerful  Reserve  Squadron  should  be 
formed  of  our  fastest  steam  cruisers,  and 
kept  always  in  commission.  Thev  should 
be  partly  manned ;  they  should  be  exer- 
cised at  sea,  and  form  part  of  our  Evtda- 
tionary  Squadron,  which  I  hope  will  be 
formed  every  year.  The  oraanisation 
of  the  Bescrve  Squadron  <a  oraisers 
should,  in  my  judgment,  resemble  gene- 
rally that  of  the  First  Beserve  Squadron. 
In  addition  to  the  Beserve  Squadron  of 
cruisers,  it  is  most  desirable  for  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  Navy  that  a  certain  num- 
ber of  ships  should  be  kept  together  of 
a  class  which  can  cruise  under  sail. 
It  is  satisfactory  to  know  that  we  have 
one  such  squadron  at  sea  under  the 
command  of  Commodore  Fitzroy.  I 
was  glad  to  hear  of  the  satisfactory  Be- 
port  from  Commodore  Fitzroy.  I  hope 
that  this  Atlantic  Squadron  will  be  a 
permanent  institution  of  the  Navy.  It 
should,  from  time  to  time,  visit  the 
Cape,  the  South-East  Coast  of  America, 
and  the  North  Amwican  Stations.  It 
should  return  home  once  in  every  six 
months  to  give  to  the  men  who  have  had 
their  turn  at  sea  a  spell  in  harbour,  and 
an  opportunity  of  receiving  instrnction 
in  gunnery,  and  to  dear  out  the  ordinary 
seamen  who  are  waiting  in  our  receiving 
ships.  Another  Flying  Squadron  should 
be  organized  for  cruismgin  more  distant 
waters.  A  voyage  to  the  Antipodes  can 
easily  be  performed  in  18  months,  and 
no  training  squadron  should  be  kept 
away  from  the  home  ports  for  a  longer 
period.  I  claim  for  the  plan  which  I 
recommend  that  the  occasional  visits  of 
a  powerful  squadron  to  foreign  waters 
exercise  a  greater  political  influence  than 
the  constant  presence  of  the  small  vessels 
on  which  the  Flag  of  England  is  usually 
carried  in  foreign  waters.  I  believe  that 
theestablishmentof  these  training  squad- 
rons would  be  of  great  advantage  for 
the  training  of  the  Navy.  The  changes 
which  I  desire  to  see  introduced  should 
be  made  g^uidly;  and  I  hope  that  this 
very  important  subject  of  the  strength 
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of  our  forwgn  equadrons  may  be  con- 
sidered by  a  Committee  upon  which  the 
Admiralty,  the  Foreign  Office,  and  the 
Colonial  Office  will  be  represented.  It 
only  remains  for  me  to  thank  the  Com- 
mittee for  the  patient  attention  they 
hare  eiven  me. 

Sib  JOHN  OOBST  (Chatham):  I 
hope  fhe  Oommittee  will  foj^ve  me  if  I 
venture  to  give  to  the  discussion  this 
evening  a  somewhat  more  critical  turn 
than  it  has  yet  taken,  because  there  are 
Members,  such  as  myself,  whose  duty 
to  their  oonstituents  obliges  them  to 
appear  in  the  House  rather  as  critics 
than  as  praisers  of  the  adminiBtration  of 
the  Admiralty.  I  can,  however,  agree 
with  former  speakers  in  one  respect, 
and  that  is  in  congratulating  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Financial  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert)  on  his 
recovery  from  his  recent  indisposition, 
and  on  his  being  able  tu  appear  before 
us  and  give  us  the  extremely  lucid  and 
interesting  statement  he  has  made  to- 
night. But  when  I  say  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  I  at  once 
come  to  my  first  grievance.  Why  the 
financial  Seoreta^  to  the  Admiralty  ? 
It  does  seem  to  me  a  most  extraordinary 
tiling  that  whenever  certain  Gentlemen 
who  profess  to  be  most  desirous  to  bring 
questions  of  the  Navy  under  the  direct 
control  of  the  House  of  Commons 
happen  to  be  in  Office  we  invariably 
have  the  affairs  of  the  Navy  intrusted, 
not  to  a  Gentleman  who  sits  here,  and 
who  is  responsible  to  us,  but  to  some 
Nobleman  sitting  "elsewhere."  Wecan- 
notget  at  theFirstLord  of  the  Admiralty ; 
many  of  us  do  not  even  know  him  by 
sight.  We  cannot  question  him,  for  he 
is  entirely  and  absolutely  beyond  our 
control  and  reach.  It  is  not  for  want  of 
Gentlemen  in  this  House  competent  to 
hold  the  Office  that  this  peculiar  arrange- 
ment always  takes  place.  In  the  last 
Parliament  we  had  a  succession  of  Gen- 
tlemen— ^Predecessors  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentlfflnan  (Ur.  Hibbert)— one  almost 
exceeding  uie  other  in  his  ability  to 
administer  the  aSain  of  the  Navy.  I 
am  ^uite  sure  I  speak  the  unanimous 
opimon  of  the  Committee  to-night  when 
I  say  we  should  hail  with  satisfaction 
the  appointment  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Hibbert)  as  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty— for  as  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  he  would  be  much  more  in 
his  place  in  this  House,  conducting  the 
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Business  of  the  Navy,  than  he  is  when 
he  only  occupies  the  Office  of  Financial 
Secretary.  Now,  Ifr.  Courtney,  I  should 
have  liked  to  go  to-night  in  some  detail 
into  the  subject  of  the  re- organization  of 
the  Dockyards  and  the  Reports  of  the 
various  Committees  which  have  been 
alluded  to  by  tiie  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Ifr.  Hibbert) ;  bu^  of  course,  in  obe- 
dience to  your  ruling,  I  shall  only  make 
now  the  most  general  statemonta  on  the 
subject ;  but  I  give  Notioe  that  those 

feneral  statements  which  X  shall  make 
am  perfectly  ready  to  support  by  testi- 
mony, and  by  detailed  aigument,  so  soon 
as  it  shall  pleaeo  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  allow  us  to  discuss  Vote  6,  the 
Dockyard  Vote.  I  think  you  will  not 
consider  me  out  of  Order  if  I  parenthe- 
tically make  an  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Hibbert)  to  e^ow  the 
Dockyard  Vote  to  be  presented  to  the 
Committee  of  Supply  and  to  be  dis- 
cussed this  year  at  a  somewhat  earlier 
period  than  the  end  of  July  or  the  be- 
ginning of  August,  which  is  usually  the 
date,  because  there  is  this  burning  ques* 
tion  upon  which  many  Members  of  tiie 
House  are  so  desirous  of  expressing  their 
opinion.  It  has  been  very  justly  repre- 
sented—I think  by  the  late  I^st  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
or  the  late  Secretary  to  tne  Admiralty 
(Mr.  Kitchie)— that  the  institution  of  this 
Committee,  and  the  alterations  which 
have  been  made  in  consequence  of  the 
findings  of  the  Committee  in  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Dockyards,  is  a  question  of 
vital  importance  in  the  administration  of 
our  Navy.  I  am  persuaded  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Hibbert)  and  his 
Colleagues  will  see  the  propriety  of 
giving  Parliament  a  proper  opportunity 
for  the  discussion  of  the  Vote.  I  know 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  cannot 
dispose  of  the  time  of  the  House  ;  bnt  I 
hope  he  will  represent  to  those  who  can 
that  there  is  a  great  question  of  policy 
involved  in  this  matter  which  deserves 
to  be  seriously  discussed  by  tiie  House. 
Well,  now,  as  I  said,  I  will  be  perfectly 
general.  May  I  begin  by  saying  I 
utterly  and  totally  deny  that  the  evidence 
adduced  before  the  Committee  proved 
anythinff  like  a  general  amount  of  idle- 
ness and  waste  in  the  Boyal  Dockyards. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Hibbert), 
with  that  kindness  and  courtesy  which 
always  distinguiahes  his  speecltes,  was 
good  enough  to  say  that  he  could  not 
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believe  it  was  general.   I  am  sure  that 
the  men  who  are  employed  in  our  Dook- 
yards  will  thank  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  kiodness  with  which  he  s^ke  of 
them.    I  will  not  enter  into  detail  now  ; 
bat  when  I  do  enter  into  detail  I  shall 
show  that  the  Oommittee  made  a  most 
sweeping  and  nnfounded  charge,  which 
they  are  ntterly  unable  to  support  by 
any  evidence  whatever — a  charge  not 
against  an  isolated  person  here  and  there, 
but  against  the  whole  of  the  workmen  in 
the  Dockyards  as  a  class.   When  the 
proper  time  comes  I  will  imdertake  to 
refute  the  accusation.  But  I  want  to  say 
something  more  than  this  concerning  the 
Beport  of  the  Oommittee.  The  evidence 
addnoed  before  the  Oommittee  showed 
most  diatinotLy  that  there  wM  an  enor» 
moos  amount  of  waste  of  pnblio  money 
by  reason  of  the  extremely  injudicious 
and  bad  organization  established  at  the 
headquarters  of  the  Admiralty  in  White- 
hall.  Why  is  it — and  this  is  a  perfectly 
general  observation  to  make — that  ships 
built  in  the  Dockyards  cost  so  mnoh  more 
than  ships  built  by  private  contractors? 
When  we  were  going  into  Oommittee  of 
Hupply  we  had  it  stated — and  it  was  not 
contradicted — that  the  Admiralty  are 
perpetually  making  alterations,  and  that 
those  who  are  charged  with  the  con- 
struction of  the  ships  have  to  wait  for 
the  plans,  have  to  wait  for  the  details 
of  the  propelling  machinery,  and  have  to 
wait  for  the  gun  fittings ;  at  every  turn 
of  the  business  they  are  waiting.  While 
they  are  waiting  for  orders  and  instruc- 
tions neoesaanly  the  men  are  kept  idle, 
and  tiiey  are  thereby,  as  I  believe  the 
Oommittee  says,  demoralised.  Well, 
but  that  is  not  all.  The  cheeseparing 
instincts  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  I 
suppose  enhanced  by  the  strictness  of 
the  Treasury  control,  is  such  that  it  has 
been  notorious  for  years  past  that  no 
adequate  stores  have  been  kept  in  the 
Dockyards  for  the  purpose  of  building 
ships ;  and  when  the  time  comes  that  I 
can,  without  breach  of  Order,  enter  into 
detail,  I  will  undertake  to  amuse  the 
Oommittee  of  Supply  by  giving  them 
the  detailed  account,  supplied  by  the 
Ohief  Oonstructor  at  the  Ohatham  Dock- 
ani,  of  how  the  men  employed  in  ship- 
uilding  are  kept  idle  while  persons  are 
running  all  over  tbe  town  to  get  ten- 
penny  nails  or  screws  which  are  not 
kept  in  stock,  and  for  the  want  of  which 
the  progress  of  tiie  ships  can  no  longer 


proceed.   And  further,  when  the  time 
oomee,  I  will  attack  the  expedient,  which 
the  Admiralty  seems  to  have  devised,  of 
sending  to  the  Dockyards  what  are 
called  civil  assistants.    A  civil  assistant 
is  a  superior  kind  of  policeman.  He 
has  no  authority,  but  appears  to  spend 
his  time  in  prowling  abont  the  Dock- 
yards trying  to  fina  somebody  he  can. 
bring  before  the  authorities  for  some 
misconduct  or  other.    I  have  got  very 
near  the  verge  of  being  out  of  Order ; 
but  when  I  can  enter  into  minute  par- 
ticnlus  I  will  undertake  to  make  good 
all  the  general  and  sweeping  observa- 
tions which  I  have  snbnutted  to  the 
Oommittee.    Well,  now,  turning  anin 
to  the  statements  of  the  right  hon  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Hibbert),  I  mnst  say  I 
was  rather  amused  at  the  way  in  which 
he  claimed  that  the  Admiralty  had  laid 
down  principles  which  had  not  been 
observed.   It  never  seemed  to  occur  to 
the  Admiralty  that  it  is  themselves  who 
are  the  persons  who  do  not  act  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  principles  laid  down. 
I  heard  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  ex- 
patiating upon  the   advantage  of  a 
rapid  system  of  shipbuilding.  Well, 
but  everybody  admits  it.    I  never  met 
anybody  in  this  Oommittee,  or  out-of- 
doors,  who  had  any  doubt  whatever  that 
the  most  economical  course  was  to  build 
a  ship  of  war  as  fast  as  it  could  be  built. 
But  why  are  our  ships  not  built  rapidly  f 
It  is  the  fault  of  the  Admiralty  them- 
selves. They  do  not  need  to  come  down 
to  the  Oommittee  of  Supply  and  lecture 
us  upon  the  necessity  of  rapid  ship- 
building. Let  the  right  hon.  G^entleman 
call  his  Board  together  at  Whitehall 
and  lecture  them  n|»on  the  advantfwes 
of  speedy  shipbuilding.    He  will  find 
no  (ussentient  in  the  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply. Well,  then,  another  thing  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  lectured  the  Com- 
mittee upon  was  on  what  he  called 
blowing  hot  and  cold.   But  who  blows 
hot  and  cold  ?  We  blow  hot  sometimes. 
Since  I  have  had  the  honour  of  a  seat 
in  this  House— at  least,  einoe  I  have  re- 
presented a  Dockyard  constituency — I 
do  not  know  that  X  have  ever  allowed 
an  occasion,  when  the  House  was  in 
Supply  on  the  Navy  Estimates,  to  pass 
without  blowing  as  hot  as  I  could ;  and 
it  has  been  to  me  an  tmfeigned  source 
of  satisfaction  that  in  this  new  House 
of  Oommons  there  is  a  lai^  number  of 
gallant  ofOoers  oonnected  with  the  Navy 
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vlio  h«n  bfl«n  able  to  oome  to  the  Houm 
aad  tell  the  truth  at  fint-hand,  to  nuke 
statamente  on  their  own  anthori^  and 
own  personal  knowledge,  which  I  and 
othen  were,  in  past  years,  obliged  to 
make  at  second-hand,  and,  of  oourse, 
with  less  weight  in  the  House.  I  never 
heard  anybody,  except  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  Illingworth)  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bnmley  (Ifr.  By  lands), 
blow  cold.  They  are  not  here  now ;  but 
I  have  no  doubt  that  one  or  both  will 
oome  in  later  in  the  ereninr,  and  give 
tu  tiie  speech  which  they  nave  made 
OTer  and  orer  again  during  the  past 
15  years.  With  the  exception  of  these 
two  hon.  Members,  I  do  not  know  that 
any  great  pressure— at  least  during  the 
last  15  years — has  ever  been  put  on  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  by  this  Committee 
of  Supply  to  reduce  their  Estimates 
below  that  point  at  which  the  Navy 
oonld  be  properly  sustained.  The  c<dd 
blast  whiw  the  right  hon,  Glenlleman 

iBCr.  Hibbert)  appears  to  find  £ault  with 
las  come  either  fimm  his  own  Ot^eagues 
at  the  Admiralty,  or  from  that  other  De- 
partment of  State  whose  duty  it  is  to 
blow  cold — namely,  the  Treasury,  the 
Bepresentatire  of  which  (Sir  Edward  J. 
Beed)  I  now  see  sitting  on  the  Govern- 
ment Bench.  Well,  let  the  right  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Hibbert)  either  find  fault 
with  his  own  OoUeagnes,  and  beg  them 
no  longer  to  blow  cold,  or  let  him  accept 
the  pressure  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  J.  Beed),  and  beg 
that  the  Treasury  will  no  longer  cut 
down  the  Naval  Estimates  to  such  a 
point  that  the  Navy  cannot  be  kept  in 
an  efficient  state.  Furthermore,  the 
rig^  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Hibbert)  told 
us  ha  bought  the  Admiralty  were  not 
open  to  any  oomplaant  abont  tcn^>edo 
boats  and  torpedoes.  That  was  a  very 
andactons  statement  to  make,  aooompa- 
nied,  as  it  was,  anoUier  statement  of 
how  little  had  been  done,  how  much 
remained  to  be  done,  and  how  much 
tiiey  were  going  to  do.  A  Department 
of  the  Stato  which  oomes  to  the  House 
of  Commons  and  tolls  us  that  they  have 
sent  Buoh  a  miserable  pittance  of  tor- 
pedoes to  Colonial  and  foreign  stotions 
that  they  mean  to  send  double  the 
number  as  soon  as  they  can  scrape  them 
together  ought  not  to  be  surprised  if 
some  fault  is  found  with  it.  But,  whe- 
ther or  not  the  House  of  Commons  is  in 
a  portion  to  make  oomplaint  against  the 
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Goremment  in  respect  to  torpedoes,  and 
wiUi  r^;azd  to  guns,  the  late  First  Lord 
of  die  AdmiraUy  (Lturd  Qeom  Hamil- 
ton) made  the  ower  night,  and  repeated 
it  to-night,  a  charge  agfdnst  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  present  Gtovemment 
which  ought  to  be  treatod  with  a  good 
deal  of  seriousness.  The  noble  Lord 
said — and  no  one  ought  to  know  better 
than  he — that  when  yon  have  built  your 
ships  and  spent  vast  sums  of  money 
upon  them,  you  find  that  you  have  not 
got  sufficient  guns  and  ammunition  for 
the  vessels.  We  have  nothing  at  present 
but  the  bare  stotoment  of  the  noble 
Lord.  I  thought  the  other  night  that 
the  Secretory  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  was  going  to  give  us  some  de- 
tails on  the  subject,  and  going  to  show 
us  that  the  stetoment  was  inoorreot,  and 
that  there  was  suffidenoy  of  guns  and 
ammunition.  It  turns  out  that  the  War 
Office  have  not  only  failed  to  supply 
suffioient  guns,  but  hare  also  failed  to 
supply  suffioient  ammunition ;  and  the 
hon.  Member  oould  not  give  the  Hoose 
the  information  which  he  obviously  in- 
tended  at  the  time  to  give.  Now,  Ur. 
Oourtneyt  I  cannot  say  anything  more 
upon  the  general  subject;  but  I  must 
ask  a  few  questions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty (Mr.  Hibbert)  upon  details  whidt 
are  germane  to  this  Yoto.  I  have  only 
one  or  two  to  ask,  and  therefore  I  need 
not  apologize  for  interpolating  them  into 
a  genersl  address,  beoause  it  will  save 
the  Committee  from  being  troubled  with 
them  subsequently.  I  want  to  ask  iho 
Secretary  to  the  Adouralty  whether  any 
steps  have  been,  or  are  being,  taken  to 
redreas  the  grieranoes  of  the  warrant 
officers?  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Buddnghamahire 
(Captain  Temey)  has,  by  the  means  <rf 
Queattons,  called  attention  to  tiiis  matter. 
It  is  a  fact  that  the  warrant  officers  in 
the  Navy  who  obtain  commissions  do 
not  number  more  than  one  in  1,000; 
whereas  in  the  Army  the  promotions 
from  the  ranks  number  as  many  as  four 
in  1,000,  so  that  in  the  Army  there  are 
four  times  as  many  promotions  from  the 
ranks  as  there  are  in  the  Navy.  And, 
then,  why  a  man  in  the  Army  who  is 
fortonato  enough  to  obtoin  a  commission 
£rom  the  ranks  should  be  placed  in  a 
position  rasUy  superior  to  that  of  a 
man  so  promoted  in  the  Navy  I  cannot 
nndentuid.    It  is  not  only  «•  legaids 
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pay  and  pension,  bnt  also  as  regards 
pensions  to  their  widows,  that  the  men 
m  the  Army  get  more  than  oorreapond- 
ing  men  in  the  Navy.  There  is  another 
olaas  of  men — ^namely,  the  engine-room 
artificers,  in  respect  to  whom  I  want 
some  information.  Their  case  has  been 
firequently  before  the  Admiralty.  I  feel 
great  interest  in  the  engine-room  arti- 
ficers. About  10  years  ago  I  aereral  times 
brought  their  case  before  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  I  was  fortunate  enough 
to  induce  the  Admiralty  to  make  very 
great  changes  in  the  amelioration  of  their 
position.  Unfortunately,  the  thing  has 
only  been  half  done,  and  there  are,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cardi£f(Sir  Edward 
J.  Beed)  knows,  a^^oations  oontinnally 
being  made  to  put  the  engine-room 
artificer  in  that  position  on  board  a 
maa-of-war  which  he  ought  to  oooupy. 
In  these  da^  when  men-of-war  are 
very  costly  in^raments,  fitted  up  with 
costly  machinery,  every  part  of  which 
is  liable  to  get  out  of  orider,  we  ought 
to  have  the  very  pick  of  engine-room 
artificers.  It  is  the  worst  economy  in 
the  world  to  employ  anything  but  the 
very  best  labour ;  but  we  cannot  get 
good  men  unless  we  j^ay  them  well,  and 
give  them  that  position  on  board  ship 
which  they  ought  to  occupy.  Another 
dass  whose  condition  requires  improve- 
ment is  the  engine-room  stokers.  These 
men  have  fallen  between  two  stools,  be- 
cause in  1880,  when  the  seamen  had 
their  pciy  increased  on  engaging  for  ser- 
vice a  eecond  time,  the  stokers  were  left 
out ;  and  then,  when  the  first-dass  petty 
officers  had  their  position  revised,  they 
were  again  left  out  of  the  calonlation.  I 
am  quite  sure  that  it  their  podticai  were 
improved,  many  of  the  men  would  be 
found  to  remain  in  the  Service  instead 
of  quitting  it.  I  hope  that  when  the 
time  comes  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(!M>.  Hibhert)  will  be  good  enough  to 
answer  the  few  qnestionB  I  have  put  to 
him. 

The  civil  LORD  of  thb  ADBH- 
RAI/TY  (Mr.  E.W.  Dofp)  (Banffshire): 
I  hope  to  be  able  to  remove  a  misappre- 
hension which  seems  to  exist  in  the  mind 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  lato  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
in  regard  to  guns.  I  stated  on  Monday 
evening  that  we  have  guns  for  all  ships 
now  ready  for  sea,  and  that  by  the  time 
the  ships  now  building  are  fit  for  com- 
misnan  we  shall  hare  gnus  for  all  of 


them.  I  stated  thai  most  disHnoHy,  and 
also  that  we  would  prepare  a  Betum 
showing  the  datee  at  which  the  grins 
would  be  delivered.  I  did  not  bring 
down  that  Betum  to-night,  because  the 
Betum  which  was  asked  for  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lincoln  is  now  being  pre- 
pared for  us.  The  noble  Lord  has  re- 
turned to  the  charge,  and  accuses  us  of 
neglect  in  the  Orananoe  Departmrat. 
Well,  I  have  conferred  with  the  Director 
of  Naval  Ordnance  (Admiral  Hopkins), 
and  he  has  assured  me  that  the  guns  will 
be  ready  for  Uie  ships  when  they  are  re- 
quired ;  and  I  may  add  that  it  is  intended 
to  take  the  sum  of  £46,000  in  the  Army 
Estimates  this  year  for  ammunition  for 
guns  already  ordered.  I  may  point  out 
wat  the  ezpenditnre  sanotionea  by  the 
War  Office  for  naval  ordnanee  this  year 
is,  perhaps,  the  largest  we  have  ever  had 
on  the  Estimatos,  being  £1,000,000— 
£850,000,  and  £160,000  out  of  the  Vote 
of  Credit.  This  doee  not  indnde  a  snm 
£200, 000  for  gunpowder  and  gun-cotton. 
I  therefore  think  that  when  we  have 
taken  these  sums  we  shall  be  able  to 
supply  the  deficiencies  which  have  been 
alluded  to  by  the  noble  Lord.  I  may 
mention  that  the  normal  expenditure, 
until  the  year  1 884,  was  £600,000.  Last 
year  it  was  £860,000,  and  this  year  it 
will  be  £1,000,000.  I  should  Jso  like 
to  advert  to  what  has  fallen  from  the 
noble  Lord  the  late  First  Lord  of  the 
Adndralty  in  regard  to  hiring  a  fleet  of 
merchant  vessels.  There  is  no  doubt  we 
were  last  year  urged,  in  many  quarters 
of  the  House,  to  employ  these  ships; 
but  it  was  never  inteiued  that  they 
should  fight  men-of-war.  It  was  rather 
intended  that  with  ^eir  great  speed  th^ 
should  be  able  to  escape  from  moi-of- 
war.  I  quite  agree  with  the  noble  Lord 
that  if  we  are  to  give  a  premium  to  these 
vessels  it  should  be  for  speed  rather 
than  for  any  other  quality.  It  would  he 
no  use  hiring  vessels  which  oonld  be 
captured  by  fast  men-of-war;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  we  have  a  certain  num- 
ber of  merchant  vessels  whose  speed  is 
so  great  that  no  man-of-war  could  over- 
take them,  and  the  view  of  the  Admi- 
ralty is  that  the  subsidy  should  be  given 
for  speed  rather  than  anything  else. 
Then  the  noble  Lord  also  alluded  to  the 
Boyal  Naval  Volunteers,  and  I  may 
remind  him  that  we  are  now  establishing 
depdto  for  these  Volunteers.  My  hon. 
SUend  the  Member  tea  Hastings  (Sir 
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Thomas  Brassey)  so^sts  that  inatead 
of  the  Teasels  we  have  on  foreign  ata< 
tiona,  we  ought  to  hare — I  am  not  cer- 
tain whether  he  said  two  or  three — 
Flying  Squadrons.  [Sir  Thohas  Bbas- 
KEY:  Two.]  I  cannot  agree  with  my  hoD. 
Friend's  oDserrations  on  that  suttjeot.  I 
should  be  sorry  to  see  all  the  advantages 
which  we  derive  from  the  present  system 
given  up — both  as  respects  training  of 
men  and  officers  and  protection  to  oom- 
meroe.  My  hon.  Friend  has  suggested 
that  we  should  have  a  Oommittee  to  in- 
quire as  to  what  vessels  are  required  on 
foreign  stations. 

Sm  THOMAS  BBAS8ET  (Hastings): 
I  do  not  desire  to  see  vess^  withdrawn 
which  are  capable  of  giving  [woteotion 
to  commerce. 

Mb.  E.  W.  DUFF:  We  have,  at  the 
present  moment,  on  foreign  stations  99 
vessels.  There  was  a  Qimmittee  ap- 
pointed by  the  Admiral^  some  years 
ago,  consisting  of  representatives  of  the 
Admiralty,  the  Oolonial  Office,  and  the 
Foreign  Office ;  and  they  recommended 
that  there  should  be  on  fbreign  stations 
88  vessels  and  16  gunboats  fur  the 
protection  of  Briti  sh  Gommeroe  and 
British  subjects  abroad.  At  iwesent  we 
have,  as  I  say,  99,  and  after  the  in- 
quiry instituted  I  do  not  think  we 
can  do  with  a  less  number.  A  Oonsul, 
I  know,  is  always  glad  to  get  a  gun- 
boat, but  we  cannot  always  give  him 
one.  No  doubt  these  boats  are  useful 
to  Consuls.  Bveryone  who  has  served 
abroad  knows  what  services  gunboats 
can  render  to  British  interests  abroad. 
As  to  the  remarks  which  have  been 
made  in  reference  to  the  warrant  officers, 
they  will  be  replied  to  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr,  Hibbert) ;  and  I  am  not  going 
now  into  tiie  question  of  Dockyards.  I 
will  defer  any  observations  I  may  have 
to  make  with  regard  to  tbem  until  we 
oome  to  the  Vote  itself— Vote  6.  When 
I  saw  the  Notice  on  the  Paper  deal- 
ing with  this  matter,  I  could  not  hdp 
asking  myself  whether  it  would  have 
been  put  there  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Sir  John  Gorst)  if  tiiere 
had  iwt  b«m  a  change  of  Govern- 
ment.  The  question  of  the  Doc^ards 
has  been  fully  discussed  in  the  House. 
All  I  can  say,  speaking  generally,  is 
that  the  present  Board  of  Admiralty 
approve  of  the  reforms  in  the  Dock- 
yards  carried  out  by  the  late  Board. 
There  are  some  details  that  probably 
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may  be  capable  of  improvement.  There 
is  not,  I  think,  that  preoiseness  in  the 
instructions  given  in  the  OontrollsT's 
Department  and  the  Department  of  the 
Constructor  of  the  Navy  that  there 
diould  be.  But  theoe  are  matters  which 
I  do  not  want  to  criticize  too  minutely ; 
and  I  may  say  that,  genially,  I  entirely 
concur  in  the  reforms  carried  out  by  the 
late  Board.  There  is  only  one  other 
subject  to  which  I  would  aUade,  and  it 
is  the  appreciation  which  the  Viceroy  of 
India  has  expressed  of  the  services  ren- 
dered by  the  officers  and  men  of  the 
Navy  who  took  part  in  the  Burmah  Ex- 
pedition. I  think  it  only  right  and  du« 
to  the  Service  that  this  recognition 
should  be  publicly  acknowledged. 

Mb.  jacks  (Leith,  &c.):  I  listened 
with  the  greatest  pleasure  to  the  speeches 
of  the  two  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
intiwluoed  this  debate,  and  was  par- 
ticularly impressed  with  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert) 
when  he  said  he  was  perfectiy  satisfied 
that  the  oountiy  desires  that  our  Navy 
should  be  in  an  efficient  state,  but  that 
there  was  another  point  on  whiob  th^ 
aleo  wished  to  be  satisfied — namely,  that 
they  were  getting  value  for  their  num^. 
We  who  have  just  come  from  feding 
the  strong  pulsations  of  the  nationid 
mind,  and  who  are  not  In  official  life,  can 
bear  testimony  to  the  eoondnese  of  that 
statement.  There  is  a  profound  belief 
in  the  minds  of  the  people  of  the  ooun* 
try  that  they  were  not  getting  value  for 
the  money  they  were  expending  on  the 
Navy.  The  only  way  of  arriving  at  the 
truth  in  this  matter  is  by  instituting 
comparisons,  as  the  hon.  GenUeman 
sitting  near  me  (Sir  Thomas  Brassey) 
has  done.  The  hon.  Gentieman  com- 
pared the  expenditure  on  our  war  shipa 
— or  rather,  he  said,  by  inadvertence  I 
presume,  the  expenditure  on  "English" 
war  ships,  though  as  the  swiftest  and 
best  war  ships  are  not  built  in  England 
at  all,  but  on  the  Clyde,  I  suppose  he 
means  the  British  war  ships — with  the 
expenditure  on  the  war  ships  of  France. 
The  comparison,  however,  does  not  quite 
hold,  because  the  hon.  Gentieman  must 
know  as  weU  as  I  do— and  there  are 
Gentiemen  in  this  House  who  are  inti- 
mately acquainted  with  the  arrange* 
ments  of  Uie  Foreign  Dockyards  who 
will  bear  me  out — that  it  is  impossible 
to  gatattheconeotoostof  afomignvar 
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ship,  beosnse  so  much  of  the  material 
and  armament  is  supplied  by  subsidized 
works,  that  the  true  cost  never  appears 
on  the  official  Papers.  I  think  my  hon. 
Friend  will  bear  me  out  in  that.  [Sir 
Thomas  Brassey  :  Quite  correct.]  But 
there  is  a  comparison  we  oueht  to  insti- 
tute which  will  at  once  setue  die  ques- 
ii(m  in  this  House  and  in  the  minds  of 
the  people.  We  should  institute  a  cor- 
rect comparison  between  the  coat  of 
ships  buut  and  of  repairs  executed  in 
Her  Majesty's  Dockyards,  (uid  the  cost 
of  ships  built  and  repaired  in  the  private 
Dockyards  throushout  the  Kingdom.  I 
took  ihib  troab&  to  analyze  the  Be- 
tums  which  have  been  made  on  tius 
subject.  I  wUl  not  trouble  the  Oommit- 
tee  with  many  figures ;  but  I  will  take 
the  liberty  of  quoting  two  or  three,  in 
order  to  let  the  Committee  see  precisely 
what  is  their  value.  In  the  year  1872 
there  were  6,000  tons  built,  and  the 
average  cost  per  ton  weight  in  Her 
Majesty's  Dockyards  was  £49  and  a 
small  decimal.  The  same  year,  fortu- 
nately, about  the  same  amount  of  ton- 
nage was  built  by  contract  in  the  pri- 
vate Dockyvrdfl,  and  the  cos^  was  £37 
decimal  50,  as  compared  with  £49.  Now, 
I  come  to  the  next  year,  and  we  find 
the  figures  precisely  reversed — £36  per 
ton  weight  in  Her  Majesty's  Dockyoras, 
as  oompared  with  £60  per  ton  in  the 

Srivate  yards.  We  go  on  a  few  years,  and 
le  absu^ity  is  always  getting  greater, 
until  there  is  a  small  printput  in  which 
explains  that  the  cost  in  Her  Majesty's 
Dockyards  is  expenditure  in  wages  only, 
as  compared  in  the  private  Dockyards 
with  both  material  and  wages.  Now,  I 
ask  any  hon.  Gentleman  in  this  House 
who  has  had  any  experience  in  con- 
trolling and  guiding  large  manufactur- 
ing establishments  whether  these  Be- 
turns  are  of  any  value  whatever ;  and 
whether  they  are  not  as  useless,  for  all 
practical  purposes,  as  if  they  were  hidden 
in  the  deepest  hieroglyphic  obscurity? 
I  would  ask  any  hon.  Member  whether, 
if  he  were  managing  a  large  private 
establishment,  he  would  waste  three 
minutes  of  his  time  in  looking  at  such 
Papers.  What  is  the  oomporison  we 
require  f   The  only  comparison  we  re- 

Sure  is  one  which  I  am  sure  the 
^  on.  Member  for  Chmin  (Mr.  Pearce), 
if  he  were  here,  would  say  is  carried 
out  in  the  yard  witii  which  he  is 
idttitified.    Any  other  hon.  Member 


connected  with  a  Dockyard  will  say, 
I  am  sure,  that  the  system  to  which  I 
allude  is  carried  out  there — that  is  to 
say,  having  a  simple  form  showing  the 
cost  of  the  ship  for  plates,  angles  and 
bar  iron,  woodwork  and  fittings ;  and 
then  another  line  showing  the  expendi- 
ture in  wa^es.  That  should  be  carried 
through  with  a  small  note  at  the  end, 
where  there  is  any  difference  in  regard, 
for  instance,  to  class  of  ship  and  of  fit- 
ting. Let  such  a  table  be  made  out 
both  in  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards  and 
the  private  Dockyards,  and  then  we  shall 
know  where  we  are.  We  shall  know 
what  the  cost  is,  and  we  shall  know  pre- 
cisely how  the  money  has  been  expended. 
We  shall  know  more.  We  shall  know 
what  a  certain  ship  will  cost  by  simply 
taking  into  account  the  difference  in  the 
price  of  iron  at  the  date  when  her  proto- 
type was  built.  And  we  shall  even 
have  a  guide  in  this  matter  when  we 
propose  to  have  another  class  of  ship. 
What  is  the  reason  we  have  not  had  these 
Tables  or  Returns  ?  It  is  to  be  found 
in  the  Beport  which  was  only  put  into 
my  hands  a  few  minutes  before  the 
meeting  of  the  Committee.  I  do  not 
want  to  fall  into  the  error  for  which  the 
heathen  of  old  were  so  justly  condemned 
— a  condemnation  which  may  apply 
much  nearer  home  than  Galilee— of  in- 
dulging in  Toia  repetitionB,  and .  of  ex- 
pecting to  be  heard  through  much  speak- 
ing ;  but  I  will  ask  an^  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  referred  to  this  Bepcnrt  whether 
the  whole  burden  of  its  story  is  not  utter 
want  of  organization  and  management? 
The  Beport  itself  sa^s  there  is  this,  that, 
and  the  other ;  but  its  own  fatal  words 
are — 

"  Of  manasrement  there  is  none."  "Have 
you  any  check  P  "  "No."  "  Hare  you  any  tm 
wageaP"  "No."  "On  materiaUP"  "No." 
"R)yott  check  the  stores  P"  "No."  "There 
is  no  real  audit  of  hbcrar  or  store  expenditure." 

— and  so  on. 

Mb.  PULESTON  (Devonport) :  What 
Beport  is  the  hon.  Member  speaking  of  ? 

Sib  THOMAS  BBA88EY  (Hastings): 
Of  Admiral  Graham's  Committee. 

Mk.  JAOEB  :  I  thought  it  my  duty  to 
call  attention  to  this  partioulax  point.  I 
would  urge  on  those  who  are  responsible 
for  ^ese  things  to  try  to  give  ua  such  a 
comparison  as  would  be  <n  praotical  use. 
I  myself,  like  every  Member  of  the 
Committee,  have  received  lots  of  Be- 
tuma,  and  I  am  eure  that  a  great  part 
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of  them  are  of  no  use  whatever — fully 
25  per  cent  are  useless  because  thej  have 
no  regularity  or  businesB-like  precision. 
I  never  saw  a  more  glaring  instance  of 
this  than  is  to  be  found  in  these  Be- 
tums,  which  are  supposed  to  be  autho- 
ritative, as  to  the  cost  of  shipbuilding  in 
Her  Majesty's  Dockyards  and  in  private 
Dockyards.  I  will  not  go  further  than 
to  re^r  to  just  one  other  point  on  which 
a  declaration  came  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber near  me  (Sir  Thomas  Braesey),  and, 
of  course,  came  from  such  a  quarter  with 
considerable  weight.  Vot  I  cannot  sit 
down  without  mentioning  the  great  de- 
sirability of  increasing  our  Naval  Be- 
serves.  ■  Hon.  Gentlemen  who,  like  my- 
self, are  acquainted  with  seaport  towns, 
and  have  been  so  all  their  lives,  know 
very  well  that  amongst  the  great  fishing 
community  we  have  the  most  splendid 
sailors,  and,  more  than  that,  men  of 
daring  and  of  the  highest  courage  that 
the  world  offers  ;  and  yet  80  per  cent  of 
these  are  quite  imutilized.  In  them  we 
have  a  power  of  which  any  country 
might  be  proud,  and  here  we  are  letting 
it  die  away  unutilized.  I  hope  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  try  to  utilize  this 
part  of  our  national  strength. 

Mk.  PULESTON  (Devonport) :  I  had 
an  idea,  like  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman (Sir  John  Oorst)  who  spoke  from 
this  side  of  the  House  some  time  ago,  and 
other  hon.  Members,  that  we  were  to 
have  something  like  a  general  discussion 
on  this  Vote.  I  am  sorry  that  it  is  not 
eo.  If  I  went  into  all  these  questions 
of  Dockyard  management  I  should  be 
suled  out  of  Order;  and  yet  one  con- 
siders himself  not  only  entitled,  but  feels 
it  a  duty,  to  reply  to  so  many  remarks 
which  have  been  made  on  the  subject. 
However,  under  the  impression  that  we 
shall  be  able  to  go  into  these  matters 
some  other  time,  I  shall  content  myself 
with  referring  to  some  remarks  already 
made  by  the  Seoretary  to  the  Admiralty 
and  others  who  hare  preceded  me  in  the 
debate  so  far.  I  must,  and  not  as  a  for- 
mal thing,  join  other  hon.  Members  on 
both  sides  in  congratulating  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Hibbert)  on  the  very 
plain  and  straightforward  speech  with 
which  he  has  honoured  us.  I  am  glad 
that  he  has  his  materialsso  well  in.  hfuid ; 
and  I  must  say,  taking  into  considera- 
tion tile  fact  wmch  he  remarked  on  him- 
self that  he  has  been  so  Aott  a  time  at 
the  helm,  so  to  spook,  that  ho  has  shown 


himself  thoroughly  capable  of  managing 
his  craft.  I  regret  that  he  is  not  here 
as  First  Lord.  I  thought  that  some 
time  ago  we  had  settled  the  point 'that 
it  was  moat  desirable  that  the  First  Lord 
should  be  in  this  House.  However, 
when  next  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
addresses  the  House  I  hope  he  will  do 
so  in  that  capacity.  He  will  then  speak 
to  UR  with  more  authority.  He  told  us 
he  addressed  us  in  the  double  capacity 
of  economist  and  Seoretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty. I  hope,  too— for  it  is  an  im- 
portant oonsidoration— that  he  addressed 
us,  to  some  extent,  in  his  old  capacity  of 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  I  think  the 
difficulties  we  hare  had  to  face  in  these 
matters  we  are  too  often  apt,  in  this 
House  and  elsewhere,  to  attribute  to  the 
Treasury.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  was  pratty  well  grounded  in  Hs 

Sosition  at  the  Treasury,  will  be  able  to 
raw  on  his  experience  in  that  Depart- 
ment, and  will  be  able  to  smooth  over 
and  manage  more  effectively  the  business 
of  the  Office  he  now  holds  through  his 
late  connection  with  the  Treasury.  I 
am  glad  he  has  had  the  courage  to 
throw  overboard,  in  a  very  direct  and 
emphatic  manner,  the  late  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiral^  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook). 
It  is  true,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  that  the  Earl  of  Nortbbrook  waa 
five  or  six  years  building  ships,  and 
that  the  work  could  be  done  wr  more 
economically,  and  in  a  manner  that  would 
minister  far  more  to  the  interests  of  the 
country,  if  no  more  than  three  years 
were  occupied  in  construction.  I  con- 
gratulate the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
having  evinced  so  much  courage,  and  on 
having  been  able  so  boldly,  properly, 
and  righteously  to  condemn  the  poUcy  of 
the  noble  Earl  who  formerly  neld  the 
position  of  Head  of  the  Admiralty. 
With  regard  to  the  noble  Earl  of  whom 
I  speak,  I  am  glad  that,  so  far  as  the 
Admiralty  is  oonoemed,  he  has  not  re- 
occupied  the  position  he  held  some  time 
ago,  and  which  deprived  any  of  us 
humble  Members  who  sit  on  this  side  of 
the  House  and  who  represeut  the  Dock- 
yards of  the  advantage  of  approaching 
him  when  we  deemm  it  desirable.  I 
think  we  have  adranoed  a  great  deal  of 
late.  We  have  arrived,  on  ooth  udes  of 
the  House,  at  a  knowledge  of  the  fact 
that  whoever  controls  the  Admiral^  it 
is  necessary  to  concede  that  vessels  of 
war  must  be  rapidly  oonstmoted.  The 
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excellent  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
vho  has  jiut  sat  down  (Mr.  Jaoks)  bore 
upon  Hob  subject.  I  appreciate  every 
vord  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  uttered, 
and  I  eongratulate  him  on  having  made 
his  statement  in  such  a  straightforward 
manner.  He  has  heaped  no  abuse  upon 
the  Dockyards,  and  I  am  glad  to  see  an 
hon.  Member  on  his  aide  of  the  House 
take  up  suoh  a  position  as  that  he  has 
assumed.  Unfortunately,  we  regularly 
hear  the  Dockyards  attacked  from  the 
opposite  Benches.  The  Dockyards  are 
denounced ;  they  are  to  be  abolished,  and 
I  know  not  what.  That  is  the  policy 
that  has  been  prett;  generally  advocated 
on  the  other  side ;  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  doubt  it  have  only  to  refer  to  the 
pages  of  Saiuard.  I  hope  the  hon.  and 
gulant  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir 
William  Grossman)  is  not  going  to  run 
away  because  I  mention  this,  lam  sure 
he  will  strengthen  his  Far^  in  the 
matter.  There  has  been  laviu  expen- 
diture on  shipbuilding  in  Her  Majesty's 
Dockyards,  it  is  true ;  but  it  has  not  been 
&e  fault  of  the  Dockyard  Service  or  of 
the  management  locally.  It  has  been 
the  fault  of  the  Admiralty.  When  the 
Admiralty  have  a  ship  to  build,  and  they 
give  it  out  by  contract,  they  agree  to  its 
being  constructed  in  the  ordinary  busi- 
ness manner ;  but  when  they  build  a 
ship  in  a  Boyal  Dockyard,  they  cut  it  in 
pieces,  alter  its  construction,  and  instead 
of  completing  it  in  a  year,  or  two  years, 
as  the  case  may  be,  as  it  would  be  com- 
pleted in  a  private  Yard,  they  take  four 
or  five  years  to  do  the  work.  When  a 
■hip  oomes  out  of  one  of  the  Boyal  Doob- 
yaraSi  it  is  an  entirely  different  vessel  to 
the  veeeel  originally  proposed.  There 
is  hardly  a  vestige  of  the  original  re* 
moining.  However  startling  these 
figores  whidi  have  bem  referred  to  may 
be^  yon  will  find  that  they  in  no  way 
tell  against  the  Dookyard  management. 
They  tell  against  the  way  the  Admiralty 
manage  the  Dockyards ;  but  as  for 
alleging  the  Dockyards  to  be  full  of 
idlers,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did, 
those  of  us  who  know  anything  about 
these  places  are  able  to  rerate  the  asser- 
tion. 

Thb  SECEETART  to  thk  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  Hibbbbt)  (Oldham):  I 
did  not  make  an  attack  upon  the  Dock- 
yards |w  i9,  I  merely  wished  to  show 
that  it  was  more  ezpoisive  to  spread 
tiie  ocnutnxcticm  of  dupe  orer  a  number 


of  years  than  to  have  them  completed  in 
a  short  time.  I  did  not  refer  to  the 
Dockyards. 

Mb.  PULE8T0N  (Devonport) :  I 
thank  the  right  hon.  Member  for  that 
explanation.  It  elucidates  an  important 
pomt,  and  I  feel  sure  that  after  Ids  ex- 
perience at  the  Admiralty  he  does  not 
think  the  charges  made  against  the 
Dockyards  are  properly  made.  Of 
course,  there  are  idlers  there,  as  there 
are  everywhere  ;  but  to  charge  a  whole 
body  of  public  servants  like  those  of  the 
Boyal  Dockyards  with  indulging  in 
idleness  is  simply  ridiculous.  No  one 
knows  more  about  the  efficiency  of  our 
Dockyards  than  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  J.  Beed),  and  the 
loyalty  with  which  the  men  work  there 
— and  that  for  lees  wages  than  in  the 
private  yards.  He,  I  think,  will  gladly 
state  to  the  Oommittee  his  high  apprecia- 
tion ol  the  gmplojfi*  in  the  Dmikyaras.  I 
trust  we  shall  not  lose  any  of  the  inde- 
pendence of  oritioism  we  used  to  get  from 
the  hon.  Member  now  that  he  sits  on  the 
Treasury  Bench ;  but,  however  that  is, 
no  one  in  the  House,  I  am  sure,  is  more 
consdentiouB,  or  more  thoroughly  ac- 
quainted, and  no  one  is  more  entitled  to 
respect,  than  the  hon.  Member  for  Oar- 
difi.  There  is  another  very  important 
question  involved  in  this  matter  of 
building  by  contract  and  building  in  the 
Yards.  Whilst  I  maintain  that  a  ship 
can  be  built  as  cheaply,  and,  it  goes 
without  saying,  as  well  in  the  Dock* 
yards  as  in  any  private  Yard,  and  ought 
to  be,  I  think  if  the  Beporta  were  pro- 
perly investigated  and  the  right  figures 
put  in  the  '  right  places,  and  so 
on,  I  think  you  will  find  that  there 
is  not  the  discrepancy  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  refers  to.  But  samose  it  did 
cost  a  little  more,  which  I  deny — sup* 
pose  it  were  a  trifle  more  esroensive  to 
build  in  the  Dockyards  than  the  private 
Yards,  it  is  still  our  duty  to  keep  up  the 
former  for  use  when  oases  of  emergency 
occur.  We  have  had  panics.  We  had 
one  last  year.  Some  years  ago,  at  the 
time  of  the  Bussian  War,  we  wanted 
one  or  two  large  vessels  built  rapidly, 
and  we  put  them  out  by  contract.  The 
men  struck  work,  and  we  had  to  send 
the  Devonport  men  from  their  own  Yards 
to  help  the  private  shipbuilders  to  fulfil 
their  contracts.  That  was  done  at  very 
great  cost  and  at  yety  great  inooaveni. 
ence.  The  hon.  Gentbiuui  the  Member 
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forLeith  (Hr.  Jacks)  particularly  will 
reoogoize  tiie  faot  that  we  maypnrohase 
economy  in  shipbuilding  at  too  dear  a 
price.  We  have  to  run  tho  risk  of  the 
Dockyards  being  inefficient,  and  they 
must  be  ioefificieDt,  and  cannot  be  osefiil 
in  times  of  emei^ency,  if  they  are  not 
always  kept  up  at  full  work.  It  is 
because  the  Dockyards  had  not,  for 
some  time  previously,  been  kept  at  their 
full  complement  that  we  are  put  to  great 
strain  and  enormous  outlay  at  the  times 
of  panics,  such  as  frequently  occur,  and 
such  as  we  had  last  year.  At  such  times 
millions  are  thrown  away,  which  would 
be  much  better  and  more  effectively 
expended  in  our  own  Dockyards  in  times 
of  peace  and  quietness.  What  do  we  see 
now  V  Why,  that  only  last  year  there 
was  the  most  wast^ul  exbraragance. 
Millions  of  money  were  thrown  away  in 
buying  ships  here,  there,  and  every- 
where in  the  most  reckless  manner.  All 
this  is  not  ancient  history :  it  is  only 
the  history  of  a  year  ago.  It  is  oselees  to 
discuss  here  the  question  of  1  or  2  per 
cent  difference  in  the  oonstruction  of  one 
ship  here  and  another  there  when  we 
take  into  consideration  the  cent  per  cent 
and  the  many  cents  per  cent  which 
were  thrown  away  in  buying  ships  upon 
an  emei^ency  like  that  of  12  months 
ago.  While  this  question  of  the  efficiency 
of  the  Navy  is  a  burning  question,  while 
everybody,  I  believe,  except  a  few  hon. 
Members  who  sit  below  the  Qangway 
opposite,  but  who  do  not  represent,  I 
undertake  to  say,  anytiiing  like  a  pre* 
vailing  opinion  in  the  country,  recog- 
nizes the  great  importance  of  having  an 
efficient  Navy,  and  while,  besides,  at 
the  present  time  there  is  the  greatest 
possible  depression,  what  do  we  find 
at  Devonport  ?  Why,  men  discharged 
by  wholesale — 400  men  discharged  at 
one  fell  swoop.  I  thank  my  right  hon. 
iViend  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
(Mr.  Hibbert)  and  my  hon.  Friend  the 
avil  Lord  (Mr.  E.  W.  Duff)  for  the 
interest  they  have  taken  in  this  subject. 
They  have  certainly  minimized  the  evil 
which  was  likely  to  arise  from  the  dis- 
charging of  menoy  reducing  the  number 
to  be  immediately  discharged ;  but  such 
a  thing  has  never  been  known  in  the 
Dockyards  of  discharging  so  many  men 
at  one  time.  I  quite  appreciate  the  faot 
that  the  authorities  of  the  Dockyards 
were  within  their  right  in  dischai^ng 
the  men;  having  oompleted  a  certain 
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job,  the  men  engaged  to  work  upon  it 
were  discharged.  At  the  same  time, 
some  consideration  should  be  had  to  the 
time  and  place.  The  Ohairman  shakes 
his  head,  and  therefore  I  am  afrud  I 
am  going  too  minutely  into  Dockyard 
matters.  I  regret  tiiat  the  Kavy  Esti* 
mates  and  other  Estimates  are  not  dis- 
cussed day  by  day  until  they  are  disposed 
of.  If  they  were  we  should  save  an 
immense  amount  of  time,  because  whea 
we  come  to  discuss  Dockyard  matters 
again  all  that  we  have  said  to-day  will 
be  ancient  history.  Hon.  Members  vill 
return  fresh  to  the  oharTC,  and  the 
probability  is  that  much  that  has  now 
been  said  will  be  repeated.  Much  time, 
too,  would  be  saved  if  we  had  the  oppo^ 
tunity  of  discussing  the  whole  question, 
for  practically  naval  matters  form  one 
question.  Although  the  Estimates  are 
split  up  into  Totw  1,  2,  and  3,  and  bo 
on,  the  Yotes  are  closely  intertwined 
one  wiA  the  other.  I  wanted  to  say 
something  about  the  Victualling  Taid, 
and  also  upon  Yotee  3  and  4 ;  but  it 
almost  impossible  to  discuss  any  one  of 
the  six  Yotes  without,  in  some  shape  or 
other,  touching  upon  another,  and  thus 
getting  on  the  brink  of  disorder,  so  far 
as  the  Bules  of  the  House  are  concerned. 
Now,  before  I  resume  my  seat,  I  should 
like  to  make  a  few  remarks  upon  the 
question  of  the  rapid  construction  of  ves- 
sels. We  built  the  Saro  in,  I  think,  16 
months.  It  was  said  it  would  take  four 
years  to  build ;  but  the  Admiralty  were 
seized  with  a  venyfp>od  fit  at  the  time,  and 
we  built  the  ship  m  about  1 6  months.  I 
remember  very  well  that  the  rapuli^ 
with  which  llie  Htro  was  turned  oot 
created  very  great  consternation  in 
France.  The  fVenob  said—"  Look  hov 
quickly  the  English  people  can  do  their 
work."  If  hon.  Members  would  refer 
to  the  coat  they  would  find  that  the 
Baro  was  built  proportionately  cheap- 
There  is  another  very  good  reason  why 
the  expenditure  in  connection  with 
ships  are  higher  than  they  ought  to  be. 
The  recommendation  of  the  Oommittes 
to  which  hon.  Gentlemen  have  referred 
was  very  strong  on  the  question  of  re- 
pairs. The  Committee  reoommended 
that  repairs  should  be  done  at  once. 
Why  are  they  not  done  at  once?  I 
think  the  JnvineihU  has  been  lying  foar 
or  five  months  at  Devonport  for  repair, 
and  she  has  not  yet  been  tonwfld. 
Surely  the  IimnoiMt  should  be  takes 
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promptly  in  hand.  What  is  the  oonse- 
quoiee  of  the  delay  P  It  is  that  there  is 
a  large  number  of  idle  hands — ^well,  not 
idle  hands,  but  hands  necessarily  in  at* 
tendance,  or  kept  in  readiness  for  the 
work  upon  the  InvincihU.  The  recom- 
mendation of  the  Cbmmittee  does  not 
seem  to  have  bad  the  least  effect.  There 
is  one  other  observation  I  desire  to 
make,  and  it  is  that  it  struck  me  as  very 
remarkable  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
(Mr.  Hibbert)  should  ask  us  to  wait  for 
a  year  while  the  Admiralty  decided  as 
to  the  debign  of  the  ships  of  the  future. 

Thb  civil  LOBD  of  the  ADMI- 
BALTY  (Mr.  K.  W.  Duot)  (Banffshire) : 
The  hon.  Gentleman  will,  I  am  quite 
sore,  ezouse  my  intemtption.  My  right 
lum.  Friend  (Mr.  Hibbert)  did  not  ask 
the  Oommittee  to  wut  for  a  year.  He 
Bud  the  present  Board  had  oidy  been  in 
Office  six  weeks,  and  they  were  now 
preparing  to  consider  the  plana  of 
Tessels. 

Mb.  PULESTON  (DeTonport) :  I  beg 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  I  cer- 
tainly nnderstood  that  we  were  asked 
to  wait  until  next  year  for  certain 
shipbuilding  to  be  undertaken.  What 
the  Civil  Lord  (Mr.  E.  W.  Duff)  says 
is  perfectly  reasonable.  What  I  was 
anxious  to  say  was  that  we  permit 
delay  in  the  building  of  our  ships.  We 
cannot  wait  for  a  few  years,  or  even  for 
a  year,  in  order  to  find  out  some  new 
development  in  shipbuilding.  I  must 
express  the  pleasure  it  gives  ne  to  find 
that  we  have  turned  over  a  new  leaf  in 
regard  to  the  Navy.  I  am  glad  to  see 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (lb.  Illingworth)  in  his  place— I 
thoonit  earlier  in  the  evening  he  could 
not  be  far  away.  I  am  sure  that  even 
he  will  not  ventore  to  repeat  to  the  full 
extent  the  speech  with  which  he  has 
annually  favoured  us  against  the  rapid 
construction — or  the  construction  at  all 
—-of  ships  of  war,  or  against  the  spending 
of  money  upon  our  National  Dockyards. 
I  am  sorry  he  has  not  been  present 
during  the  whole  of  the  discussion  ;  but, 
however,  I  hope  that  when  he  rises  he 
will  be  able  to  tell  ns  that  he,  too,  falls 
in  with  the  sentiments  of  the  whole 
country.  The  country  has  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  tiie  more  we  spend — 
provided  we  spend  it  properly — to  make 
the  Navy  efficient,  tiie  more  we  add  to 
th«  Moaritgr  and  proapari^  of  our  oountiyt 


the  more  we  contribute  eventually  to  eco- 
nomy in  our  finances.  It  is  the  piecemeal 
system  of  building  ships,  having  a  thing 
half  done,  doing  a  little  this  year  and  a 
little  next,  the  Treasury  knocking  oflf 
this  item  and  then  that  item,  which  has 
ruined  our  Navy,  and  which  has  pre- 
vented us  from  getting  a  proper  show 
even  for  the  money  that  has  been  voted. 
If,  with  a  generous  hand,  we  contribute 
to  the  better  progress  of  our  Navy,  of 
course,  taking  care  that  we  take  all  the 
safeguards  against  extravagance  and 
waste — if  we  get  our  ships  finished 
rapidly,  one  tdt&t  the  other,  we  shall 
the  sooner  be  able  to  see  onr  Navy  in  a 
thorough  state  of  efficiency,  and  the 
better  it  will  be  for  the  country,  the 
better  for  the  country's  commerce,  and 
the  better  fbr  the  peace  of  mind  of 
everyone. 

Sib  WILLIAM  OBOSSMAN  (Ports- 
mouth] :  I  do  not  wish  to  trespass  long 
upon  Ihe  attention  of  the  Oommittee.  I 
merely  rise,  as  one  of  the  Members  for 
Portsmouth,  to  say  that  I  agree  entirely 
with  what  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Devonport  (Mr.  Puleston)  has  said 
as  regards  the  Dockyards.  I  am  sure 
that  anyone  reading  the  Beport  to  which 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Leith 
(Mr.  Jacks)  has  referred  must  have  been 
struck  with  the  statements  therein  made. 
I  believe  that  the  fault  does  not  lie  eo 
much  with  the  Dockyards  as  with  the 
system  carried  out  of  late  years  by  the 
Board  of  Admiralty ;  and  I  think  the 
statements  made  in  the  Beport  in  ques- 
tion are  of  such  serious  consequence  to 
the  State  that  it  would  be  a  good  thing 
if  the  whole  subject  of  Dockyard  ma- 
nagement were  referred  to  a  Select  Oom- 
mittee of  the  House.  However  careful 
a  Departmental  Committee  may  be  in 
investigating  matters,  it  does  not  com- 
mand the  same  confidence,  either  from 
the  people  of  the  country  or  the  House, 
as  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House  does. 
Therefore,  it  is,  I  think,  much  better 
that  the  whole  of  the  question  should  he 
referred  to  a  Select  Oommittee.  But 
this  is  not  the  time  to  propose  such  an 
arrangement.  I  can  only  say  this — that 
I  have  met  many  Dockyard  labourers, 
and  have  found  that  they  are  very  much 
hurt  indeed  at  the  statements  that  are 
made  about  their  general  idleness.  I 
do  not  at  all  say  that  there  are  not  some 
idlers  in  the  Dockyards ;  but  an  accusa- 
tion to  the  efibct  that  there  is  general 
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idleness  on  the  part  of  the  men  is  one 
Trhioh  cannot  be  received.  Kow,  Sir,  I 
do  not  intend  to  weary  the  Committee 
vith  any  statements  as  to  shipboildiag— 
a  subject  with  which,  perhaps,  I  am  not 
very  oonTersant ;  but  there  are  certain 
matters  in  connection  with  this  Vote,  in 
addition  to  those  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Cihatham  (Sir  John  Qorst),  which  I  wish 
to  mention.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman has  referred  to  the  claims  of  the 
warrant  officers,  the  engine-room  arti- 
ficers, and  the  stokers.  These  axe  mat- 
ters of  detail  which  it  is  not  necessazy  I 
should  go  into  at  present.  But  there  are 
other  oluseB  of  men  which  require  some 
consideration— I  ref erjuurticularly  to  the 
naval  schoohnastors.  They  are  not  paid 
as  well  as  schoolmasters  in  the  iumy 
are.  I  hope  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Seoretery  to  the  Adnuralty  ( l£r.  Hibbert) 
will  giro  his  oon^deration  to  the  subject. 
Now,  there  is  one  important  part  of  this 
Yoto  to  which  I  wisli  specially  to  refer. 
Evefyone  will  admit  that  no  branch  of 
the  Service  stands  higher  in  reputation 
than  the  Royal  Marines  and  the  Royal 
Marine  Artillery.  There  are  13,000  men  | 
in  the  Royal  Marines  and  the  Royal 
Marine  Artillery ;  but  they,  particularly 
the  officers,  are  placed  in  the  moat 
anomalous  position.  I  hare  had  the 
privilege  and  pleasure  of  sailing  on 
board  men-of-war,  more  often,  perhaps, 
than  most  soldiers  have;  and  nothing  has 
ever  struck  me  more  on  board  Her  Ma- 
jesty's ships  than  theposition  whi<di  some 
of  the  officers  in  the  corps  I  have  named 
hold.  When  on  board,  Marines  are  not 
under  the  command  of  their  own  officers, 
but  under  the  Captain  of  the  ship ;  and 
even  when  they  are  on  land,  as  they 
often  are,  they  may  still  be  under  the 
orders  of  the  Captain  of  the  ship  to 
which  they  belong.  Now,  I  think  that 
the  Marines  have  a  perfect  right  to  claim 
that  they  shall  be  entirely  commanded 
by  their  own  officers.  Even  on  bourd 
ship  I  think  the  Marine  officer  should 
have  the  power  of  punishing  his  own 
men.  The  only  General  Officer  attached 
to  the  13,000  is  the  Deputy  Adjutant 
General  of  Marines ;  and  when  the  men 
are  landed  and  aotiiig  with  other  regi- 
ments of  Infantry  I  do  not  think  anyone 
ever  heard  of  a  case  of  a  Marine  officer 
commanding  a  Division  or  even  a 
Brigade.  On  aooonnt  of  this  Marine 
<^oers  are  kept  out  of  those  rewards 
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whieh  all  soldiers  look  io  whoi  iSaj 
have  seen  active  serriee.  Bat  not  oiil| 
so,  but  Marine  officers  are  debsmd,  it 
present,  from  having  anytlung  to  do 
with  the  General  Staff  of  the  Airnj. 
They  are,  I  believe,  as  highly  edueat«i 
and  as  good  officers  as  any  offiwn  met 
with  in  any  other  branch  of  the  Serriee; 
and,  therefore,  it  is  most  un&ir  tfait 
men  like  these  should  be  debarred  trom 
obtaining  Staff  appointments.  Thsj  in 
even  debarred,  I  find,  from  eitting  or 
courts  martial  on  men  of  their  own  oorn 
on  ships  of  war.  That,  I  think,  is  gnsil; 
unfair  to  them — ^indeed,  the  wholesyitui 
under  which  the  Marines  are  maaiged 
requires  the  serious  and  immediste  con- 
sideration of  the  Government.  In  wj 
opinion,  great  saving  m^t  be  Netted 
if  the  Marines  were  tamed  to  soms  vm 
for  which  thmr  are  particularly  fittei 
On  my  return  firom  China,  15  yean  ago, 
I  remember  sayii^  the  same  tiiii^to 
the  present  Secretary  of  State  for  Ae 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Childers),  tbn 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  I  thoogjit  i 
then,  and  I  think  still,  that  the  MariiM 
are  just  ^e  men  to  garrison  all onr coil- 
ing stations  abroad.  By  placing  Uarioa 
under  theAdmiralOommanding-in-Giuef 
in  charge  of  the  coaling  stations,  ws 
should  obtain  very  good  employmeiii  fw 
the  men,  and  we  woiUd  effect  greatatring 
in  our  Army  Estimates.  We  find  that 
at  Portsmouth  there  are  some  2,000 
Marine  Artilleiy— I  am  not  quits  sure 
that  that  is  the  exact  number^none  of 
whom  are  actively  employed  in  the  de- 
fence of  Portsmouth  itsdf.  The;  an  | 
heinff  drilled  for  work  on  board  abip  i 
whifOi  they  hardly  overdo,  because  then 
are  eo  few  of  Hhxan.  in  comparison  to  the 
total  nnmber  of  men  employed  on  Bet 
Majesty's  ships.  If  we  cannot  sm^ 
them,  as  I  do  not  say  they  might  not  h 
employed,  in  manning  our  own  foctaat 
Portsmouth,  Plymouth,  and  other  ninl 
stations,  they  are  the  very  men  to  nis 
with  advantage  the  forts  of  our  eoiltsg 
stations  abro^.  I  hopo  that  these  ao^ 
gestions  will  receive  consideration,  sid 
that  the  Marines  will  be  taken  into 
greater  account  than  they  have  hoM™ 
lato  years.  Of  course,  one  has  a  good 
deal  to  say  upon  the  Dockyard  manage- 
ment; but  as  I  understand  the  anbject 
will  come  up  under  Vote  6  I  will  not  at- 
tempt to  say  anything  about  it  noT.  1 
desire,  however,  to  say  that  I  smfip* 
Tinced  «f  the  trath  of  what  was  MM  iff 
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the  noble  Lord  the  late  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton), 
as  to  the  advisability  of  pntting  our 
naval  resources  into  a  proper  state  of 
efficiency  at  ones,  and  not  leaving  it  over 
for  five,  or  10,  or  25  years.  I  also  Uiink 
it  is  most  advisable  to  carry  out  all  these 
defenoee  of  the  coaling  stations  referred 
to  a  f  ev  nights  ago  by  ^e  noble  and  gal- 
lant Lord  the  If  ember  for  East  Maryle- 
bone  (Lord  Charles  Bereeford).  It  is 
deurable  that  both  these  objects  should 
be  attained,  that  we  may  be  free  from 
panic  and  wasteful  extravagance  here- 
a&r.  It  is  said  that  to  provide  the  re- 
qninte  money  TarmtnaUe  Annunities 
ongbt  not  to  be  resorted  to.  The  sns- 
pension  of  the  Sinking  Fund  is  re- 
pudiated by  both  Parties  in  the  House. 
If  I  might  venture  to  give  a  hint  as  to 
the  raising  of  the  money  it  would  be 
Uiat  id.  in  the  pound  be  put  upon  all 
realized  property,  leaving  out  all  under 
£500,  wd  we  would  have  sufi&oient 
money  to  do  everyUiing  ^t  is  re- 
quired. 

ICb.  FOEWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk) :  I  listened  with  great  interest  to 
the  vpeeches  addressed  to  the  Oommittee 
this  evening  by  the  late  First  Lord  of 
the  Admirfuty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert); 
bat  there  was  one  ]^int — and,  I  think,  a 
TOiy  important  point— omitted  in  their 
statements,  and  it  had  regard  to  the 
type  of  engines  which  the  Admiralty 
vere  supplying  to  the  modem  men-of- 
var.  Within  the  lost  three  or  four  years 
a  very  great  change  has  been  made  in 
the  type  of  engines  with  which  merchant 
Teesela  are  fitted.  Some  25  years  ago  a 
great  change  was  made  in  the  form  of 
engines  for  all  vessels.  The  Admiralty 
of  that  day,  I  know,  were  veir  alow  in 
following  the  lead  that  was  set  by  a  very 
eminent  firm  which  was  represented  by 
the  hon.  Uember  who  sits  on  my  left 
(Mr.  Fearce).  The  saving  in  fuel  which 
was  effected  by  that  change  amounted 
to  something  like  30  per  cent.  The 
system  was  gradually  developed  np  to 
two  years  wo,  whni  it  made  a  very 
great  leap.  The  change  of  25  years  ago 
was  ftom  pressnre  on  the  boilers  of 
vessels  6om  25  to  50  and  60  lbs.  It  then 
extended  from  00  to  90  lbs.,  and  within 
the  last  two  years  the  pressnre  on  the 
boilers  in  our  merchant  vessels  has  ex- 
tended from  90  to  aomething  like  160 
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lbs.  Now,  this  difference  of  working 
pressure  on  the  boilers  with  the  triple 
or  quadruple  expansion  engines  has 
made  a  most  senous  difference  in  the 
working  expenses  and  the  consump- 
tion of  coal  of  the  Merchant  Fleet. 
I  hope  that  where  the  consumption 
of  coal  and  weight  oanyin^  is  of 
such  importance  as  it  is  in  Her 
Majesty's  ships,  the  Admiralty  will  not 
allow  themsuves  to  be  so  far  behind 
the  progress  of  the  age  as  they  were  25 
years  ago.  I  have  asoertmned  as  well 
as  I  can  irom  the  Estimates  the  oost 
of  fitting  vessels  with  engines,  and  I 
find  a  very  great  discrepancy  between 
the  prices  of  Xjondon  and  Provincial 
makers.  The  price  varies  from  some- 
thing like  £8  per  indicated  horse- 
power paid  to  makers  out  of  London, 
to  £10  10«.  per  indicated  horse-power 
paid  to  London  makers.  Why  there 
should  be  this  difference  between  the 
prices  of  country  makers  and  those  of 
London  makers  I  do  not  know,  un- 
less the  reason  is  that  the  London 
makers  are  to  put  in  some  of  the 
vessels  the  new  type  of  modem  en^nes. 
I  hope  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi* 
ralty  (Mr.  Hibbert)  will  pardon  me 
mentioning  this  matter.  I  only  do  so 
because  I  am  quite  snre  it  will  be  of 
great  satisfaction  to  the  shipowners  of 
me  country  to  feel  that  the  Admiralty 
are  keeping  abreast  with  the  impoMant 
improvements  in  marine  mgineering. 
Something  has  been  said  as  to  the 
necessity  of  the  cotmtry  possessing  fast 
cruisers  in  contradiBtinction  to  what  I 
may  call  fighting  vessels.  It  is  well 
known  that  12  months  ago  there  was  a 
great  scare  among  shipowners  simply 
because  our  Admiralty  were  not  pos- 
sessed of  vessels  of  the  type  necesaaiy 
for  the  protection  of  the  great  Commer- 
cial Fleet  of  the  countiy.  No  doubt 
the  Admiralty  did  the  best  they  could 
in  the  panic.  They  chartered  a  number 
of  fast  cruisers.  I  asked  the  other  day 
for  a  Betnrn  of  the  oost  of  these  cruisers 
to  the  country.  The  Betum  has  not  yet 
:  been  made ;  but  I  believe  it  will  diow 
that  a  very  lu-ge  sum  of  money  was 
virtually  wasted  by  the  hiring  of  these 
vessels.  When  I  say  virtually  wasted, 
I  mean  that  if  the  Admiralty  had  in 
years  past  been  alive  to  the  necessity 
of  protecting  oar  commerce  they  would 
have  had  these  fast  vessels  already  in 
their  possession,  and  would  not  have 


{Mabch  18,  1886} 


Digitized  by 


1248  St^fPfy—  {OOHMONS}  Nav^  £itma(4$.  1344 


had  to  rash  all  OTer  tiie  world  pidUng 
up  a  vessel  where  it  happened  to  be. 
I  doubt  very  muoh  whether  any  great 
protection  can  be  afforded  to  our  com- 
merce by  the  arming  of  merchant  stea- 
mers. There  are  very  few  merchant 
steamers  that  are  fitted  to  cany  a  gun, 
and  I  believe  that  when  the  Betum  for 
which  I  hare  moved  is  published  it  will 
be  found  that  a  very  large  sum  of  money 
was  expended  In  fittiug  the  cruisers  with 

rins,  and  in  taking  the  fittings  off  again, 
trust  the  Admiralty  will  not  overlook 
the  necessity  of  keeping  very  fast  light- 
armed  cruisers  ready  to  protect  our  oom- 
merce  at  the  same  time  as  they  provide 
the  very  best  fighting  vess^.  We  can- 
not fornt  that  25  years  ago  90  per  cent 
of  the  American  trade  was  carried  on  in 
American  bottoms,  and  that,  owing  to 
the  inaction  of  the  American  Govern- 
ment in  not  providing  themselves  with 
fast  cruisers,  one  such  cruiser  almost  suc- 
ceeded in  sweeping  the  American  mer- 
cantile Hag  off  the  ocean.  It  would  be 
a  terrible  thing  if  we  found  our  Mercan- 
tile Marine  without  proper  protection  in 
case  of  need,  and  if  our  shipowners  were 
obliged  to  fly  for  protection  to  a  neutral 
fl^.  I  wish  to  urge  most  seriously  these 
points  upon  the  attention  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, because  once  a  veasel  changes  her 
flag  she  never  comes  back  to  the  ori- 
ginal flag.  The  question  of  the  stamp 
ef  ei^fine  used  in  merchant  vessele  is  of 
great  Importance ;  but  it  is  of  even 
greater  importance  in  the  case  of  our 
armour-clad  vessels.  Therefore,  I  hope 
we  shall  have  an  assurance  from  the 
Admiralty  that  they  are  quite  alive 
to  the  neoessiiy  of  posseaaiai^  fast 
cmisers,  and  of  fitting  onr  ships  with  the 
most  modem  engines. 

LoBD  GHABLES  BEBE8F0BD 
(Maiylebone,  E.) :  I  wUl  not  detain  the 
Oommittee  very  long  with  the  remarks 
I  have  to  make,  principally  in  reference 
to  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
(Mr.  Hibbert).  I  may  touch  lightly,  as 
my  hon.  Friend  near  me  (Mr.  Puleston) 
did,  on  the  question  of  the  Dockyards. 
I,  for  one,  should  be  very  glad  to  see  a 
reform  of  the  Dockyards,  not  that  I 
think  the  men  and  o£Blcers  work  badly, 
because  their  work  is  the  best  that  could 
posaiblybe;  but  that  there  is  occasionally 
considerable  expenditure  that  might  be 
avoided.  Let  me  give  the  Oommittee 
an  instance  of  this.  It  is  qoite  olear 


that  different  ^pes  of  ships  require  dif- 
ferent olassee  of  material.  Nov,  thero 
is  the  awning  stanohiona  neoeeaary  for  all 
all  ships — the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Oardiff(Sir  Edward  J.  Beed)  will 
know  what  I  mean.  When  I  had  the 
honour  of  being  second  in  command  of 
the  iron-dad  7%u$idtr»r,  we  naturally 
spread  our  awnings  as  soon  as  we  com- 
missioned, in  order  to  ascertain  if  they 
would  set  properly.  The  stanchions  being 
of  the  same  strength  and  substance 
for  a  ship  of  36-foot  beam  as  for  a  ship 
of  70-foot  beam,  the  result  was  that 
when  we  spread  our  awning  the  whole 
apparatus  gave  way.  All  this  led  to 
great  expense,  v^ich  could  have  been 
avoided  if  suitable  stanchions  had  been 
made  for  the  ship  before  she  was  ac- 
tually in  c<nnD^union.  Now,  in  r^ard  to 
the  reform  of  the  Dookyaids,  I  shoold 
be  vwy  glad  to  welcome  the  idea  of 
having  a  civilian  attached  to  the  Ad- 
miral commanding,  provided  it  is  not 
the  thin  edge  of  the  wedge  to  make  a 
cirilian  the  administrative  officer  in  the 
Dockyard.  From  a  boy  an  Admiral  is 
brought  up  to  administrate ;  it  is  his 
training.  All  our  executive  officen  are 
taught  to  administrate.  It  is  their  duty 
to  know  what  speed  they  want,  and  how 
many  fathoms  of  rope  are  required,  as 
wellastoadminister  justice.  Asboy8,ttiey 
have  practical  experience  of  all  work  of 
administration ;  and,  in  my  opinion,  they 
are  quite  fitted  for  the  work  they  are  now 
called  upon  to  perform,  on  account  of  the 
experience  they  have  derived.  I  shoTild 
be  sorry  to  see  them  superseded  by  eivi- 
Hans.  I  should,  however,  welcome  tiie 
assistance  which  civilians  might  rendu 
in  promoting  economy.  You  must  re- 
member this — that  if  ever  dviliaas  an 
appointed  to  the  administrative  poata  in 
^e  Dockyards,  the  general  supposition 
will  be  that  the  Navy  was  made  for  the 
Dockyards,  whereas  the  Dock^xls  are 
necessarily  made  for  the  Navy.  That  ia 
avery  important  point;  but  Imeraly  men- 
tion it  to  see  what  view  the  Qovemment 
take  upon  it.  Now,  I  heard  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert)  say  some- 
thing about  the  increased  Naval  Esti- 
mates for  the  year ;  and,  as  far  as  I  oould 
gather,  the  idea  he  wished  to  convey  to 
the  Cktmmittee  was  that  it  was  impos- 
sible the  Navy  oould  want  anything^ 
else.  I  venture  to  say  that  was  the  tole 
argument,  if  it  can  be  called  an  argu- 
ment, vhioh  WM  urged  againstthe  facta 
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vluoh  I  addooed  in  the  iOouae  the  other 
night.  TheonfyargamenttheChanoeUor 
of  the  Ezoheqner  Mranoed  in  opposition 
tomyUotionwas,  "HoweanitbepOBsible 
for  the  Nary  to  be  ineffi<nent  if  you  hare 
tjuch.  large  Karal  Estimates?"    I  do 
not  consider  that  an  argument  at  all. 
It  does  not  matter  what  your  Estimates 
are.   The  question  is,  is  the  Nary  in  the 
position  it  ought  to  be  in?   I  endea- 
voured to  show  the  other  night  that  the 
reason  the  Navy  Estimates  are  this 
year  put  at  so  high  a  figure  is  that  the 
Navy  was  not  in  years  paet  put  in  the 
poeidon  it  ought  to  be  in.   The  large 
f^iimatee  of  Uiis  year  are  mmply  t£e 
result  of  a  panic.    Now,  we  have  had  a 
grreat  deal  of  debate,  principally  carried 
on  by  my  brother  Officers  in  the  House, 
which  has  led  to  the  condunon  that  we 
who  are  connected  with  the  Navy  wish 
to  spend  a  great  deal  of  money.  That, 
I  believe,  is  so.   ["Hear,  hw!"!  I 
heard  an  hon.  Gentleman  say  "Hear, 
hear ! "  but  I  must  sa^,  also,  that  there 
are  very  great  economies  that  we  ask  to 
have  made  in  the  expenditure  of  the 
Navy.    For  instance,  we  should  like  to 
see  all  the  small  and  useless  craft  ordered 
home  at  once.     Personally,  I  should 
like  to  see  these  vessels  ordered  home 
and  paid  off  to-morrow,  if  it  were  pos- 
sible. If  we  do  not  reoejl  these  obsolete 
vessels  we  shaU  have  to  repair  them; 
and,  therefore,  we  shall  be  expending 
money  upon  vessels  which  are  really  a 
danger  to  us,  because  we  shall  have  to 
use  them  in  time  of  war.    I  maintain 
tiiere  would  be  great  economy  if  the  Ad- 
miralty would  order  home  all  the  small 
oraft,  and  put  in  their  stead  one  or 
two  lai^e  and  useful  ships  to  do  double 
work,  and  be  as  nearly  ae  they  can 
in  two  places  at  one  time.   Now,  this 
is  (me  economy  I  propose,  and  I  pro- 
pose it  in  the  hope  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  hold  very  opposite  opinions  to 
mine  will  not  think  that  we  wish  to 
epend  money  on  the  Navy  simply  for 
the  sake  of  spending  money,  but  that 
we  wish  to  administer  it  properly,  and 
with  a  view  to  economy.   I  think  that 
all  the  neat  Votes  submitted  in  respect 
of  the  Navy  should  be  carefully  scru- 
tinized, for  the  best  economy  is  to  have 
the  greatest  efficiency.    Now,  Sir,  with 
the  few  remarks  which  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert)  made  re- 
lative to  the  Nih  and  DraflUgar  I  en- 
tirely agree.  I  tiiink  it  wodd  have  been 
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very  wrong  for  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
succeeding  that  at  the  head  of  which  was 
my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Qwrm  Hamil- 
ton) if  they  had  not  proceed^  with  the 
construction  of  these  ships.   They  are 
most  useful  ships ;  they  are  of  atype  that 
I  myself,  as  a  humble  officer  in  H^r  Ma- 
jesty's Service,  entirely  approve  of.  They 
are  belted  ships ;  they  are  not  great  float- 
ing batteries  with  four  guns  which  can 
only  be  fired  once  in  five  minutes,  but 
they  have  besides  heavy  guns  a  good 
armamentof  small  andquiok-firing  guns, 
which  are  most  useful  in  action.  Their 
speed  is  not  quite  what  I  should  like  to 
see,  when  I  recollect  the  dass  of  ships 
the  Italians  are  building.   I  hope  t&e 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  will  make  a 
note  of  this  point,  and  see  if  it  is  pos- 
sible, with  a  little  extra  expenditure,  to 
increase  their  speed.   I  have  no  doubt 
each  of  these  ships  will  cost  £1,000,000 
sterling;  but  the  mon^  will  be  well 
laid  out.   England  cannot  afford  to  let 
any  other  country  build  a  ship  which  is 
better  than  any  she  has  got,  because 
each  individual  ship  England  has  had  a 
great  deal  more  to  do  than  a  ship  belong- 
ing to  any  foreign  country.  We  must,  of 
course,  contemplate  the  possibility  of  a 
large  iron-dad  being  blown  up  by  tor- 
pedoes ;  but  then  we  must  also  have  re- 
gard to  what  the  ship  has  to  do,  and 
the  positions  in  which  she  would  be  most 
useful  and  available,  where  a  torpedo 
boat  or  a  fleet  of  torpedo  boats  would 
be  perfectly  useless.    With  small  craft 
and  torpedo  boats  what  could  we  have 
done  at  Alexandria  ?   What  could  such 
a  Fleet  do  in  the  Baltic?    It  is  no 
use  sending  torpedo  boats ;  they  cannot 
do  the  work  required.  Jn  these  days 
oar  Fleet  miut  be  formed  of  component 
parts;  we  must  have  big,  heavy  iron- 
clads, as  well  as  torpedo  boats  to  protect 
them.   The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
said  very  truly  that  40  torpedo  boats  had 
been  ordered,  and  I  understood  him  to 
add  that  40  was  a  sufficient  number.  I 
do  not  agree  with  him  there,  and  I  en- 
deavoured the  other  night  to  show  the 
reason.   I  will  not  repeat  myself,  but  I 
will  point  out  this  fact — that  the  40  boats 
ordered  are  only  to  go  19  knots  an  hour 
and  are  125  feet  long,  and  that  Foreign 
Governments  have  now  got  contracts  out 
for  boats  135  feet  long  to  go  23  knots  an 
hour.    It  is  obvious  that  our  boats  can- 
not be  driven  at  the  speed  of  the  larger 
Graft 


Digitized  by  Google 


1247  Btippl^— 


{OOKMONB}  NavyEOimaU*.  124S 


Tbb  SEOBETABT  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Hr.  HiBBEBT):  What  I  Baid 
was  that  we  did  not  wish  to  build  any 
other  boats  until  we  saw  what  was  the 
best  boat  for  the  fature. 

LoBD  CHARLES  BERESFORD : 
Nothing  can  be  fairer  than  what  the 
right  hon.  QenUeman  has  said;  but  I 
hope  he  will  give  me  an  assurance  that 
if  he  finds  the  1 85  feet  longboats  the 
better  craft  he  will  order  some  of  them. 
The  point  ought  to  be  impressed  on  the 
Oommittee  that  we  shall  not  have  a  suf- 
ficient number  of  boats  when  these  are 
finished.  These  boats  were  ordered  at  a 
time  of  panic  12  months  ago,  when  it 
was  considered  absolutely  necessary  that 
they  should  be  built  as  quickly  as  pos- 
sible. Although.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  is  well  that 
we  should  have  a  trial  to  find  which 
is  the  beat  boat,  I  must  ask  him  and  the 
Boazd  with  whom  he  acts  to  take  into 
consideration  the  question  whether  there 
are  boats  enough.  I  must  also  remind 
him  that  the  question  of  the  size  of  the 
boats  is  of  great  importance.  I  under- 
stood him  to  say  that  the  Government 
did  not  intend  to  build  very  many  more 
torpedo  boats  of  the  larger  class.  No 
doubt,  in  these  days  of  perfection  in 
artillery  practice,  the  larger  your  target 
the  more  certain  you  are  of  hitting  it. 
That  boats  shall  not  be  too  lai^e  is  of 
immense  importance  to  the  officers  and 
crews  of  the  boats  leading  a  torpedo 
attack.  I  think  that  here  an  immense 
economy  may  be  effected,  and  I  say  that 
with  all  deference  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  opposite.  The  pre- 
sent system  of  making  guns  at  Woolwich 
has  been  fairly  good  in  its  results,  but  it 
has  been  extremriy  costly ;  because  not 
only  hare  ships  been  delayed  for  the 
want  of  g^ns  and  additional  expense  in- 
curred in  consequence,  but  when  the 
guns  are  made  they  have  to  be  tried* 
and  the  cost  of  the  experiments,  which 
is  very  heary,  comes  upon  the  country. 
I  believe  the  Navy  womd  like  the  guns 
which  they  require  to  be  ordered  by  them 
and  put  out  to  contract.  We  know  ex- 
actly what  we  want,  but  at  present  we 
have  very  little  to  say  in  the  m^atter. 
Well,  Sir,  I  should  like  the  guns  for  the 
Navy  to  be  tendered  for  under  contract. 
I  should  like  to  see  an  official  announce- 
ment that  such  and  such  a  gun  is  wanted, 
with  the  TariouB  lequizementB  as  to 
velocity,  weight,  powdn,  and  the  pmjeo- 


tile  to  be  earned.  The  Nand  Bond 
should  say  to  the  oontractors — "These 
are  our  conditions ;  produce  a  gun ;  we 
will  try  it ;  koA.  if  it  is  satisfai^Qiy  snd 
produces  the  results  we  demand  we  will 
order  100  guns."  Yon  would  in  that 
way  get  your  gun  at  once,  having  to 
bear  the  cost  of  one  experiment  only, 
and  without  the  process  of  red-tapeism 
which  is  called  economy,  but  which  is,  in 
the  long  run,  very  extravagant.  Well, 
Sir,  I  believe  if  it  were  trira  the  plan  I 
have  indicated  would  be  found  to  be 
economical.  There  were  several  remarks 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  George 
Hamilton),  who  I  am  sorry  to  observe  is 
not  in  his  place,  because  I  wanted  to  ask 
him  one  or  two  questions  upon  the  sub- 
jects to  which  he  has  referred.  The  noUe 
Lord  stated  that  a  larger  sum  than  was 
now  to  be  given — the  sumof  £1,000,000 
—was  proposed  by  the  (Government  of 
which  he  was  a  Member  for  the  purpose 
of  building  small  craft.  I  should  like 
the  noble  Lord  to  have  informed  the 
Oommittee  what  is  to  be  the  toniuige  of 
those  small  craft  proposed  by  the  late 
GK)vemment.  I  ae^  this  because,  as  &r 
as  I  understood  the  noble  Lord  from 
his  speech,  he  entirely  supported  the 
theory  and  the  proposals  which  I  pat 
forward  the  other  night.  There  are 
liabilities,  I  believe,  amounting  to 
£3,000,000,  although  the  money  has  not 
yet  been  expended,  and  that  sum,  takffli 
together  with  what  is  required  for  the 
Navy  to  be  put  into  next  year's  account, 
make  up  the  £5,000,000  which  I  spoke 
of;  and  my  proposal  is,  therefore,  backed 
up  most  thoroughly  by  the  noble  Lord. 
I  therefore  trust  that  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  will  think  this  qaeation  over 
also.  Another  thing  which  the  noUs 
Lord  referred  to  was  the  laiveness  of 
the  estabtishments.  Butthat  u  anecss- 
sary  evil ;  we  have  to  provide  so  mnoh 
when  we  go  to  war,  and  it  is,  tiiere* 
fore,  most  neeessary  that  we  should  ke^ 
our  establishments  on  as  large  and  effi- 
cient a  scale  as  the  nation  will  pay  for, 
so  as  to  have  at  our  command  what  is 
necessary  if  there  should  be  a  declara- 
tion of  war.  The  noble  Lord  made  an 
excellent  remark — if  I  may  be  bold 
enoiigh  to  say  so — with  respect  to  the 
rigging  of  ships,  because  the  question 
of  rig^ng  first-class  fighting  ships  is  a 
mystery  to  a  great  number  of  seamea. 
If  you  want  your  fighting  ships  to  be 
BOOoeaBBfiil  in  oetioa,  do  not  pot  mast^ 
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Bails,  and  span  into  them,  because  they 
are  one  of  the  greatest  sources  of  danger. 
If  a  shot  cuts  the  rigging  through  on 
tlie  starboard  or  port  side,  over  go  masts, 
rigging,  and  all,  and  you  cannot  6ght 
any  more,  because  your  screws  will  sure 
to  get  foul,  and  when  once  your  screws 
are  foul  you  are  put  out  of  action. 
Therefore,  I  say,  do  not  put  your  ships 
in  that  position — have  your  fighting 
ships  without  rig^ng,  but  have  your 
training  ships  rigged  with  masts  and 
sails  ready  to  be  turned  over  to  the 
Navy  vhen  required.  Never  do  away 
ivith  your  Training  Squadron,  for  it  is 
that  which  creates  seamen  with  those 
qualities  so  necessary  for  fighting  with 
anything  that  floats.  The  noblo  Lord 
referred  to  another  important  point — 
namely,  that  of  non-combatants  in  the 
Fleet.  That  question  was  brought  for- 
ward by  me  some  years  ago.  The  large 
proportion  of  non-combatants  in  our 
ships  is  fraught  with  considerable  risk. 
The  French  have  in  their  ships  probably 
400  or  500  men,  but  they  have  only  5 
per  cent  of  non>combatants,  whereas  in 
our  ships  there  is  a  far  larger  proportion. 
The  non-combatants  in  our  ships  are  the 
stokers,  ship  police,  carpenters,  sail- 
makers,  servants,  and  so  on — a  class  of 
men  vhioh  in  a  ship  like  the  Utrnd^rmr 
runs  up  to  about  63  per  cent.  That, 
Sir,  is  a  question  v^ch  I  think  demands 
serious  consideration,  and  I  am  of  opinion 
that  iu  ships  of  every  class  there  should 
not  be  more  than  5  per  cent  of  non-com- 
batants. When  I  was  in  command  of 
the  Thunderer  it  was  thought  we  were 
going  to  war  with  Russia,  and  it  was 
considered  that  the  number  of  non-com- 
batants on  board  was  a  serious  thing  for 
the  ship  and  for  England,  because  we 
were  representing  England  at  the  time. 
WeU,  Sir,  we  called  a  master  to  ascer- 
tain how  many  non-combatants  there 
were;  all  the  boats  were  manned  and 
sent  ofT  &om  the  ship,  and  the  only  men 
left  on  board  who  were  combatants  were 
the  four  quartermasters.  Now,  suppose 
it  had  been  necessary  to  do  anything 
quickly— suppose  four  ship's  cutters  had 
come  alongside  from  ^e  Bussian  Fleet, 
this  65  per  cent  of  non-combatants  would 
have  been  of  no  use ;  they  could  not  have 
carried  out  the  orders  given ;  they  could 
not  have  loaded  a  rifle,  because  they  had 
never  been  drilled.  Now,  I  think  that 
constitutes  a  very  great  danger,  and 
when  I  spc^e  on  the  subject  before,  it 

VOL.  OOam.   [thibd  bbbos.] 


was  to  urge  on  the  Admiralty  that  all 
these  non-combatants  should  be  drilled 
and  taught  tofight.  Themen  want  to  learn 
to  fight,  but  we  do  not  teach  them,  and 
therefore  I  again  press  this  matter  upon 
the  attention  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty. The  hon.  Member  for  Hastings 
(Sir  Thomas  Brassey),  who,  I  regret,  is 
also  absent  from  his  place,  has  made 
some  comparisons  which,  however,  I  do 
not  think  applicable.  There  is  no  use 
in  comparing  ship  with  ship,  or  a  cer- 
tain number  of  ships  with  the  same 
number ;  to  arrive  at  any  useful  result, 
the  comparison  must  be  with  regard  to 
the  work  to  be  done  ;  and  I  say  that  so 
far  as  the  French  and  Italian  Fleets  are 
concerned,  the  comparison  instituted  by 
the  hon.  Member  is  useless.  But  the 
hon.  Oentlemau  the  Member  for  Hast< 
ings  was  also  wrong  in  saying  that  the 
speed  of  the  English  ships  to  that  of  the 
French  was  as  17  to  14.  The  speed  of 
our  cruisers  is  at  this  moment  a  knot 
less  than  the  French,  and  many  of  those 
vessels  are  obsolete.  I  am  sorry  that  I 
have  not  the  list  with  me ;  but  I  can 
state  to  the  Committee  that,  out  of  the 
41  cruisers  which  we  have  now,  18  are 
obsolete.  I  entirely  agree  with  the  re- 
marks that  have  been  made  about  the 
Training  Squadrons.  We  cannot  do 
without  them.  There  are  also  some  of 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Sir  John  Goret) 
with  which  I  agree,  particularly  those 
which  relate  to  the  arlincers  of  the  Boyal 
Navy.  The  grievance  of  these-  men  is 
that  their  pensions  are  not  in  proportion 
to  their  pay,  whereas  the  pensions  of  the 
chief  petty  officers,  with  whom  they 
rank,  are  in  proportion  to  their  pay ;  and 
I  submit  to  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  that  he 
should  take  note  of  the  fact,  and  that  it 
should  hare  the  attention  of  the  Board 
of  Admiralty.  The  artificers  of  the 
Boyal  Navy  are  a  most  useful  body  of 
men.  We  must  remember  that,  in  these 
days  of  steam,  although  it  rests  with  the 
cap^tain  to  put  his  vessel  in  the  position 
which  he  desires,  he  is  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  the  stokers  and  others.  So 
much  indebted  do  I  feel  to  these  men 
that,  in  one  little  action  in  which  I  had 
the  luck  to  be  engaged,  I  ordered  the 
stokers  to  go  to  one  side  of  the  ship  and 
the  Blue-jackets  to  the  other,  and  I 
called  on  the  Blue-jackets  to  give  the 
engine-room,  department  three  cheers. 
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Well,  Sir,  the  request  I  have  to  make 
on  behalf  of  these  men  is  that  the 
question  of  their  pensions  and  their 
position  in  the  Navy  should  be  taken 
into  consideration ;  and,  with  regard  to 
the  latter,  I  ask  that  tbey  should  be 
called  engine-room  artificers — there  is  no 
need  to  wU  them  varrant  officers.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Fortamonth 
(Sir  "William  Grossman)  has  made  some 
remarks  about  a  corps  of  which  we,  as 
naval  officers,  are  as  proud  as  he  is.  I 
do  not  agree  with  the  whole,  but  with 
some,  of  theremarkeoftbehon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman.  I  do  not  agree  with 
him  when  he  says  the  Uarines  should  not 
always  be  under  the  control  of  the  naval 
captain,  because  it  is,  I  think,  obvious 
that  the  oaptaiu'e  control  must  extend 
over  everything  and  everybody  con- 
nected with  the  ship.  I  agree  with  the 
bon.  and  gallant  (i«ntlemau  that  the 
position  of  the  Boyal  Marines  is  not 
what  it  should  be,  and  that  they  do  not 
get  those  advantages  in  which  they  are 
entitled  to  share.  X  aleo  partly  agree 
with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  in 
his  remarks  with  regard  to  StafiF  ap- 
pointments. The  difference  between 
a  soldier  and  a  sulor  is  this — that  a 
sailor  will  ran  where  he  thinks  he  is 
wanted,  but  a  soldier  will  stand  at  hie 
post.  At  the  time  the  Duke  of  Edin- 
burgh was  shot  at  in  Australia,  we  sta- 
tioned a  Blue-jacket  guard  for  his  pro- 
tection ;  there  was  a  double  ring  of 
sentries  around  the  house,  and  they 
were  ordered  to  hail  anybody  who  came 
past  three  times,  and  if  there  was  no 
answer  they  were  to  fire.  There  was  an 
emu  in  the  garden.  The  emu  passed ; 
the  Blue-jacket  sentry  hailed  the  emu, 
which  did  not  answer;  he  hailed  it 
three  times,  but  it  never  answered,  and 
then  fired,  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  he 
missed  the  bird.  I  mention  this  to 
show  the  difference  between  the  Marine 
and  the  Blae^acket,  for  directly  aftw- 
wards  every  Blue-jsM^et  sentry  ran  to 
the  place  where  the  shot  had  been 
fired ;  whereas,  of  course,  military  sen- 
tries Tould  have  remained  at  their  posts. 
The  fact  is,  you  train  one  man — the 
Blue-jacket — to  be  useful  everywhere  on 
the  spur  of  the  moment,  and  you  train 
the  soldier  to  do  his  duty  on  the  spot. 
I  repeat  that  the  Marines  are  a  moat 
useful  body  of  men,  capable  of  being 
landed  and  carrying  out  with  the  dis- 
cipline and  pnmdon  of  the  soldier 
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whatever  work  Uiey  have  to  do.  As  to 
the  question  of  expenditure,  I  have  en- 
deavoured to  show  as  briefly  as  posuble 
that  great  saving  can  be  effected,  par- 
ticularly in  the  Backyards ;  but  not  by 
reducing  those  establishments,  because 
I  believe  you  can  never  get  work  better 
done  than  it  is  in  our  Dockyards.  What 
you  want  is  better  organization  and 
better  administration ;  and  I  hope  that 
it  will  be  clearly  undsratood  that  an 
Admiral  shall  always  administer  the 
Dockyards  over  the  heads  of  whatever 
civil  assistants  there  may  be  to  support 
him. 

Captain  VEENEY(Buck8,  N.,  Buck- 
ingham) :  Sir,  we  have  been  told  by  an 
hon.  Member  (Hr.  lllingworth)  tkat 
we  naval  officers  returned  as  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  when  a  question 
of  naval  policy  comes  forward,  are  not 
to  take  part  in  the  discussion.  But 
I  venture  to  ask  the  Committee  to 
consider  that  there  are  two  or  three 
sides  to  a  question  of  naval  policy, 
and  there  is  one  portion  of  it  on  which 
naval  officers  may  claim  to  hare  some- 
thing to  say.  In  the  first  place,  on 
the  question  of  expenditure  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Navy,  naval  officors  do 
not  pretend  to  be  financiers;  and  they 
ought,  therefore,  to  be  content  to  leave 
questions  of  finance  to  those  who  under- 
stand them.  As  to  the  question  of  naral 
establishments,  naval  officers  ought  to 
know  something  about  that ;  but  they 
have  no  right  to  lay  claim  to  ezclusiro 
knowledge  on  the  subject,  because  there 
are  others  capable  of  forming  just  as 
good  an  opinion  as  they  can  of  the  class 
and  number  of  ships  required  in  the 
Navy.  Those  persons  have,  of  course, 
the  advantage  of  consulting  with  nav&l 
officers  on  questions  relating  to  the  re- 

Juirements  of  the  Fleet ;  and,  therefore, 
repeat  that  naval  offi!cers  cannot  lay 
claim  to  exdnsive  knowledge  un  that 
point.  But  there  is  one  point  on  which 
naval  officers  have  a  right  to  speak,  and 
on  which  men  without  practical  experi- 
ence should  be  silent.  When  the  ships 
and  guns  have  left  the  bands  of  the  pro- 
fessional experts,  the  country  does  not 
want  to  know  on  what  scientific  theories 
they  were  constructed,  but  how  they 
will  serve  us  when  put  to  the  test  of  real 
work.  Naval  officers  are  alone  capable 
of  judging  of  the  efficiency  of  the  ships 
of  the  Navy ;  and,  therefore,  Sir,  I  think 
it  is  unwise  of  economiato  in  this  Home 
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to  be  desirona  of  ahutting  ihe  mouthe  of 
naval  officers,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  Blmgworth)  attempted 
to  do  a  few  nights  ago.  Why,  Sir,  it  is 
the  greatest  service  that  can  be  per- 
formed from  the  point  of  view  of 
economy  in  respect  of  naval  adminis- 
tration to  tell  the  House  and  the  ooun- 
tr;  whether  the  ships  on  which  such 
vast  sums  of  money  are  expended  are 
or  are  not  efficient.  The  old  Navy  be- 
fore the  days  of  steam  was  essentially  an 
efficient  Navy.  Our  ships  were  the  best 
afloat ;  tbey  had  the  best  rope,  the  best 
canvas,  and  the  best  guns  that  could  be 
made — there  were  no  ships  in  the  world 
that  could  compare  with  the  ships  of  our 
Navy  before  iron-clads  were  introduced. 
Thej  were  thoroughly  efficient ;  they 
always  went  at  full  speed ;  the  material 
of  which  they  were  constructed  was 
of  the  best;  their  armament  was  tbe 
very  best  that  could  be  found;  and, 
as  I  have  said,  there  was  no  better 
class  of  ship  than  the  sailing  vessels 
of  the  Navy  in  the  old  days.  But  it 
is  not  so  now.  We  have  at  tbe  pre- 
sent time  very  few  efficient  ships  in  the 
Navy ;  and  therefore  I  say  that  this  is  a 
subject  on  which  we  men  of  the  Navy 
Lave  a  right  to  speak.  Take  the  ques- 
tion «f  speed.  We  have  not  many  ships 
in  the  Navy  which  can  go  at  full  speed 
for  any  length  of  time.  When  I  was 
afloat  from  1870  to  1873  in  the  Mediter- 
ranean, almost  every  ship  had  to  work 
her  boilers  at  reduced  speed.  Then  we 
find  other  nations  with  more  powerful 
weapons  than  we  have ;  and  therefore  I 
say  that  our  Navy  is  not  efficient  in  the 
matterof  weapons.  Thenobleandgallant 
Lord  the  Member  for  Marylebone  (Lord 
Charles  Beresford)  told  the  House  the 
other  day  that  naval  officers  do  not  now 
the  training  necessaiy  to  fit  them 
the  command  of  ships.  Well,  Sir, 
reverting  to  the  subject  of  the  rate  of 
ipeed,  during  the  three  years  of  my 
command  I  do  not  think  I  went  more 
than  20  times  at  full  speed.  There  is 
a  standing  order  in  the  Navy  that  the 
captain  shall  ascertain  what  is  the 
most  economic  rate  of  speed — that  is  to 
Bay,  the  speed  at  which  he  can  cover  the 
greatest  distance  with  the  least  expen- 
diture of  coal.  This  generally  works 
out  at  from  five  to  seven  knots  an 
hour ;  and  a  ship,  unless  on  particular 
service,  is  always  required  to  steam  at 
that  speed,  the  consequence  being  that 


naval  officers  are  only  accustomed  to 

handle  their  ships  at  a  low  speed.  But 
when  your  Navy  is  required  for  active 
service,  you  have  to  go  at  full  speed ; 
you  have  to  go  at  10,  15,  or  16  knots 
habitually;  and  I  say  that  under  the 
present  system  you  do  not  give  your 
naval  officers  a  chance  of  handling  their 
ships  at  that  speed.  A  ship  steers  very 
differently,  and  requires,  in  consequence, 
very  different  handling  when  going  at 
one  speed  from  what  ih.Q  requires  under 
another.  The  stokers  cannot,  under  the 
circumstances  I  have  mentioned,  keep 
up  steam  enough  to  eet  speed  out  of  the 
ships.  What  would  be  thought  in  the 
Army,  if  a  Cavalry  officer  were  expected 
to  take  his  regiment  into  action  at  full 
gallop,  when  he  had  never  been  allowed 
to  drill  it  except  at  a  walk?  Would 
any  hon.  Member  intrust  his  carriage  to 
a  coachman  who  had  never  driven  his 
horses  except  at  a  foot's  pace?  And 
yet  you  require  your  naval  officers  to  go 
into  action  and  manoeuvre  their  ships  at 
a  tremendous  speed  to  which  they  have 
not  been  accustomed.  Why,  Sir,  when 
we  do  handle  our  ships  at  full  speed,  we 
feel  we  are  not  accustomed  to  it.  No 
doubt,  the  cost  to  the  country  of  allow- 
ing the  ships  of  the  Navy  always  to  go 
atfuUspeed  would  be  very  great;  but  that 
is  no  business  of  the  naval  officer.  Our 
business  is  to  tell  you  that  your  ships, 
on  which  you  have  spent  large  sums  of 
money,  are  not  as  efficient  as  they 
ought  to  be  ;  and  it  is  the  duty  of  every 
hon.  Member  to  insist  that  the  Navy  of 
this  country,  even  if  it  be  small,  shall 
at  least  be  efBcient.  It  cannot  be  efficient 
under  the  conditions  I  have  described. 
English  naval  officers  ought  to  be  the 
best  officers  in  the  world.  I  do  hope 
that  hon.  Members  will  not  be  found  to 
rise  in  this  House  and  ascribe  to  naval 
officers  unworthy  motives.  Perhaps  it 
would  be  well  to  give  them  credit  for  a 
little  patriotism  and  regard  for  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  Service  to  which  they  have 
devoted  their  lives,  as  well  as  a  desire  to 
win  therespect  and  affection  of  theircoun- 
trymeu.  I  venture  to  say  that  the  name 
of  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  who  sits  op- 
posite (Lord  Cbarles  Beresford),  and  who 
has  spoken  to-day,  is  beloved  wherever 
it  is  mentioned.  In  the  old  days,  when 
one  ship  fouled  another  very  little  harm 
was  done,  and  the  damage  could  be 
easily  made  good;  but  if  one  of  our 
iron-clads  fou&  another  a  very  different 
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result  follows ;  the  ship  has  to  be  takoa 
into  dock,  and  it  will  probably  be  found 
that  there  ie  a  great  hole  in  her  aide. 
It  is  the  enormoufl  weight  of  the  ships 
as  compared  with  what  it  was  formerly 
that  causes  this.  For  handling  ships  of 
this  kind  tou  want  a  man  of  exceeding 
nenre,  and  one  who  carries  in  his  mind's 
eye  the  exact  curve  which  the  ship  will 
make  in  steering.  If  a  ship  is  going 
out  of  a  narrow  harbour,  for  instance, 
everything  depends  on  the  captain's 
knowledge  of  we  behaviour  of  the  ship 
under  different  rates  of  speed.  You 
must  not  falter ;  yon  must  not  stop ;  if 
you  do  you  will  come  to  grief;  you 
must,  therefore,  go  on  and  have  in  your 
mind*s  eye  the  exact  curve  which  the  ship 
will  make.  Well,  Sir.  I  think  in 
a  situation  demanding  sueh  diserimina- 
tion  the  Committee  will  agree  with  me 
in  saying  that  the  captain  must  know 
exactly  what  his  ship  will  do  at  full 
speed.  It  is  necessary  that  our  naval 
officers  should  know  how  to  handle  the 
great  engines  under  them  with  perfect 
nerve  and  skill ;  and  it  is  in  my  judg- 
ment clear  that  nothing  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  stand  in  the  way  of  their 
attaining  the  knowledge  necessary  to 
|trodaoe  that  result,  because  otherwise, 
in  time  of  need,  the  nation  will  suffer 
for  it.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
opposite  (8ir  John  Commerell)  has  told 
us  what  his  experience  has  been  with  a 
vessel  having  a  twin-sorew— the  gaUant 
Admiral  may  not  be  as  well  known  to 
tiie  House  as  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Marylebone  (Iiord  Oharles  Beres- 
ford) ;  but  he  is  as  well  known  in  the 
Navy,  and  there  is  no  man  whose  voice 
shomd  be  more  attentively  listened  to. 
He  explained  his  own  experiences  when 
in  command  of  a  heavily- sparred  twin- 
screw  vessel,  and  how  he  had  repre- 
sented to  the  Admiralty  the  uselessness, 
and  even  the  danger,  of  such  heavy 
masts ;  but  when  be  returned  home  he 
found  another  twin-screw  ship  being 
n'g^ed  with  still  heavier  spars.  What 
have  the  economists  to  say  to  that? 
Now,  I  felt  very  muoh  what  the  gal- 
lant Admiral  said,  because  I  also 
commanded  a  twin-sorew  ship,  and  I 
also  made  representations  about  her 
spars.  What  I  found  was  this— that 
she  would  never  go  to  windward  at  all 
under  sail,  and  if  ever  I  wanted  to  go  a 
little  way  to  windward  it  was  neeessary 
to  get  steam  up.   For  instance,  I  had 
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on  one  occasion  to  get  steam  up  to  steam 
only  about  200  yards  to  get  into  Ascen- 
sion. Well,  surely  that  was  not  economy. 
But  why  was  it?  Because  the  Admiralty 
had  put  useless  spars  into  the  vessel, 
which  was  a  positive  blunder,  and  could 
have  been  no  use  to  her  in  the  event  of 
her  going  into  action.  In  regard  to  the 
efficiency  of  the  men,  all  I  can  say  is 
this— that  there  never  was  a  time  when 
our  officers  and  men  were  more  efficient 
than  they  are  now.  When  I  look  back 
at  the  low  class  whom  we  had  amongst 
the  men  of  the  Navy,  when  I  first  went 
to  sea,  and  the  low  tastes  they  developed, 
I  am  astonished  when  I  compare  them 
with  the  men  whom  we  have  in  the 
Service  at  the  present  time.  The  sea- 
men of  to-day  are  amongst  the  most 
sober,  intelligent,  and  educated  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects.  Then,  in  re- 
gard to  the  officers,  I  do  not  know  that 
the  members  of  any  profession  are  better 
educated  in  their  profession  than  are 
our  naval  officers.  During  the  three 
years  in  which  I  commanded  a  ship  in 
the  Afediterranean,  I  never  knew  an 
instance  when  the  captain  of  an  English 
man-ofwar  did  not  take  his  ship  in  and 
out  of  harbour  without  a  pilot,  al- 
though the  captain  of  every  foreign 
man-of-war,  without  exception,  always 
employed  a  pilot.  It  occurs  to  me,  how- 
ever, that  the  time  has  now  come  when 
this  House  should  insist  that  there  shall 
be  promotion  from  the  ranks  in  the 
Navy  as  well  as  in  the  Army.  I  be- 
lieve that  the  time  has  gone  by  when 
the  country  will  allow  all  the  higher 
nrades  of  the  Profession  to  be  held  ex- 
clusively by  one  particular  class,  and 
before  very  long  I  hope  to  see  a  way 
open  to  the  highest  ranks  of  the  Navy 
to  seamen  of  the  Fleet.  I  have  a  No- 
tice on  the  Paper  on  this  subject 
which  I  intend  to  bring  forward.  I 

Fistponed  it  until  after  Easter,  because 
believed  that  I  was  going  right  in  the 
teeth  of  the  Nary.  To  my  astonish- 
ment, however,  witbin  the  last  few  days 
I  have  discovered  that  many  of  the 
higher  officers  are  in  favour  of  it.  I 
have  asked  three  Questions  on  this  sub- 
ject from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Bfr.  Hib- 
bert),  and  I  cannot  forbear  expressing 
my  thanks  for  the  courteous  and  care- 
ful confuderation  with  which  he  has 
replied  to  them.  I  have  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  the  matter  is  likely  to  be  oon- 
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sidered  in  a  short  time  hy  the  Admi- 
ralty, with  a  view  of  seeing  if  it  is  pos- 
sible to  do  an  act  of  justice  to  everj  sea- 
man in  the  Fleet,  by  giving  him  an'op- 
portunity  of  rising  to  the  highest  ranks 
of  the  Profession.  If  this  be  done,  it 
will  go  far  to  remove  the  grievanoes  of 
the  seamen  of  the  Fleet,  and  the  Eng- 
lish Navy  in  the  future  will  continue 
to  be  what  it  always  has  been  in  the 
past.  I  hope  the  Committee  will  not 
thhik  that  we  naval  officers  are  ex- 
travagant when  we  demand  efficiency. 
For  my  part,  I  shall  never  hesitate  to 
speak  out  my  mind  when  X  think  the 
Service  falls  short  of  what  the  country 
has  a  right  to  e^ect. 

Captaiit  PBICE  (Devonport) :  I  lis- 
tened with  the  greatest  pleasure  to  the 
very  able  and  very  lucid  speech  of  my 
light  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Hibbert) ;  but  I 
think  I  must  also  say  that  the  Navy 
will  listen  with  some  feeling  of  dis- 
appointment to  the  statement  which  has 
been  laid  before  us  by  the  exponent 
of  the  Admiralty  in  this  House  this 
evening,  and  for  this  reason.  After  all 
the  money  we  were  called  upon  to  spend 
last  year;  after  the  great  scare  which 
went  over  the  country  in  regard  to 
BuBsia,  and  after  all  the  expense  which 
was  caused  by  it,  the  Navy  did  expect 
that  the  Bepresentative  of  the  Admi- 
ralty would  have  been  able  to  come 
down  here  to-night  and  have  told  the 
Committee  that  at  last  the  Navy  had 
been  put  into  a  thoroughly  efficient  state. 
I  know  very  well  that  be  is  not  to  blame, 
however,  and  that  he  has  only  followed 
the  example  of  other  Secretaries  to  the 
Admiralty,  and  has  simply  come  down 
clearly  to  explain  the  Estimates  before 
the  Committee.  It  never  has  been  the 
custom,  unfortunately,  and  I  am  afraid 
it  never  will  be,  for  the  Bepresentative 
of  the  Admiralty  to  tell  us,  to  tell  the 
Committee  or  the  country,  that  the  Esti- 
mates which  he  is  placing  before  the 
House  are  sufficient  to  place  the  Navy 
in  a  thoroughly  efficient  condition.  I 
did  not  take  part  in  the  debate  on  Mon- 
day night  for  this  reason.  There  are 
several  new  Members  in  the  House  be- 
longing to  the  Naval  Profession,  and 
I  thought  that  it  was  only  right  that 
they  should  have  a  full  opportunity  of 
putting  before  ihe  House  their  Tiews  on 
the  state  of  the  Navy.  The  House  has 
been  in  the  habit  of  hearing  the  same 
Bepreaeutatives  of  Dockyard  boroughs 
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year  after  year  advancing  the  same 
arguments  on  these  Estimates  in  re- 
gard to  the  Navy;  but  this  year  we 
have  new  men,  who  have  had  great  ex- 
perience of  the  Navy,  coming  here  and 
confirming  everything  that  we  have  said 
before  on  these  matters.  What  is  the 
leading  feature  of  the  statement  which 
has  been  put  before  the  Committee  to* 
night?  I  think  the  country  will  oon- 
sider  that  it  is  this.  That  the  Estimates 
of  the  late  Board  are  really  the  Estimate 
which  were  presented  to  the  Qovem- 
ment,  and  that  those  Estimates  have 
been  reduced  by  no  less  than  £500,000. 
It  is  well  known  in  this  House  and  out- 
of-doors  that  the  Gh>Temment  have  only 
to  say  that  such  and  such  a  sum  is  ne- 
cessary for  the  efficienoy  of  the  Navy, 
and  no  single  Member  in  this  House 
would  decline  to  vote  the  sum  asked  for. 
For  the  first  time  within  my  knowledge, 
the  Government  have  detuned  to  ask 
for  the  sum  of  money  which  has  been 
considered  by  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
sufficient,  and  only  sufficient,  to  put  the 
Navy  in  an  efficient  condition.  I  do 
not  think  that  I  can  be  contradicted 
when  I  say  that  the  Estimates  now  put 
forward  are  not  those  submitted  by 
the  Board  of  Admiralty.  All  the  prin- 
cipal members  of  the  present  Board,  and 
nearly  all  the  permanent  officials  and 
heads  of  Departments,  have  been  sitting 
at  the  Admiralty  for  months  past^  and 
they  came  to  the  conolusion  that  it  was 
necessary  to  pay  a  certain  amount  of 
money  to  put  the  Navy  in  a  proper  state 
of  efficiency.  That  sum  was  asked  for 
by  the  Board,  and  that  sum  has  been 
reduced  by  £500,000.  I  think  I  may 
put  it  in  this  way— that  the  Treasury 
have  been  asked  for  £500,000  more  than 
we  have  been  asked  for  to-night.  I 
should  like  to  put  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Sir  WiUiam  Harcourt)  into 
the  witness-box  on  this  matter  to-night. 
Speaking  in  the  City  yesterday,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that 
the  Admiralty  could  not  have  everything 
that  they  required,  and  that  they  must 
cut  their  coat  according  to  their  cloth. 
I  think  there  is  a  great  deal  which  we 
can  read  between  the  lines  in  that  re- 
mark. What  it  amounts  to  is  this— that 
the  Admiralty  cannot  have  what  they 
require ;  that  they  must  take  what  he 
WM  prepared  to  gire  them.  Well,  Sir, 
by-and-bye  hon.  Hembe»  are  to  be 
asked  to  give  £200,000,000  for  the  dis- 
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ruption  of  the  Empire,  and  I  do  not 
think  it  is  too  much  to  ask  them  to  give 
£5,000,000  to  assist  in  maintaining  the 
remnants  of  the  Empire.  My  noble 
IViend  below  me  the  late  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
told  ua  that  he  asked  for  £500,000  more 
tor  the  purpose  of  laying  down  small 
ships  and  for  providing  torpedoes.  He 
wanted  £350.000  for  torpedoes. 

LoED  GEORGE  HAMILTON  (Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing)  :  For  torpedoes  and  tor- 
pedo boats. 

Captain  PRICE :  I  do  not  know  how 
much  that  that  would  amount  to  for  tor- 
pedoes alone.  If  I  rightly  understand 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Hibbert),  he  said  he  can  only  ask  the 
Committee  to  provide  900  torpedoes  this 
year,  although  1,400  would  be  even- 
tually necessary.  As  Whitehead  torpe- 
does cost  last  year  between  £300  and 
£400  a-piece,  the  purchase  of  000  of 
them  would  require  a  good  bit  of  money ; 
but  why  are  we  not  to  have  as  many  as  are 
xequired?  I  belieTe  it  is  because  we 
hare  no  means  of  making  a  sufficient 

fuantity  in  this  country.  Last  year, 
uring  the  Russian  scare,  I  am  told 
that  there  was  a  great  deficiency  of  tor- 
pedoes; and  I  uiould  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert),  therefore, 
whether  any  arrangement  has  been  made 
at  Woolwich  or  elsewhere  for  supplying 
them  ?  I  should  like  to  ask  him  whe- 
ther any  contract  has  been  entered  into 
with  Mr.  Whitehead  for  manufacturing 
them  this  year  ?  As  to  torpedo  boats, 
we  heard  something  amusing  about  them 
last  year,  when  the  Earl  of  Northbrook, 
in  "  another  place,"  told  us  that  he  was 
going  to  provide  40  torpedo  boats,  and 
that  they  would  be  armed  with  guns 
during  the  war,  and  that  after  peace 
was  proclaimed  they  were  to  be  armed 
with  their  natural  weapon — the  torpedo. 
I  should  like  to  know  whether  that 
policy  is  to  be  repeated  P  The  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  in  his  very  able  speech 
to-night,  said  nothing  at  all  about  the 
peraonntl  of  the  Navy ;  but  I  dare  say 
he  intends  to  allude  to  that  matter  upon 
some  subsequent  Vote.  It  has  been  the 
custom  to  refer  to  the  matter  on  this 
Vote,  but  I  quite  recognize  the  circum- 
stance under  which  he  has  refrained 
from  taking  that  course  to-night;  but  I 
hope  that  he  or  his  Colleague,  at  some 
future  time,  will  give  us  a  little  more 
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information  upon  the  pertonnel  of  ttie 
Navy.    There  is  one  matter  which  I 
should  like  to  refer  to,  and  which  re- 
Sects  great  credit  upon  recent  First 
Lords  of  the  Admiralty — and  that  is,  that 
they  have  at  last  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  we  ought  to  provide  for  the 
support  of  the  widows  of  our  seamen 
and  marines.   I  hope  that  the  matter 
will  be  satisfactorily  settled,  and  in  the 
most  liberal  possible  spirit.  Something 
has  been  said  about  that  gallant  corps, 
the  Royal  Marines ;  and  I  think  that 
that  is  a  question  which  no  naval  officer 
can  altogether  help  referring  to  when 
Naval  Estimates  are  before  this  House. 
I  must  say  that  I  am  sorry  to  see  that 
this  force  is  to  be  reduced  by  70.  The 
reduction  is  a  small  one,  no  doubt,  but 
still  it  is  a  reduction.   In  my  opinion, 
there  in  no  force  in  the  servioa  of  the 
Crown  which  is  more  economical,  or 
more  efficient,  than  the  ooips  of  Marines. 
Regarding  the  question  which  my  noble 
and  gallant  Friend  below  the  Gangway 
(Lord  Charles  Beresford)  has  mentioned, 
I  understand  that  he  spoke  abont  the 
punishment  of  Marines  for  rarious  of- 
fences on  board  ship.   I  think  my  noMe 
and  gallant  Friend  was  right — that  that 
matter  ought  to  be  left  to  the  captain  of 
the  ship.    But,  for  my  part,  I  think  that 
the  power  of  inflicting  punishment  on 
the  Marines  should  be  left  in  the  hands 
of  the  senior  officer  of  Marines  on  board 
Bhi|)  as  much  as  possible,  and  on  shore 
entirely  so.    In  regard  to  the  engine- 
room  artificers  on  board  ship,  also,  I 
wish  to  say  that  I  think  that,  in  the 
interests  of  discipline,  I  believe  it  is 
necessary  that  those  men  who  are  put 
in  charge  of  the  engines  ought,  at  the 
very  least,  to  hold  the  position  of  warrant 
officers.  Ihare  always  maintained  that  the 
upper  classes  of  artificers,  after  10  years* 
service,  ought  to  be  raised  to  the  rank 
of  warrant  officers.  iTust  one  word  on  the 
question  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Cap- 
tain Vemey)  has  raised  as  to  warrant  offi- 
cers. I  understand  that  after  Easter  he  is 
going  to  raise  the  question,  and  take  the 
vote  of  the  House  upon  it.    If  he  does,  I 
shall  have  very  great  pleasure  in  second- 
ing him.   It  is  a  question  I  have  often 
raised  in  this  House—that  of  the  promo- 
tion of  warrant  officers.    It  seems  to 
me  extraordinary  that  in  the  Naval 
Service  of  this  country,  above  all  others, 
no  man — no  seaman — should  be  able  to 
rise  abore  the  rank  of  warrant  officer. 
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It  used  not  to  be  so  in  years  gone  by. 
There  were  frequent  cases  in  the  old 
days  of  seamen  rising  to  be  Oaptains 
and  Admirals ;  but  noT  they  are  alto- 
gether cut  off  from  anything  of  the  kind. 
This  is  not  the  condition  of  thinvsin  the 
Army.  We  do  not  pretend  to  nave  an 
Army.  That  small,  if  gallant,  body  of 
men  we  have  to  fight  our  battles  for  us 
is  only  by  compliment  on  the  Oontinent 
called  an  Army,  and  yet  the  oasee  in 
which  men  have  risen  from  the  ranks 
to  the  possession  of  commisaioDB  are 
very  frequent.  I  think  there  are  120 
men  now  holding  commissions  as  Oap- 
tains and  Lieutenants  who  have  sprung 
from  the  ranks,  besides  600  or  700 
Quartermasters  and  Ridingmasters. 
Though  an  Order  was  placed  on  the 
Statute  Book  by  which  it  was  provided 
that  commissions  should  be  giTen  to 
seamen,  yet,  although  that  Order  came 
out  30  years  ago,  not  a  single  instance 
has  ever  yet  been  noted  of  a  man  being 
BO  promoted.  I  know  I  shall  be  told, 
aa  I  hare  been  before,  that  commissions 
are  given.  But  what  are  these  commis- 
sions ?  It  has  been  the  cnstom  for  the 
past  few  years  to  promote  gunners  and 
boatswains  to  be  vhat  are  called  chief 
gunners  and  chief  boatswains ;  and  they 
are  told  when  they  are  so  promoted  that 
they  are  commissioned  officen.  They 
receive  a  piece  of  paper  with  the  word 
"  commission "  written  on  it,  which  en- 
titles them  to  call  themselves  commis- 
sioned officers ;  but  they  are  not  really 
commissioned  officers.  They  are  still 
boatswains  and  gunners,  and  do  not 
rank  with  the  officers.  Well,  there  is 
no  unreasonable  request  made  in  con- 
nection with  this  subject — there  is  do 
difficulty  in  the  matter  at  all.  We  are 
told  that  there  are  social  diffioalties  in 
the  way  of  conferring  the  rank  of  com- 
missioned officers  upon  these  men  ;  but 
there  is  no  reason  vhy  they  should  not 
be  promoted  to  be  lieutenants  or  Oom- 
manders.  You  need  not  put  them  in  the 
ward  room  with  the  other  officers,  if  this 
difficulty  exists,  which  I  do  not  believe ; 
but,  at  all  events,  there  is  no  reason 
why  you  should  not  put  them  in  the 
Ooastguard  Service,  where  the  social 
difficulty  would  not  exist  at  all.  We 
are  sometimes  told  that  we  shall  not 
be  able  to  get  the  warrant  officers 
to  pass  the  examinations  necessary  to 
become  Lieutenants,  and  I  dispute  that 
entirely.   I  maintain  that  erery  gunner 


in  the  Service  is  able  to  pass  the  same 
gunnery  and  seamanship  examinations 
as  the  Lieutenants,  and  that  the  gun- 
ners and  boatswains  could  easily,  with 
the  ordinary  six  months'  training  at 
the  Naval'  OoUege,  pass  &e  necessary 
examinations  in  navigation  and  me- 
chanics. I  hare  said  there  is  no  diffi- 
culty in  regard  to  education  or  the 
social  aspect  of  the  question ;  and  I  say, 
if  you  can  do  it,  promote  those  men  to 
be  Lieutenants  who  are  worthy  of  it — 
place  them  in  the  Ooastguard,  or  in  com- 
mand of  gunboats,  or  second  in  com- 
mand of  gunboats.  There  are  heaps  of 
positions  you  could  give  them  in  the 
Navy.  I  want,  further,  to  suggest — 
and  I  want  the  Bepresentatives  of  the 
Admiralty  to  consider  this  matter,  be- 
cause it  has  been  put  before  me  by 
deputations  and  otherwise— that  chief 
boatswainsand  gunners,  when  they  retire 
irom  the  Service,  should  be  allowed  to 
retire  with  the  rank  of  Lieutenant. 
That 'may  seem  an  empty  kind  of 
honour  to  ask  for ;  but  it  is  really  no- 
thing of  the  kind.  If  the  rank  of  lieu- 
tenant is  given  &ese  men  on  retiring, 
their  ohildren — their  sons— will  hare 
the  satisfaction  of  knowing  that  many 
appointments  are  open  to  them  which 
otherwise  would  not  have  been  open  to 
them,  to  say  nothing  of  the  pride  which 
they  will  feel  in  being  able  to  say  that 
their  fathers  were  promoted  to  commis- 
sions for  long  and  faithful  services.  I 
hope  the  Admiralty  will  consider  this 
question,  and  that,  as  the  French  eol- 
dier  used  to  be  able  to  say  that  every 
knapsack  contained  the  baton  of  a  Mar- 
shal of  France,  so  every  sailor  in  our 
Navy  will  be  able  to  say  that  he  has  in 
his  locker  the  cooked  hat  and  epaulettes 
of  a  British  Admiral. 

Me.  RITCHIE  (Tower  Hamlets, '  St. 
€^eorge's) :  Your  ruling.  Sir,  to-night, 
whifih  is,  no  doubt,  correct,  is  of  sn^  a 
nature  as  will,  I  am  afraid,  prevent  me 
from  dealing  with  many  of  the  questions 
that  hare  been  raised  with  reference  to 
certain  action  we  thought  it  necessary 
to  take  when  we  were  at  the  Admiralty 
with  that  fulness  I  should  hare  been 
glad  to  hare  been  able  to  adopt.  I 
know,  however,  there  will  be  other  op- 

Sortunities  when  we  shall  be  able  to 
isouBS  these  matters  in  greater  detail, 
and  when  we  shall  be  able  to  defend  the 
course  we  thought  it  right  to  take  in  the 
interest  of  the  Berrioe  on  the  subject  of 
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reorganization.  There  are,  howerer,  one 
ortwo  points  I  desire  to  refer  to,  and  which 
I  shall  be  able  to  touch  upon  without 
bringing  myself  uoder  the  oensure  of  the 
Chair.  With  regard  to  the  speech  just 
delivered  br  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Devonport  (Cap- 
tain Price)  as  to  the  Estimates  which  the 
late  GoTerament,  in  the  interests  of  the 
Navy,  thought  it  necessary  to  formulate, 
and  the  Estimates  now  before  the  Oom- 
mittee,  I  must  express  my  great  satis- 
&otion  that  the  proposals  presented  to 
Parliament  by  the  present  Board  are,  on 
the  whole,  of  so  satisfactory  a  nature.  I 
am  glad  to  think  that  the  shipbuilding 
programme  which  we  thought  it  neces- 
sary  to  formulate  in  reference  to  the 
building  of  ships  in  our  Dockyards  has 
been  to  the  full  adopted  by  the  present 
Board,  and  that  they  propose  in  the 
Dockyards  to  spend  this  year  probably 
a  larger  sum  than  has  ever  been  spent 
before,  exclusire  of  the  sum  taken  from 
the  Vote  of  Credit  for  wages.  I  am  ex- 
tremely glad  that  they  have  so  far 
adopted  our  views  in  that  respect,  be- 
cause I  feel  sure  that  if  arrangements 
are  made  for  the  economical  administra- 
tion of  the  money  that  it  is  proposed  to 
devote,  the  more  wages  you  spend  in  the 
Dookyarda,  within  certain  limits,  the 
more  likely  you  are  to  have  an  efficient 
and  cheap  Navy.  It  would,  perhaps, 
interest  the  Committee  to  hear  that, 
large  as  are  the  wages  taken  for  ship- 
building in  our  Dockyards,  they  are 
nothing  like  the  proportion  that  would 
be  spent  in  the  private  Dockyards  which 
had  the  same  amount  of  work  on  hand. 
Certainly,  if  it  pays  private  builders  to 
spend  large  sums  of  money  in  wages  in 
order  to  get  the  work  quickly  out  of 
hand,  it  ought  to  follow  that  a  similar 
course  would  be  to  the  interests  of 
ecoonomy  in  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards. 
Great  fault  has  been  found — and  I 
think  rightly  found — with  the  delay 
which  has  taken  place,  and  which  is 
almost  thet  normal  condition  of  things, 
with  reference  to  building  in  our  Dock- 
yards ;  though  it  is  true  that  in  one  or  two 
cases  ships  have  been  turned  out  with 
remarkable  and  praisevrorthy  expedi- 
tion— and  especially  I  would  refer  to 
tho  ship  to  which  reference  has  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Devonport  (Mr.  Puleston) — 
namely,  the  Bero,  which  was  turned  out 
with  a  speed  which  would  have  done 
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credit  to  any-  private  Yard  in  the  conn- 
try.  In  the  case  of  the  Btro,  the  ship 
was  turned  out  so  rapidly  because  there 
was  not  a  large  amountof  new  workbeing 
done  at  the  Yard.  A  large  amount  of 
labour  could  be  got  on  it,  and  kept  on 
it,  which  is  the  great  secret  of  turning 
out  ships  with  rapidity.  When  we  were 
at  the  Admiralty,  our  view  was  that  it 
was  to  the  truest  interests  of  eoonomy 
that  everything  in  our  power  should  be 
done  to  ohtain  more  rapidity  of  construc- 
tion in  the  Dockyards  tiian  had  ever  beoi 
exhibited.  The  Committee  will  see  that 
the  programmeforwork  in  theDockyards 
that  has  now  been  adopted  by  the  present 
Board  ofAdmiraltyisa  programme  which 
will  insure  much  more  satisfactory  pro- 
gress in  the  Dockyards  than  has  hither- 
to been  the  case;  and  I  would  point 
out  that  whereas  it  was  stated  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  (Mr,  Hibbert)  that  the 
Ajax  was  nine  years  being  built,  the 
Nile  and  the  Trafalgar,  two  ships  of  far 

freater  tonnage  than  the  Jjax,  are  put 
own  in  this  year's  Estimates  to  be  o(nn- 
pleted  by  the  year  1 890,  so  that  if  the  pro- 

Sramme  whi<^  is  now  placed  before  the 
ommittee  and  the  House  is  carried  out, 
we  shall  see  these  two  vessels,  the  JVt& 
and  the  Trafalgar — which  will  be  two  of 
themostpowerfulBhipsinthe  wotUI  when 
they  are  afloat — turned  out  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Dockyards  in  a  pniod  which  I 
thiiJc  in  ordinary  times  woald  hardly  be 
exceeded  by  any  private  Yard.  I  hope 
that  thepresent  Board  will  makeit  a  point 
to  see  that  their  proposals  in  that  respect 
are  pushed  forward  with  the  view  of  carry- 
ing out  the  programme  that  is  put  before 
the  Committee.  "While,  however,  I  ex- 
press my  entire  satisfaction  witJi  the 
proposals  made  by  the  Government 
with  reference  to  the  work  in  the  Dock- 
yards, I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I  cannot 
express  the  same  amount  of  approval  of 
the  other  portion  of  their  programme. 
My  hon.  and  gallantPriend  the  Member 
for  Devonport  (Captain  Price)  said  the 
Estimates  presented  by  the  present  Go- 
vernment were  not  within  £500,000  (tf 
the  Estimates  prepared  fay  ttie  previous 
Board.  In  that  he  rather  ander-eeti- 
mated  than  over-estimated  the  condition 
of  things.  The  EsHmates  presented 
the  present  Board,  so  far  as  my  recol- 
lection goes,  are,  in  round  numbers, 
£500,000  less  upon  what  may  be  called 
the  ordinary  programme  of  the  year 
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than  the  Estimates  of  the  late  Board, 
apart  from  the  additional  programme 
for  extra  small  vessela  which  we  hoped 
—I  must  say,  however,  that  it  did 
not  go  beyond  a  hope— we  might  have 
been  able  to  induce  the  Treasury  to 
sanction.  Therefore,  how  ia  it  that 
notwithstanding  the  Estimates  which 
are  now  before  the  Committee  are 
£500,000  less,  so  far  as  what  I  may  call 
the  ordinary  programme  of  the  year  is 
concerned)  than  those  which  we  formu- 
lated, yet  the  same  amount  of  work  that 
we  proposed  is  going  to  be  turned  out 
of  the  Dockyards  ?  Well,  I  will  tell  the 
Committee  that  the  difference  is  mainly 
in  the  Contract  Vote,  and  that  the  pre- 
sent Estimates  provide  for  a  very  con- 
siderable sum  less  being  spent  under 
that  Vote  than  we  estimated  would  be 
earned  by  the  contractors  during  the 
year.  I  should  very  much  like  to  know 
from  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
how  it  is,  and  by  what  process  it  is, 
that  tbese  Estimates  have  been  re- 
duced in  the  way  that  I  hare  men- 
tioned, because  I  do  not  find  that 
there  is  to  be  any  smaller  programme  ? 
The  same  number  of  ships  are  to  be 
built — the  contraotoi's  are  to  have  the 
same  work  in  hand— as  we  proposed.  It 
is  proposed  to  order  machinery  in  the 
same  way  as  we  proposed  ft>  order  it  for 
ships  that  are  building  in  the  Dock- 
yards ;  but,  notwithstanding  that,  so  far 
as  we  can  see,  taking  the  number  of 
ships  and  the  work  that  is  to  be  taken 
ill  hand  into  consideration,  the  pro- 
gramme is  to  be  the  same  as  the  one  we 
left  at  the  Admiralty,  there  is  to  be 
on  that  particular  Vote  something  like 
£250,000  less  opent  than  we  expected  we 
should  have  to  spend  during  the  year. 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  whether  he  has  obtained  from 
his  responsible  advisers  estimates  of 
the  progress  nhich  is  to  be  made 
upon  the  ships  and  the  machinery  which 
has  been  ordered  and  is  to  be  ordered, 
£2.10,000  less  than  those  they  fur- 
nished to  us  when  we  were  in  Office  7  Is 
it  the  case,  as  to  my  certain  knowledge 
it  haa  been  in  previous  years,  that  it 
being  desired  to  out  down  the  Estimates 
by  £250,000,  orders  have  been  given  to 
the  permanent  officials  charged  with  the 
duty  and  carrying  out  the  work  to  take  off 
the  sum  by  which  it  is  thought  desirable 
to  reduce  the  Estimates  pro  rala  from 
all  the  ships  ?   I  must  say  I  cannot  be- 


lieve that  it  is  to  the  first  of  these  causes 
that  we  have  to  look  for  this  diminution 
in  the  amount  of  the  Estimates,  because 
I  cannot  imagine  that  the  responsible 
officers  of  the  Admiralty  would  within 
the  short  space  of  two  or  three  weeks 
alter  their  minds  so  mucb  as  to  be  able 
to  advise  the  Admiralty  that  the  con- 
tractors would  not  earn  within  £200,000  or 
£300,000  of  the  money  they  had  advised 
us  they  would  be  able  to  earn.  If  I  were 
allowed  to  go  into  questions  of  detail,  I 
could  show  the  Committee  that  whether 
you  take  the  ships  that  are  being  built  by 
tbe  contractors,  or  take  the  machinery 
now  in  order,  or  the  machinery  that  is 
to  be  ordered  and  must  be  ordered,  there 
is  a  suspicious  look  about  these  various 
items  which  makes  it  appear,  certainly 
to  me,  as  if  a  reduction  had  been  ordered, 
and  that  simply  £8,000  had  been  taken 
off  this  ship  and  £8,000  off  the  other, 
and  £10,000  off  this  machinery  and 
£10,000  off  the  other.  I  venture  to  say 
that  if  that  is  the  course  that  has  been 
followed  it  is  a  course  that  the  Committee 
and  the  House  ought  to  condemn.  There 
is  only  one  legitimate  mode  in  which 
Estimates  should  be  presented  to  this 
House,  and  that  is  by  stating  the 
amounts — I  am  speaking  now  of  con- 
tract work— which  you  are  advised  by 
thxffie  who  are  responsible  for  directing 
you  in  Uiese  matters  will  be  earned  by 
the  contractors  in  carrying  out  the  work 
you  have  intrusted  to  them.  What  is  the 
position  the  House  is  likely  to  be  placed 
in  at  the  end  of  the  financial  year  if 
the  reduction  has  been  made  by  simply 
cutting  down  the  Contract  Vot«  by 
£250,000  ?  They  will  find  that  if  the 
contractors  go  on  building  in  the  way  that 
wasoriginally  anticipated,  they  will  at  the 
end  of  the  year  be  asked  for  a  large  Sup* 
plementary  Tote.  It  was  our  fortune,  or 
misfortune,  to  be  the  means  of  its  becom- 
ing necessary  for  the  present  Govern- 
ment to  present  a  considerable  Supple- 
mentary Estimate  to  Parliament  for  the 
purpose  of  meeting  the  demands  of  the 
contractors.  But,  Sir,  the  course  we 
adopted  was  one  of  which  the  House 
unanimously  approved.  We  found  that 
the  contractors  were  proceeding  more 
rapidly  than  was  anticipated  when  the 
Estimates  were  prepared,  and  we  did 
not  think  it  necessary  to  stop  them, 
feeling  sure  that  the  House  would  ap- 

Srove  of  the  course  we  pursued  in 
eeiring  to  get  these  ships  built  as 
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rapidly  as  they  could  be  built.  But 
while  the  Ilouse  was  quite  willing  to 
excuse  us  for  haTing  adopted  that  course, 
and  to  justify  us  for  having  adopted  it, 
I  do  not  think  that  the  House  would 
be  likely  to  approve  of  the  custom  of 
adopting  that  as  a  principle.  I  do  not 
thiu  the  House  would  be  satisfied  with 
a  systematic  under-estimating  of  the 
amounts  to  be  earned  by  the  contractors' 
Ministers  trusting  to  the  House  at  the 
end  of  the  year  to  give  them  the  amount 
rendered  necessary  by  the  extra  earning 
of  the  contractors.  But  it  is  not  only 
with  reference  to  the  work  which  is  being 
undertaken  by  the  contractors  that  there 
has  been  what  I  am  afraid  is  an  undue 
cutting  down  of  the  Estimates  which  we 
left  behind  us.  There  has  been — and 
here,  again,  I  cannot  enter  into  detail — a 
large  sum  cut  off  the  Stores  Vote,  the 
effect  of  which  will  be  that  at  the  end  of 
the  year  the  naval  stores  in  stock  will  be 
lower  than  tliey  have  been  at  any  time 
during  the  past  1 3  years.  'Well,  loan  quite 
understand  the  difficulties  under  which 
theGovemmeot  labour.  There  is  a  declin- 
ing Bevenne  and  a  failing  trade,  and  I  can 

Suite  understand  their  extreme  desire  to 
eep  down  these  Estimates,  which  in 
any  case  are  extremely  high,  to  the 
lowest  possible  amount ;  but  I  do  not 
think  it  is  desirable  to  cut  down  the 
Estimates  if  it  is  done  by  the  means 
which  I  hare  pointed  out  to  the  Com- 
mittee. Well,  now  with  reference  to 
what  I*  would  call  the  extra  programme 
which  we  left  behind  us  and  which  we 
hoped  we  might  have  the  authorization 
of  the  Treasury  to  proceed  with.  I 
can  assure  the  Committee  that  there 
is  no  expenditure  which  is  more  ne- 
cessary than  that  upon  the  small 
additional  programme  which  we  left 
behind.  We,  as  the  noble  Lord 
the  late  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  Qeorge  Hamilton)  pointed  out 
to  the  Committee,  considered  that  it 
was  our  first  duty  to  endeavour  to  bring 
the  Iron-clad  Fleet  of  the  conntry  up  to 
a  level  with  and  a  supenority  over  that 
of  any  other  Power ;  and,  therefore,  we 
felt  that  our  first  duty  was  to  see  that 
ships  were  laid  down  and  built  which 
would  be  a  match  for  any  iron-clad 
that  was  building,  or  built,  throughout 
Europe.  But  we  did  not  shut  our  eyes 
to  the  fact  that  there  was  also  a  grave 
necessity  for  small  vessels  to  b©  pro- 
vided.  I  should  like  to  point  out  to  the 
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Committee,  speaking  with  regard  to  the 
gunboats,  that  although  we  have  33  on 
the  list  as  effective,  in  five  or  six  years 
we  shall  not  have  half-a-dozen  effective 
gunboats  in  the  British  Navy.  Well, 
that  is  a  matter  which  I  think  requires 
the  earnest  attention  of  the  Government ; 
and  I  was  very  glad  indeed  to  hear  my 
right  hon.  Frioid  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  say  that  although  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  indnded  this  kooSSl 
additional  programme  of  ours  in  the 
programme  to  be  laid  before  Parlia- 
meat,  yet  that  they  bad  hopes  that  be- 
fore the  end  of  the  financial  year  they 
might  see  their  way  to  proceeding  with 
some  of  these  extremely  necessary  small 
craft.  I,  of  course,  do  not  quite  see 
myself  where  the  money  is  to  come  from ; 
but  I  hope  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  in 
his  eye  some  unexplored  mine  into  which 
he  will  be  able  to  dip,  and  out  of  which 
he  will  be  able,  at  any  rate,  to  com- 
mence these  vessels. 

The  SECRETAEY  to  thb  ADMI- 
BALTY  (Mr.  Hibbkrt)  (Oldham) :  As 
yon  commenced  fi.ve  new  vessds  without 
having  the  money  for  them. 

Mb.  RITCHIE :  I  am  not  aware  that 
we  commenced  five  new  vessels  without 
considering  where  the  means  were  to 
come  from  to  pay  for  them.  I  should 
like  to  have  uie  details  of  that.  I 
can  only  again  express  a  hope  that  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  will  be  able  to  do 
what  he  expects  he  will.  The  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  the  Member  for  Maryle- 
bone  (Lord  Charles  Beresford)  at^ed 
me  what  is  the  tonnage  of  the  small 
craft  we  proposed  to  build.  We  pro- 
posed to  build  four  corvettes  of  2,000 
tons  each,  four  sloops  of  1,000  tons 
each,  two  improved  Curlewi  of  about 
785  tons  each,  and  eight  gunboats  of 
the  Rattler  type  of  670  tons  each.  That 
is  the  whwe  of  the  additional  pro- 
gramme we  proposed,  and  we  hopra  of 
these  to  have  built  in  the  current  year 
eight  gunboats,  one  corvette,  and  two 
sloops.  We  felt  that  the  time  had  ar- 
rived when  it  was  absolutely  essential 
that  the  question  of  gunboats  should  be 
taken  in  hand,  because  we  were  face  to 
face  with  the  fact  that  we  had  a  largd 
number  of  gunboats  in  the  Navy  List 
that  were  absolutely  useless,  and  which, 
if  money  had  been  spent  on  their  re- 
pair, would  have  been  wasted,  as  we 
could  not  have  got  out  of  them  more 
than  eight  knots  an  hour.   I  think  the 
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House  would  bare  had  reason  to  com- 
plain if  we  had  spent  large  sums  of 
money  in  trying  to  make  seaworthy 
gunboats,  which,  after  they  were  made 
seaworthy,  would  not  steam  more  than 
eight  knots  an  hour.  With  reference 
to  the  question  of  reoi^anization  at  the 
Admiralty  and  in  the  Dockyards,  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Sir  John 
Goret),  who,  for  the  purpose,  baa  as- 
sumed a  position  of  greater  freedom  and 
less  responsibility  below  the  Gangway, 
is  evidently  very  angry  with  us. 

Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) :  I  rise  to  Order.  If  it  is  in 
Order  for  the  boo.  Member  to  go  into 
that  question,  it  will  be  equally  in  Order 
for  us  to  reply,  and  I  hare  a  very  long 
reply  to  make. 

Me.  RITCHIE  :  I  am  not  going  into 
the  question  in  any  detail.  The  general 
questiono{  Dockyard  reform  was  touched 
on  by  my  right  bon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  and  has  been 
touched  on  by  more  than  one  speaker ; 
and,  while  I  will  rigidly  guard  myself 
from  going  into  aoy  question  of  detail  in 
connection  with  it,  I  think  I  shall  be  in 
Order  if  I  say  one  or  two  words  to  show 
the  necessity  of  dealing  with  the  Dock- 
yards. Now,  what  were  tbe  circum- 
stances? We  were  face  to  face  with 
the  fact,  about  which  there  has  been 
conflict  in  the  House  and  in  tbe  coun- 
try over  and  over  again,  that  the 
sbipa  which  were  building  in  our  Dock- 
yards were  not  being  turned  out  with 
that  expedition  with  which  they  ought 
to  have  been  turned  out,  and  that  they 
were  being  turned  out  at  a  cost  greatly 
in  excess  of  a  fair  and  proper  amount. 
That  led  us  to  inquire  into  all  the  cir- 
cumstances in  connection  with  the  Dock- 
ard  administration.  Now,  I  wish  it  to 
e  clearly  understood  that  although  in 
the  Blue  Book  which  has  been  referred 
to  more  than  once,  containing  the  Ee- 

fort  of  Admiral  Graham's  Committee  of 
Dvestigation  into  the  Dockyards,  cer- 
tain statements  are  made  as  to  idleness 
in  the  Dockyards,  the  Committee  must 
not  be  under  the  misapprehension  that 
the  reforms  which  we  undertook  were 
undertaken  in  the  belief  that  the  only 
fault,  or  the  great  fault  even,  was  that 
of  idling  in  the  Dockyards.  Of  course, 
where  there  are  lai^e  numbers  of  men 
congregated  together,  as  there  are  in 
the  Dockyards,  there  must  be,  and  there 
viU  be,  idleness  here  and  there ;  but  I 


am  convinced  that  no  country  possesses 
more  efficient  servants  than  this  country 
possesses  in  the  artizanft  who  are  em- 
ployed in  our  Koyal  Dockyards.  And, 
further.  Sir,  I  am  satisfled  of  this — that 
whatever  may  be  the  q^uestion  of  cost 
in  connection  with  what  is  turned  out  of 
the  Dockyards,  or  whatever  may  be  the 
question  of  time,  no  Docl^ard  in  the 
country,  or  in  any  other  country,  turns 
out  work  superior  to  that  turned  out 
of  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards.  I  would 
almost  go  further,  and  say  that  I  greatly 
question  whether  work  such  as  is  turned 
out  of  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards  is 
turned  out  of  any  private  yard  in  the 
country.  Hon.  Members  for  Dockyard 
constituencies,  whose  indignation  I  can 
well  understand  and  appreciate,  must 
not  run  away  with  the  notion  that  we 
have  been  driven  into  the  question  of 
Dockyard  reform  in  consequence  of  the 
complaints  which  have  been  made  with 
reference  to  the  hands  employed  in  the 
Dockyards.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Chatham  (Sir  John 
Gorst)  and  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Devonport  (Mr.  Fuleston),  while  de- 
nouncing the  reforms  which  we  had 
made,  and  while  applying  the  most 
opprobious  terms  to  the  assistants  to 
the  Superintendents  whom  we  had  ap- 
pointed, themselves  bore  the  strongest 
testimony  it  waspoestble  for  anyone  to 
bear  to  the  absolute  necessity  for  the 
reforms  which  we  bad  initiated.  The 
hon.  Gentlemen  themselves  complained 
of  men  standing  idle  for  days  and  weeks 
together ;  they  said  the  men  bad  no  work 
to  do,  although  ships  were  lying  in  the 
Yards  ready  to  be  repaired,  but  upon 
which  the  men  were  not  employed.  My 
hon,  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Chatham  complained  of  the  total 
inability  of  the  men  to  obtain  the  stores 
which  it  was  necessary  thej  should  ob- 
tain in  order  to  proceed  with  their  work. 
What  did  all  these  complaints  point  to  ? 
They  pointed  to  a  want  of  management. 
And,  Sir,  what  we  considered  necessary, 
judging  not  only  from  the  evidence 
which  was  placed  before  us,  but  from 
the  evidence  of  our  own  eyes  when  we 
made  our  visitation  to  tbe  Dockyards — 
what  seemed  to  us  to  be  absolutely  es- 
sential was  that  there  should  be  placed 
in  the  Docl^ards  someone  with  tech- 
nical knowledge,  who  should  be  respon- 
sible to  the  Superintendent  and  the  Ad- 
miralty for  the  efficiency  of  the  work 
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vhioh  was  done  tliere.  And,  Sir,  I 
agree  with  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
that  there  was  as  much  necessitj,  to  say 
the  least  of  it,  for  taking  in  hand  the 
reform  of  the  central  goTernment  in  the 
Admiralty  as  any  reform  in  the  Dock- 
yards ;  and  I  believe  that  we  have  insti- 
tuted such  a  system,  both  at  the  Admi- 
ralty and  in  our  manufacturing  estab- 
lishments, as  will  secure  that  the  coun- 
try obtains  quickly,  efficiently,  and  ex- 
peditiously value  for  the  money  which 
this  House  votes.  We  have  endeavoured 
in  all  that  we  have  done  to  follow  out 
the  Bystem  which  leads  to  such  success- 
ful results  in  the  private  Yards  of  the 
country.  We  formed  our  plans  on 
the  basis  upon  which  private  I>ockyarde 
in  the  country  have  oeen  so  suocessful 
for  ao  many  years;  and  I  want  to  im- 
press upon  the  present  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty what  we  considered  one  of  the 
fundamental,  if  not  the  fundamental, 
principle  which  underlies  all  the  reforms 
which  we  have  endeavoured  to  secure. 
We  have  adopted  a  system  by  which, 
for  all  practical  purposes,  the  two  De- 
partments of  designing  and  of  building 
shall  be  separate,  and  that  the  officer 
charged  with  the  designing  shall  be  re- 
sponsible for  his  desigDs,  and  that  the 
officer  charged  with  the  building  shall 
be  responsible  to  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
for  quickly  and  economically  and  effi- 
ciently carrying  out  the  work  which 
has  hein  placed  in  his  bands.  I  would 
impress  stroogly  upon  the  present  Board 
of  Admiralty  that  they  cannot  be  too 
particular  in  endeavouring  to  Beoure,  as 
lar  as  it  is  possible,  this  clear  diTision  of 
labour,  in  order  that  there  may  be  re- 
sponsibility where  respousibility  ought 
to  lie.  Sir,  I  am  speaking  upon  a  sub- 
ject which  was  to  me  one  of  daily  and 
nightly  concern  during  the  whole  time 
that  I  had  the  honour  of  filling  the  Office 
of  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty.  There 
is  much  that  I  should  like  to  say  upon 
it,  but  I  kaow  it  would  bo  tdtogether 
irregular  for  me  to  do  so ;  and,  there- 
fore, I  shall  reserve  what  I  have  to  say 
with  reference  to  the  details  of  the 
arrangements  which  we  have  made  until 
we  have  a  legitimate  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering them.  There  is,  bowever,  one 
word  which  I  should  like  to  say  in  Bup- 
port  of  what  was  Baid  by  my  noble 
f'riend  the  late  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty (Lord  Qeorge  Hamilton)  with  re- 
ference to  the  manufacturing  establish- 


meats  of  the  Kavy.  Ton  maj  make  all 
the  reforms  in  administration  which  you 
please,  and  yet  you  will  not  get  what 
you  hare  a  right  to  expect  unless  you 
take  in  hand  vigorously  the  reform  of 
the  tools  which  you  give  your  servants 
to  carry  out  their  work  with.  I  venture 
to  say  that  no  one  can  go  round  Her 
Majesty's  Dockyards  without  being 
amazed  at  the  antediluvian  character  ci 
a  vast  deal  of  the  machinery  which  is 
given  to  those  in  the  Dockyards  who 
hare  to  carry  out  the  programme  de- 
cided upon.  There  is  a  great  deal  of 
machinery  which  ought  to  be  ruthlessly 
swept  out ;  and  I  can  conceive  nothing 
more  unsatisfactory  than  the  mode  in 
which,  at  the  annual  vi^tation  of  the 
Lords  of  the  Admiralty  to  the  Yards, 
the  question  of  what  machin  ery  is  wanted 
and  what  buildiuge  are  wanted  is  settled. 
It  is  taken  for  granted  that  so  long  as 
the  sum  which  was  voted  the  previous 
year  is  not  exceeded  in  the  demands  of 
the  year  that  is  to  come,  everything  is  all 
right ;  but,  Sir,  to  my  mind,  that  is  a 
fatal  and  a  most  costly  process.  Anyone 
who  goes  round  the  private  Yards  will 
see  that  as  little  as  possible  is  spent 
upon  buildings  and  as  much  as  possible 
upon  machinery ;  anyone  going  round 
Her  Majesty's  Dockyards  will  see  that 
the  reverse  is  the  case — that  as  much  as 

fiossible  is  spent  upon  buildings  and  as 
ittle  as  possible  upon  machinery.  I  do 
no  not  care  how  flimsy  your  buildings 
are  so  long  as  you  have  fine  machinery — 
machinery  brought  u^  to  the  present 
day.  A  person  who  inspectB  some  of 
our  greatest  Shipbuilding  Yards  cannot 
but  be  struck  with  the  flimsy  character 
of  the  buildings  and  the  splendour  of 
the  machinery.  I  remember  saying,  in 
one  of  the  piincipal  Yards — "Dear  me, 
what  a  very  light  structure  you  have  got 
for  all  this  splendid  machinery."  "Yes," 
said  the  owner — •*  That  is  the  principle 
we  adopt.  We  put  up  a  very  light 
building.  We  never  know  what  we  may 
have  to  do.  We  may  have  to  pull  down 
the  building.  We  may  find  it  in  an  in- 
convenient position,  and  we  may  want 
to  move  it  to  another  place.  But  we 
think  it  absolutely  essential  to  have  the 
beet  machinery  that  can  be  obtained." 
As  I  have  said  before,  it  seems  to  me 
the  direct  contrary  is  the  case  in  Her 
Majesty's  Dockyards.  Now,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  fur  Leith  (Ifr. 
Jacks)  gave  ub  one  or  two  illustraiionB, 
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bj  way  of  comparison,  of  the  cost  of 
building  in  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards 
and  the  cost  of  building  in  private  Yards, 
and  he  said  that  the  Beturns  which  were 
presented  to  Parliament  were  of  no 
value  whatever.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  speaking  of  the  form  of  Estimates 
which  have  been  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment hitherto,  I  should  feel  very  much 
inclined  to  believe  him,  for  I  am  certain 
that  anyone  taking  up  the  Estimates  of 
previous  years  would  be  utterly  xmable 
to  make  head  or  tail  of  them,  unless  he 
possessed  a  great  deal  of  technical  know- 
ledge and  a  considerable  amount  of 
speoial  education.  But,  Sir,  I  hope  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  alter  his  mind 
when  he  studies  the  Estimates  of  the 
present  year.  He  said  he  had  only  just 
received  the  Report  of  the  Committees 
with  reference  to  administration.  I  hope 
he  has  only  just  taken  up  the  Estimates, 
and  that  he  has  not  had  time  to  look  at 
them,  because  I  should  be  extremely 
sorry  and  very  much  disappointed  if  his 
observations  had  been  based  upon  the 
!E^timates  of  the  present  year.  He  will 
find,  and  the  Committee  will  find,  in  the 
Satimates  of  this  year  every  possible 
kind  of  information  which  will  enable 
the  Committee  to  make  comparisons,  or 
to  learn  whatever  they  wish  to  learn  in 
regard  to  the  naval  expenditure. 

Mb.  jacks  (Leith,  Ac.) :  May  I  ask 
if  in  the  Estimates  comparisons  are 
made  between  tlie  cost  oi  labour  and 
material  in  the  Boyal  Yards  and  private 
Yards? 

Me.  RITCHIE  t  It  is  perfectly  impos- 
sible for  the  Admiralty  to  adopt  forms 
of  Estimates  giving  the  cost  of  labour 
and  material  in  private  Yards.  What 
we  have  done  in  the  present  Estimates 
is  to  make  a  clear  distinction  between 
the  labour  and  material  on  every  ship 
that  is  being  built,  so  that  all  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  to  do  is  to  look  at  the 
Estimates,  and  if  he  desires  information 
about  any  particular  ship,  he  will  see,  in 
separate  columns,  the  labour  and  the 
material  which  have  been  spent  on  that 
ship,  and  the  labour  and  material  which 
it  is  proposed  to  expend  on  that  ship  in 
the  current  year.  I  presume  I  should 
be  somewhat  out  of  Order  if  I  were  to 
go  into  further  details  in  connection 
with  the  Estimates;  and,  therefore,  I 
will  content  myself  by  saying  that  our 
endeavour,  with  reference  to  these  Esti- 
mates, has  been  to  present  in  an  intelli- 


gible form  the  progress  which  has  been 
made,  and  the  progress  which  it  is  pro- 

osed  to  make,  during  the  ensuing  year. 

omething  was  said  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Oivil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr. 
E.  "W.  DuflT)  in  reference  to  the  amount 
which  is  to  be  expended  during  the  next 
year  upon  guns  and  ammunition.  I  do 
not  propose  to  into  details  in  refer- 
ence to  this  subject ;  but  I  do  desire  to 
emphasize  some  remarks  which  have 
been  made  by  my  noble  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Maiylebono 
(Lord  Charles  Beresford)  upon  the  point. 
My  noble  and  gallant  Friend  spoke  of 
the  extremely  unsatisfactory  position  of 
thing^  as  between  ^e  Admiralty  and 
the  War  Office,  with  reference  to  the 
armaments  and  ammunition  supplied  to 
the  Navy.  I  entirely  agree  with  the 
noble  and  gallant  Lord.  I  think  that 
the  present  condition  of  things,  by  which 
the  War  Office  undertakes  to  supply  the 
Admiralty  with  the  guns  which  they 
require,  is  anything  but  satisfactory. 
My  own  belief,  and  I  think  it  is  a 
common-sense  view,  is  that  the  Admi- 
ralty, which  is  responsible  for  the  build- 
ing and  equipping  and  fitting  of  a  ship, 
ought  to  be  responsible  for  everything 
in  connection  with  the  ship.  They  oughi 
to  be  able  to  bear  upon  their  own  Esti- 
mates the  cost  of  all  the  guns  and  ammu- 
nition which  they  require,  and  they 
should  be  at  liberty  to  go  to  the  cheapest 
and  the  best  markets  in  order  to  obtain 
their  guns  and  ammunition.  If  Wool- 
wich can  supply  them  more  cheaply,  or 
as  cheaply,  and  as  good,  and  as  quickly 
as  any  other  people,  then  by  all  meane 
employ  Womwich ;  but  if  it  cannot, 
thenlet  them  be  at  liberty  to  go  elsewhere. 
There  is  no  doubt  that,  although  there 
are  many  reasons  why  ships  are  delayed 
in  the  process  of  building,  they  are  fre- 
quently delayed  by  the  difficulty  in  ob- 
taining their  armaments.  When  we  left 
the  Admiralty  negotiations  were  going 
on  with  a  view  of  placing  this  matter  on 
a  satisfactory  footing;  and  I  trust  those 
negotiations  will  proceed,  and  that  in  a 
short  time  the  Navy  will  be  able  to  have 
the  money  for  her  own  guns  and  ammu- 
nition on  her  own  Estimatee,  and  will 
bo  able  to  provide  her  armaments  more 
espeditiousiy.  I  am  afraid.  Sir,  that  in 
somecasesi  have  approached  very  near  to 
the  limits  of  the  debate  which  you  have 
drawn ;  but  I  will  not  trespass  longer 
upon  the  attention  of  the  Committee. 
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What  one  has  to  say  oa  these  matters 
is  naturally  of  an  extremely  discursive 
character.  In  conclusion,  I  will  say 
that  there  does  not  seem  to  be  from 
any  quarter  of  the  Committee  any 
strong  opposition  to  the  programme 
vhich  the  Admiralty  have  resolved  to 
adopt.  I  myself  regret  very  much 
indeed  that  they  dia  not  see  their 
way  to  enlarge  their  programme  some- 
what ;  but  I  know  that  circumstances  at 
present  are  extremely  depressing,  and 
that  the  difficulty  of  obtaining  money 
from  the  Treasury  must  be  very  great. 
For  my  own  part,  I  am  bufficiently 
unorthodox  to  agree  with  my  noble 
Friend  the  late  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty (Lord  George  Hamilton)  in  the 
proposal  which  he  advocated  the  other 
evening.  I  do  not  think  that  it  is  a  very 
advisable  thing  either  to  suspend  the 
payment  of  the  National  Debt  or  to 
issue  Terminable  Annuities ;  but  my 
opinion  is  it  is  the  lesser  of  the  two  evils. 
If  ships  are  wanted,  if  increased  expen- 
diture is  necessary  in  order  to  bring  the 
Navy  up  to  an  efficient  condition,  it  is  a 
much  lesser  evil  to  raise  the  requisite 
money  by  means  of  Terminable  Annui- 
ties than  to  leave  the  Navy  in  an  in- 
efficient state.  All  we  should  do  would 
be  to  pay  3  per  cent  for  the  money  of 
which  we  obtained  an  advance ;  and  I 
venture  to  say  the  advantage  we  would 
obtain  by  having  our  Navy  in  an  effi- 
cient and  strong  condition  is  worth  10 
times  the  3  per  cent  we  should  have  to 
pay.  But  that  ia  a  matter  I  do  not  wish 
to  dwell  upon.  I  can  only  express  my 
personal  thanks  to  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Hibbert)  for  the  extremely  kind 
and  courteous,  and,  indeed,  handsome 
manner  in  which  he  has  spoken  with 
reference  to  the  action  which  has  been 
taken  on  several  questions  by  the  late 
Board  of  Admiralty,  and  for  having  so 
loyally  set  himself,  as  I  know  he  has,  to 
oarrpr  out  the  programme  which  was  left 
behind  by  the  late  Board. 

Thk  SECEETART  xo  the  AD- 
MIRALTT  (Mr.  Hibbebt):  I  do 
not  know  whether  we  have  arrived  at 
the  time  when  we  may  be  allowed  to 
take  the  Vote  —  [Admiral  Field  :  No, 
certainly,  we  have  not]— but  1  think  the 
time  has  arrived  when  I  may  reply  to 
the  observations  which  have  been  made 
by  several  hon.  Members.  First  of  all, 
I  may  say  that  I  do  not  feel  at  all  dis- 
satisfied with  the  discussion  which  has 

Mr.  MiUki* 


taken  place  upon  the  Estimates  which 
are  now  before  the  Committee.  Of 
course,  there  has  been,  very  naturally, 
a  considerable  amount  of  criticism.  The 
great  part  of  it — the  greatest  part  of  it 
— has  been  of  a  firiendly  character,  and 
where  it  has  been  otherwise  we  must,  of 
course,  try  to  make  the  best  of  it,  and 
see  whether  we  can  do  anything  in  future 
to  carry  out  the  views  of  those  who  do 
not  agree  with  our  proposals.  Well,  I 
should  like  to  say  a  word,  in  the  first 
place,  in  reply  to  the  remarks  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  late  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  Bitcbie)  as  to  the  Navy 
being  free  to  purchase  their  guns  in  the 
best  market.  I  entirely  agree  with  him. 
The  noble  and  gallant  Lord's  (Lord 
Charles  Beresford's)  case  is,  I  think,  that 
if  you  do  not  confine  the  Navy  to  obtain 
its  guns  from  one  particular  place,  like 
the  Woolwich  Arsenal,  it  would  pro- 
bably have  a  much  better  chance  of  im- 
proving its  armaments  and  of  availing 
itself  of  new  inventions.  It  is  quite 
obvious  that  the  Nav^  would  profit  very 
lai^y  by  being  at  hber^  to  go  where 
it  liked  than  if  it  were  confined  within 
the  four  walls,  so  to  spoak,  of  a  Govern- 
ment Department.  Then  I  also  entirely 
agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bitchie] 
as  to  the  necessity  of  getting  rid  of  all 
obsolete  machinery  in  our  Dockyards. 
I  did  not  touch  upon  that  in  my  original 
statement — I  meant  to  have  done  so,  but 
I  thought  my  observations  were  getting 
too  extended.  I  may,  however,  say 
now,  that  since  I  have  been  at  the  Ad- 
miralty I  have  tried  to  ascertain  what 
the  amount  is  which  will  enable  us  to 
get  rid  of  the  really  obsolete  machinery 
in  the  difi'erent  Yards.  I  find  that  the 
expense  is  really  not  of  so  very  serious 
a  cbaracter  as  one  would  have  thought ; 
and  therefore  I  tMnk  that,  before  an- 
other year  comes  round,  either  we,  or 
some  other  Government  which  maybe  at 
the  Admiralty,  will  be  able  to  undertake 
the  abolition  of  the  obsolete  machinery. 
As  far  as  I  can  ascertain,  the  total 
amount  required  in  addition  to  what  is 
being  provided  this  year — for  we  are 
providing  this  year  no  less  a  sum  than 
£70,000  for  the  purchase  of  new  ma- 
cbines — is  not  much  more  than  £70,000, 
the  greater  part  of  which  would  have  to 
be  expended  at  the  Chatham  Yard. 
Now,  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  KitchieJ  has 
said  a  great  deal  in  favour  of  the  pro- 
gramme of  his  own  Board,  and  I  ex- 
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tremely  rogpret  that  we  weie  not  in  a 

risiticm  to  carry  out  that  programme, 
believe  that  if  ve  oonld  nave  carried 
their  programme  out  it  would  have  made 
our  proposals  almost  perfect ;  but  we 
felt  we  oould  not  adopt  it  Then  he 
ai^ed  me  how  it  is  that  we  can  obtain 
money  to  carry  out  the  proposal  to  build 
eight  gunboats?  We  shall  obtain  our 
money  probably  in  the  same  way  that 
they  have  taken  money  for  Tessela  which 
they  commenced  during  the  time  they 
were  in  Office— they  obtained  it  from 
saTiDgs,  and  from  using  moneys  which 
could  be  adapted  for  the  purpose.  Pro- 
bably we  may  be  in  the  same  fortuoate 
position  they  were  in^  and  if  we  are  in 
that  position  we  shall  feel  it  our  duty, 
and  shidl  make  the  attempt,  to  lay  down 
Bomething  like  six  or  eight  gunboats. 
Then,  again,  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
lUtcIiie)  asked  me  how  it  is  that  we  get 
rid  of  the  £250,000  upon  our  Estimates 
for  dContraot  work?  We  thought  the 
amount  placed  in  the  Estimates  for  con- 
tract work  was  excessive,  and  we  asked 
that  it  should  be  revised,  at  the  eame 
time  saying  that  we  had  no  desire  in 
any  way  to  curtail  or  postpone  the  con- 
tract work.  After  going  into  the  matter 
carefully  and  fully,  we  were  assured  it 
would  be  possible  to  reduce  the  amount 

Sut  down  for  contract  work  by  something 
ke  £'200,000  or  £250,000.  Supposing 
the  worst  came  to  the  worst,  and  the 
work  goes  on  so  rapidly  that  more  money 
will  be  required  than  we  have  put  down 
in  our  Estimate,  why  should  we  be 
more  afraid  of  coming  to  the  House  and 
asking  for  money  in  a  Suplementary  Es- 
timate than  the  noUe  Lord  (Lord  Qeoive 
HamiltoD)  and  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Bitohie]  were  ?  I  do  not  see  why,  if  the 
money  is  earned  and  if  it  is  desirable 
that  these  vessels  should  be  built  and 
delivered  at  as  early  a  period  as  possible, 
we  should  not  face  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  ask  for  the  money  that  is  re- 
quired. But  I  do  not  suppose  we  shall 
he  in  that  position.  I  trust  we  shall  not 
— at  least,  I  do  not  know  which  I  hope 
for  most.  Personally,  I  shall  bo  quite 
prepared  to  take  a  courageous  course 
and  ask  the  House  for  the  money  if  it  is 
earned.  Now  I  should  like  to  say  some- 
thing upon  the  Store  Vote,  because  I 
have  not  referred  to  it  hitherto.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Devonport 
(Mr.  Puleston)  put  a  question  to  me  in 
respect  to  torpedoes.   I  stated  in  my 


first  speech  that  we  were  short  of  1,463. 
Of  that  number  we  shall  have  683  ready 
at  the  end  of  December  next,  being  780 
to  be  provided  for.  As  to  this  780,  we 
have  arranged  that  from  Woolwich  we 
shall  receive  230  annually,  and  we  have 
also  arranged  with  a  firm  at  Armley, 
near  Leeds — Greenwood,  Batley  &  Co. 
—that  they  shall  produce  this  year  80 
instead  of  20.  That  gives  us  310,  which 
leaves  470  to  be  obtained  in  the  best 
way  we  can.  As  I  have  said  before,  we 
do  not  wish  to  go  abroad  for  these  things, 
but  desire  to  keep  the  work  in  our  own 
hands.  I  do  not  think  there  would  be 
any  difficulty  in  providing  money  for 
them  next  year.  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Chatham  (Sir 
John  Gorst)  asked  if  any  steps  had  been 
taken  to  redress  the  grievances  of  the 
warrant  officers?  In  replying  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  G(«ntlemau,  I  wish  to  reply 
also  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Buckingham  (Captain 
Yerney),  who  also  referrm  to  the  ques- 
tion, which  is  one  in  which  I  know  he 
takes  great  interest.  I  may  say  that  up 
to  the  present  time  nothing  has  beeu 
done  in  the  way  of  carrying  out  the 
promotion  such  as  was  contemplated  by 
the  Order  in  Council  to  which  reference 
has  been  made.  But  I  quite  agree  with 
those  hon.  Members  who  have  mentioned 
the  question  that  it  does  seem  rather 
singular  that  we  should  have  an  Order 
in  Council  providing  and  allowing  for 
promotion  of  these  officers  in  the  way 
which  this  Order  does,  and  that  no  case 
should  have  been  fully  carried  out.  Nor 
can  I  say  what  justification  there  is  for 
withholding  promotion  from  men  who 
hold  the  position  of  warrant  officers  in 
the  Navy  and  granting  it  to  men  in  the 
i  position  of  non-commienoned  officers  in 
the  Army.  It  is  said  there  are  social 
reasons  in  the  way.  If  such  reasons  do 
exist  they  will,  of  course,  be  discovered 
when  the  time  comes  to  attempt  to  make 
any  promotion.  I  do  not  suppose  that 
any  promotion  has  ever  been  attempted  ; 
but  I  have  to  say  in  reply  to  the  re- 
marks that  have  been  made  that  my 
noble  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty (the  Marquess  of  Bipon)  is  pro- 
pared  to  consider  the  question  with  the 
iiew  of  seeing  how  far  he  can  make  this 
Order  a  workable  Order,  and  thus  pro- 
mote an  improvement  in  the  position  of 
a  very  deserving  class  of  men.  A  ques- 
tion has  also  be«i  asked  me  in  rogard 
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to  the  aitifioers.   No  doubt 

these  men  have  a  grievanoe,  and  I  am 
sure  the  First  Lora  of  the  Admiralty 
will  be  perfectly  prepared  to  consider 
any  grievance  which  is  brought  before 
him.  I  must,  however,  say  this,  that 
the  pay  of  the  engine-room  artificers  is 
BO  exceedingly  good  that  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  probability  of  any  increase 
in  it  being  made.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther it  is  that  their  grievance  is  in  re- 
ject to  pay  or  pension.  [**  Pension."] 
Of  course,  there  is  no  difficulty  in  getting 
any  number  of  first-class  engine-room 
artificers  at  the  rate  of  pay  given,  and 
that  makes  it  difficult  to  consider  the 
subject.  At  the  same  time,  I  think 
that  if  there  are  any  grievances  affecting 
a  large  and  valuable  olasa  of  men  suoh  as 
the  engine-room  artificers  which  can 
be  removed  it  is  very  desirable  they 
should  be  removed,  and  the  present 
Board  will  be  quite  prepared  to  take  the 
matter  into  consideration  and  see  whe- 
ther anything  can  be  done.  Now  with 
respect  to  the  stokers.  They  have  also, 
I  believe,  grievances,  but  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  say  that  anything  can  be  done  to 
redress  them.  Only  a  short  time  ago 
the  rank  of  chief  stoker  was  created, 
and  pay  at  the  rate  of  2«.  Hd.  a-day 
granted.  Besides,  there  is  to  be  some 
new  arrangement  with  respect  to  gun- 
nery and  torpedo  practice  which  will 
give  additional  advantages  to  this  class, 
enabling  them  to  obtain  »tra  pay. 
Then,  again,  with  regard  to  what  was 
said  by  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  the 
Member  for  Marylebone  (Lord  Charles 
Bereaford)  as  to  the  large  number  of 
non-combatants  carried  in  every  vessel, 
I  maj'  say  that  the  stokers  and  engine- 
room  artificers  will  in  future  be  trained 
in  the  use  of  the  cutlass  and  pistol,  and 
thus  made  available  for  really  defensive 
work  if  it  should  be  necessary  to  call 
upon  them  to  do  such  work.  Those,  I 
think,  are  the  principal  questions  which 
have  been  asked  me  in  the  course  of  the 
discuaaion ;  and  I  can  only  say  that  any 
other  inquiries  which  hon.  G-entlemen 
have  to  make  will  receive  the  attention 
of  the  Department  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  represent. 

Aduibal  field  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) :  Sir,  I  am  sorry  that  I  hare 
the  privilege  of  following,  instead  of 
preceding,  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty.  1  think 
I  must  say  that  it  would  have  been  a 

Ur.  Sihhtrt 


little  more  conrteous  on  the  part  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  knew 
that  there  were  other  Navy  men  who 
desired  to  speak  —  ["No,  no!"]  —  to 
have  waited  a  short  time  longer  before 
he  rose.  Hon.  Gentlemen  say  "No!" 
but  that  is  my  opinion.  I  do  not  wish 
to  take  up  the  time  of  the  Committee  at 
any  undue  length.  My  object  in  rising 
is  to  draw  attention  to  one  or  two  points 
of  importance  and  to  obtain  an  answer 
upon  them,  and  not  to  go  into  any  dia* 
oussion,  of  which,  perhaps,  there  has 
been  too  much  already.  'We  have  had 
an  interesting  speech  from  the  late  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Hamilton),  and  I  think  it  would  have 
been  courteous  to  naval  men  if  the  late 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  had  waited 
for  an  opportunity  of  answering  some 
questions.  Upon  this  Vote  I  wish  to  draw 
attention  to  the  question  of  wages  to 
petty  officers  and  seamen,  and  to  point 
out  the  invidious  distinction  which  exists 
between  diflPerent  branches  of  the  Service. 
There  are  some  officers,  perhaps,  who 
think  it  a  wise  distinction ;  but  there  are 
a  great  many  who  are  of  a  different  opi* 
nion,  and  the  invidious  distinction  I 
refer  to  is  felt  by  the  Coastguardsmen, 
whom  it  affects  deeply.  I  ask  that  to- 
night it  should  receive  the  attention  of 
the  official  Eepresentative  of  the  Ad- 
miralty  on  the  Treasury  Bench.  The 
representations  of  the  men  in  question 
upon  this  subject  were  approved  by  the 
Duke  of  Edinburgh,  and  forvrarded  by 
him  to  the  Board  of  Admiralty.  Well, 
Sir,  the  question  I  refer  to  is  that  of  the 
Coastguard  men  not  receiving  the  extra 
2d.  a-day  in  common  with  others  in  the 
Service  who  receive  it  after  10  years' 
service  on  re- engagement.  There  never 
was  before  any  such  distinction  in  theSer- 
vice,  and  I  cannot  hut  think  it  unwise  and 
regrettable  that  such  an  invidious  dis- 
tinction should  be  made  now  between 
those  who  serve  ashore  and  afloat.  Al- 
though the  Ooastguardsmen  are  not 
serving  aBoat,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  they  are  the  salt  of  the  Service,  and 
the  best  part  of  your  Naval  Beserve. 

The  CHAIBMAN:  I  must  point  out 
thnt  the  Coaa^ard  Service  is  provided 
for  in  Vote  4. 

Admibal  BIELD:  Chairman,  I 
bow  to  your  decision,  of  course ;  but  I 
must  try  to  deal  with  this  question  in 
another  way.  There  is  an  invidioiu  dis- 
tinctiou  betveen  a  portion  of  the  Ser- 
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vice  afloat,  and  anothor  portion  of  it 
wbich  serrea  on  shore.  p'O^d"!"] 
Well,  I  Trill  not  preu  the  point  now. 

Captain  FKICE  (Deronport) :  Mr. 
GonrtD67,  I  rise  to  Order,  u  it  not  the 
case  that  the  wages  of  the  Coastgaard 
are  provided  under  Vote  1  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  believe  that  the 
wages  are  included  within  Vote  1. 

Admiral  FIELD  :  I  am  always  very 
careful  in  endeavouring  to  avoid  being 
called  to  Order.  I  was  under  the  im- 
pression that  I  was  right  in  dealing 
with  this  question  under  the  present 
Vote,  and  I  am  glad  to  find  that  impres- 
Bion  confirmed  by  the  reply  of  the 
Chairman  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Devo^ort.  I  will  proceed  with 
thiaaubjeot.  Thefurtheroomplaintof  the 
Ooastgiurdsmen  is,  that  when  they  are 
required  to-  go  for  their  month's  cruise 
they  are  not  allowed  to  draw  this  paltry 
2d.  a-day.  That  is  their  grievance,  and 
I  repeat  that  it  is  an  unwise  and  invi- 
dious distinction  to  make  between  them 
and  other  branches  of  the  Service.  The 
grievance  has  been  pressed  by  the  former 
HeadoftheCoastguard  Service,  the  Duke 
of  Edinburgh,  and  the  claim  approved 
by  the  then  Board  of  Admiralty.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  trust  that  there  is 
very  little  difficulty  in  the  way  of  its 
receiving  the  attention  of  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  and  the  present  Board. 
There  is  another  matter  to  which  I  de- 
sire to  call  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  Committee  in 
connection  wiUi  the  Egyptian  Mile  Ex- 
pedition, and  the  Navu  Contingent 
which  served  in  that  Expedition.  Cap- 
tain Boardmao,  of  the  Hoyal  Navy,  was 
one  o£  the  officers  who  served  in  that 
Contingent,  and  for  one  year  was  in 
charge  of  the  line  of  communication ; 
he  had  men  and  officers  under  him.  I 
say  nothing  as  to  the  way  in  which  he 
did  his  du^  ;  but  everyone  knows  that 
he  did  his  duty  well.  Captain  Board- 
man  served  in  the  Naval  Contingent, 
and  he  was  borne  on  the  books  of  his 
ship  at  Malta ;  but  I  find  that  he  is  not 
allowed  to  count  sea  time  for  his  service 
in  Egypt.  Well,  Sir,  I  beg  to  tell  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  represents 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  that  the  Ser- 
Tice  is  not  satisfied  with  that  Sule,  and 
that  they  hope  that  the  officers  in  ques- 
tion will  be  granted  the  right  to  count 
the  time  during  which  they  were  en- 
gaged on  this  lurd  and  hazardous  ser- 
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Tice.  The  other  officer,  whom  I  ma^ 
now  name  because  he  is  not  present, 
was  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  the 
popular  Member  for  Hatylebone  (Lord 
Charles  Beresford).  He  served  in  the 
Nile  Expedition.  If  there  is  one  man 
in  the  Naval  Service  of  whom  the  Ser- 
vice is  proud,  it  is  that  of  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  whom  I  have  mentioned. 
Everyone  knows  how  that  gallant  Officer 
crossed  the  Desert;  how  he  took  his 
steamer  up  to  Khartoum,  and  how,  with 
a  shot  in  her  boiler,  he  repaired  the 
damage  under  the  enemy's  fire ;  and 
now  we  are  told  that  all  that  brilliant 
service  is  to  count  as  harbour  time.  I 
say  it  is  an  insult  to  that  Officer,  and  to 
the  Service,  that  he  should  be  so  treated, 
and  I  believe  the  Committee  will  sym- 
pathize with  me  when  I  say  that  if  the 
Bales  do  not  allow  these  two  officers  to 
count  the  time  spent  by  them  in  Egypt 
as  sea  time,  it  is  the  bounden  duty  of 
the  Government  to  change  the  Bule. 
And  I  remind  them  that  on  a  former 
occasion  they  found  no  difficulty  in 
making  an  Order  which  brought  about 
a  great  change  in  the  constitution  of  the 
Admiralty,  I  hope  I  have  said  enough 
on  this  subject  to  convince  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  desirability  of  giving  it 
their  prompt  attention,  and  that  the 
Committee  will  perceive  that  I  had  a 
good  reason  for  rising.  Allusion  has 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site to  certain  grievances  felt  by  the 
corps  of  Marines,  and  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  the  Member  for  Maryle- 
bone  also  referred  to  the  subject.  We 
are  all  proud  of  thai  Corps,  and  we  feel 
it  has  been  very  hardly  treated  in  re- 
spect of  its  great  service  at  Snakin, 
where  they  had  to  bear  bard  knocks 
with  very  httle  glory  attached  to  them. 
A  great  many  men  were  lost  in  garri- 
soning that  place ;  but  thai  is  a  fault 
which  is  not  ours ;  it  lies  at  the  door  of 
the  Military  Authorities.  The  next 
subject  I  wish  to  refer  to  is  the  subject 
of  guns.  It  has  been  said  that  the  pre- 
sent system  is  not  economical,  and  that 
another  system  ought  to  be  adopted  in- 
stead of  that  under  which  the  guns  for 
the  Navy  are  supplied  by  the  War  De- 
partment. After  the  remarks  that  have 
lallen  from  the  late  Secretary  to  the 
Admiral^  (Kr.  Bitchio),  I  am  bound  to 
say  Uiat  I  am  sorry  that  when  the  late 
Government  were  in  power  they  did  not 
remedy  the  evil  oompiained  of.  I  always 
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take  a  great  interest  in  the  utterances  of 
thehon.  Uember  for  Oardlff  (Sir  Edward 
J.  Beed),  who  is  a  warm  friend  of  our 
Serrice,  and  whose  opinions  are  bo  well 
formed  upon  this  subject,  that  I  have 
much  pleasure  in  quoting  Htm.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  on  the  20th  of 
April  last,  that  the  Admiralty  groaned 
under  the  delay  of  getting  guns  ;  that 
they  should  insist  upon  hariug  them, 
and  that  he  was  sure  the  House  would 
back  up  the  Admiralty  in  freeing  itself 
from  the  system  under  which  the  Navy 
of  this  country  was  made  dependent  on 
the  routine  of  getting  its  guns  made  at 
Woolwich.  Well,  Sir,  I  would  ask,  will 
the  hon.  Uember  for  Cardiff  back  up 
the  Admiralty  in  getting  rid  of  the  pre- 
sent system  ?  I  wink  tne  hon.  Qentle- 
man  and  the  Secretaty  to  the  Admiralty 
should  hare  no  troabfe  now  in  meeting 
this  difficulty,  and  I  can  assnro  them 
that  naval  officers  on  this  side  of  the 
House  will  support  any  action  which 
they  may  take  to  bring  about  the  desired 
result.  The  next  subject  I  desire  to 
touch  upon  is  that  of  Dockyard  accom- 
modation for  vessels  on  foreign  sta- 
tions, the  importance  of  which  will  be 
understood  by  every  Member  of  the 
Oommittee,  although  we  have  not  heard 
much  about  it  to-night.  A  little  time 
ago,  when  the  Bombay  Flagship  re- 
quired some  repairs,  she  had  toleave 
the  station  to  go  to  Malta.  I  may  per- 
haps state  that  in  Bombay  Harbour 
there  was  a  Dockyard  containing  four 
docks.  At  the  time  I  apeak  of  an  Esti- 
mate was  sent  home  for  the  purpose  of 
setting  permission  to  throw  the  two 
aooka  into  one.  All  that  was  wanted  for 
the  work  was  £80,000;  bat  the  per- 
mission was  not  given,  and,  as  I  have 
said,  the  ship  had  to  go  to  Malta.  To 
show  the  advantage  of  having  a  dock 
on  foreign  stations  when  vessels  are 
cruising  about,  I  may  refer  to  what 
happened  at  Bermuda.  One  of  the 
vessels  of  the  Squadron  of  Exercise 
damped  her  sorew  and  could  not  after- 
wards work  her  engines;  permission 
was  obtained  to  send  the  ship  to  Ber- 
muda, which  was  accordingly  done,  and 
the  defect  remedied ;  but  if  it  hadnotbeen 
for  the  dock  at  Bermuda  the  Squadron 
would  have  been  hampered  in  every 
way.  Therefore,  I  wish  to  draw  atten- 
tion to  a  eubject  that  so  vitally  ooneems 
the  efficiency  of  onr  ships  on  foreign 
■tatione.    Now,  I  intended  to  enter 


into  a  new  sabject,  but  will  refhiin  from 
doing  so  now ;  I  will  merely  say  that  it 
was  hardly  fair,  after  the  Chairman  of 
Oommittees  had  eantionedan  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  wentretynear  without  crossing 
the  border  line  of  Order,  that  tbe  late 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Kitchie) 
should  have  been  allowed  to  speak  on 
the  subject.  Sir,  we  have  a  rod  in 
pickle  for  him  and  the  noble  Lord, 
and  it  will  be  in  the  shape  of  a  discus- 
sion on  naval  matters.  A  former  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  the  Member 
for  East  Edinburgh,  says,  that  while 
anxious  for  the  efficient  administration 
of  naval  affairs,  it  was  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance that  "we  should  not  do  any- 
thing which  would  lead  naval  men  to 
think  that  their  views  in  these  matters 
are  entirely  ignored."  That  is  the  very 
ohai^  we  bring  against  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Qeorge  Hamilton)  and  his  Col- 
league— that  they  did  ignore  the  views 
of  naval  men  when  it  was  of  great 
importance  that  the  efficiency  of  the 
Navy  should  be  secured.  Although  I 
recognize  the  ability  of  the  late  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  especially  when  he  is 
dealing  with  the  question  of  sugar,  I 
must  confess  that  I  have  never  had  tbe 
same  admiration  for  his  speeches  when 
he  is  dealing  with  "  salts ;  '*  and  I  can 
tell  the  noble  Lord  that  there  are  no 
two  men  who  have  done  more  to  wound 
naval  opinion  and  naval  feeling  than 
himself  and  his  Colleague,  since  the 
day  when  they  occupied  the  positions  of 
First  Lord  and  Seoretaiy  to  the  Admi- 
ralty. I  venture  to  say,  if  the  right  hon. 
Glentleman  tlie  Member  forWestminstra 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  presided  at  the 
Admiralty,  nothing  of  the  kind  would 
have  taken  place,  and  that  there  are 
men  of  great  distinction  in  our  Service 
who,  if  they  had  been  consulted,  would 
have  given  an  opinion  very  different 
from  that  which  has  been  expressed  to- 
night. Sir,  I  conclude  my  remarks  upon 
this  Vote  by  expressing  a  hope  that  I 
have  justified  the  statement  with  which 
I  commenced — that  I  did  not  rise  with- 
out having  something  of  importance  to 
say. 

Mb.  BKADLAUOH  (Northampton) : 
I  desire  to  say  one  word  before  this  Vote 
is  taken  with  respect  to  what  has  fallen 
from  tiie  late  Seoretaty  to  the  Admiralty 
— that  no  strong  protest  against  the 
inoreased  naval  expenditure  has  oome 
from  any  part  of  the  House.   At  least 
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I  offer  my  protest.    There  is  only 

one  redeeming  thing  which  we  learn 
from  the  discussion  which  has  taken 
place,  and  that  is  that  the  Naral  Es- 
timates are  £540,000  less  than  they 
woald  have  been  but  for  the  fortunate 
change  of  Government.  Every  increase 
of  naval  expenditure  has  been  sought 
to  be  ju6ti6ed  by  referring  to  the 
examples  of  France  and  Itafy;  but  I 
may  point  out  that  there  are  items  of 
comparison  which  have  been  omitted. 
One  is,  that  that  the  deficit  in  France, 
created  by  such  extravagance  of  warlike 
preparation,  lias  involved  the  contract- 
ing of  a  new  loan,  stated  at  £70,000,000 
sterling ;  and  the  other  is,  that,  as  the 
best  criticisms  represent  it,  the  state 
of  Italian  finance  ia  one  of  chronic 
disorder,  because  naval  officers  have 
been  allowed  to  say  that  money 
should  be  spent  without  stint,  and  with- 
out saying  where  that  money  is  to  be 
earned. 

"Vote  agrted  to. 

(2.)  £964,400.  Tictoals  and  Gothing 
for  Seamen  and  Marines. 

Sib  JOHN  GOEST  rChatham):  I 
wish  to  make  an  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  as  to  whether 
the  amount  of  money  that  has  been 
granted  is  not  suffloient  for  the  Public 
eervioe  ?  I  would  remind  the  Committee 
that  a  Tote  once  granted  can  be  used 
"hy  the  Admiralty  as  a  provision  for  all 
other  Yotes.  It  ia,  in  fact,  a  Vote  of 
Credit;  and  the  sum  of  money  now  ob- 
tained from  the  Committee — in  round 
numbers  £3,000,000 — is  sufficient  to  en- 
able the  Admiralty  to  conduct  ita  busi- 
ness until  the  end  of  July.  I  think  we 
ought  to  have  a  pledge  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  that  if  this  Vote  is 
obtuned  before  the  Committee  report 
Fiogress,  further  application  will  not  be 
deferred  until  the  end  of  July  or  the 
banning  of  August,  when  Members 
interested  in  the  question  of  Admiralty 
administoation  have  left,  and  when  it  is 
impossible  to  have  matters  dieoiissed  in 
the  way  they  shoidd  be  discussed.  This 
question  of  the  Dockyards  is  a  very  im- 
portant one,  and  it  will  eventually  excite 
a  great  amount  of  interest  in  the  House, 
and  it  is  one  which  I  think  the  Secro- 
taiT  to  the  Admiralty  ought  to  see  is 
fiUly  debated.    Therefore^  I  ask  ^e 


Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart* 
ment,  the  present  Leader  of  the  House, 
whether  an  undertaking  can  be  given 
that  if  another  Vote  is  taken  before  the 
Committee  reports  Progress,  the  House 
shall  have  an  ample  and  early  oppor- 
tunity oS  discussion  ? 

TuE  SECRETARY  op  STATE  foe 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Childebs)  (Edinburgh,  S.):  The  in- 
quiry of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  is  not  an  unreasonable  one. 
We  will  inform  him  when  the  Navy 
Estimates  will  be  taken. 

Sir  JOHN  OOUMERELL  (South- 
ampton) :  Is  the  right  hon.  GenUeman 
aware  of  the  lai^e  number  of  oondemiUi- 
tions  which  have  taken  place  in  prori- 
sions  and  clothing  during  the  past  year? 
Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  also  aware 
that  an  officer  of  tried  experience  was 
appointed  by  the  late  Government  to 
inspectthe  ship  and  victualling  accounts, 
with  an  allowance  of  £100  a-year,  and 
that  since  the  advent  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment that  officer,  without  any  reason, 
has  been  displaced  and  his  remuneration 
disallowed  ? 

The  civil  LORD  op  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  R.  W.  Duff)  (Banff- 
shire) :  I  shall  be  happy  to  receive  a 
communication  from  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Admiral  on  the  subject,  and  to  en- 
tertain, as  far  as  possible,  anything  he 
has  to  say  on  the  matter. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Civil,  SERVICES. 

(S.)  £3,403,400,  Vote  on  Account 
Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, viz. : — 


Class  I. — Public  Works  ahd 

BUILDIVOS. 


Great  BriUin  :— 

Donr  Harbour 

aoo 

Peterhead  Harbonr 

0,000 

RrUi  on  Gorornment  Tropertj  (Great 

Britain  and  Ireland) 

80,000 

Metropolitan  Firo  Brigade  .. 

3,500 

Piatornpikod  and  Main  Bosds  (England 

and  Wales) 

10,000 

DisturniHked  Hoaili  (Sootliud) 

0,000 

Ireland : — 

PuUio  Buililinga    . . 

30,000 

Kojal  Unireraitj  Bnilillngt .. 

9,000 

Science  and  Art  Buildinga,  Dnblin  .. 

3,000 

Abroad  : — 

Ligbthoana  Abroad 

1. 000 

Diplomatie  and  Contnlar  Buildinga    . . 

0,000 
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Class  II. — Salabies  and  Exfenses  of 
OiviL  Depabthests. 

England :—  £ 

IIooM  of  Lordi,  OflioM  tfiWi 

UoDM  of  CommotiB,  Oflkti  . .          . .  0,000 

TreMory,    iDotadlDf  ParliaownUry 

Ooaotel           ..         ..         ..  10,000 

Home  Offle*  and  SnbordiDato  Depart- 

menta  ..          ..          ..          ..  10,000 

Foreign  OfBM       ..           ..           ..  10,000 

Colonial  08)00       . ,           . .           . .  6,000 

Privjr  Counoil  OBSeo  aod  Subordinate 

Departmenta     . .          . .  7,000 

Board  of  Trado  and  Snbordinatt  De- 
partments         . .           , .           . .  30,000 
Bankrnptoj  Department  of  the  Board  of 

Trade  ..           ..           ..           ..  100 

Charitjr  GommiMion    (ineludhig  En< 

dowed  Schoolt  Department)         . .  7,000 

CiTil  Serriee  CommiHion  6,000 

Eieheqoer  and  Aadit  DepartOHOt     . .  9,000 

Friendl/  Soeietiea,  Registrj            , .  1,500 

Land  CommiMion  for  England         ..  4,000 

Local  Govornment  Board    ..  40,000 

Lunac;  ConiTniuion  2,000 

Mint  (including  Coinage)                 ,,  30,000 

National  Debt  OOee          . .          . .  3.500 

Patent  Office        . ,          . .          . .  0,000 

Paymaater  General'a  OfBoe  ..  4,500 

Publio  Worki  Loan  Commiarion       .,  1,500 

Record  Offloe       ..  4,000 

Registrar  General'i  Offioe    . .           . .  8,000 

Slntioner^  Offioe  and  Printing          ..  90,000 

Woods,  Foreata,  4o.  Office  of           . .  4,000 

Worka  and  Publio  Buildings,  Oflloo  of  8,000 

Uereantile  Marine  Fund,  Grant  In  Aid  10,000 

Seeret  Servioe      ..          ..  10,000 

Seotland  :— 

Seoretarr  for  Scotland        . .          , ,  1,500 

Exohe^juer  and  other  Ofleea            . ,  500 

Ftetierj  Board      . .          . .          . .  3,500 

Lunaoj  Commiiiton            ,,  1,000 

Registrar  General's  UflBoe    , ,          , ,  1 ,000 

Board  of  Superviaion         ..  3,000 

Ireland  :— 

Lord  Lieutenant's  Household           ,,  1,000 

Chief  Secretary's  Offioe      . .          , ,  0,500 

Charitable  DonationsandBeqaeetsOffliw  800 

Local  Government  Board    . ,  30,000 

Public  Works  Offloe                      ,.  10,000 

Reeord  Office                    . ,           . .  1,000 

Registrar  General's  Offloe  9,000 

Valunlion  and  Boundftiy  Sorrejr  4,500 

Class  III. — Lat  aitd  Justice. 

England  :— 

Law  Charges        ,,          ..          ..  14,000 

Criminal  frosecotioos        ..  30.000 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature           .,  70,000 

Wreck  Commission                       ..  2,600 

Count;  Courts       ..           ..           ,,  20,000 

Land  Registry       ..  1,000 

Revising  Barristers,  Eoglud  -  . 

Pollee  Courts  (London  and  Sheerness)  3,500 

Metropolitan  Poltoe           ..  159,000 

Special  PolEce      , ,          . ,          , ,  0,000 


Boroagh  Pdist,  Greftt 
in  England 


C«nnt7  tod 

Britain 
Convict  Establisbneots 

and  the  Goloaies 
Priaona,  Bngbwd  . . 
ReConnatorj  nod  Indaitrial  Sebools, 

Great  BriUin 
Broadmoor  Criminal  Lnoatio  Aaylnm 

'  Scotland  : — 
Lord  Adroeate,  and   CrimlRsI  Pro- 

eeedinp 
Oourls  of  Xaw  and  Jnatioa  . . 
Register  House  Departments 
Poltee,  Counties  and  Burghs  (Seotland) 
Prisons,  Scotland  , . 

Ireland  : — 

Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Preeeentioaa 

Supreme  Coart  of  Judicature 
Conrt  of  Banliruptc; 

Admiralty  Coart  Registry    ..  .. 

Registry  of  Deeds  . ,  . ,  , . 

Registry  of  Judgments  . . 
Land  Oommisston  , . 

County  Court  Officers.  Ac.  . .  . . 
Dublin  Hetropolttan  Police  (including 

Police  Courts)   . .  . .  . , 

Constabulary  ., 
Prisons,  Ireland 

Reformatory  uid  Indoatrial  Sobools  ., 

Dundrum  Oriminal  I^inatie  Aajlnm  .. 


12M 
£ 

1,009 

60.009 
M.999 

70,009 
5,0M 


10,009 

5.000 
0,009 
1.000 
15,000 


15,9C9 
15.000 
MOO 
300 
8,000 
509 
10.000 
15,000 

80,000 
350,000 
35.000 
35.000 
1,590 


Class  IY. — Edvoatiok,  Soiekoe,  act 
Abt. 

England  : — 

Public  Education  . .  . .  600.000 

Science  and  Art  Department  . .  50,000 

British  Museum    ..          ,.  35,000 

National  Gallery  .,          ..  1,090 

National  Portrait  Gallery    ,.  600 

Learned  Societies,  Ac.        . .  . .  0,090 

London  University  3,000 

University  Colleges,  Wales  ..  ..       .  . 

Deep  Sea  Exploring  Expedition  (Re- 
port)   1,009 

Seotland  :— 

Public  Education  ..  ..  180,090 

Universities,  Ac.   ..          ..  ,.  3,009 

National  Gallery   ..          ..  409 

Ireland 

I  Publio  Edaeatlon  ..          ..  ..  160,000 

I  Teachers'  Pension  OflSee     . .  . .  500 

I  Endowed  SoHooIs  Commisaioners  ,.  809 

i  Naiional  Gallery  . .          , .  . .  809 

I  Queen's  Colleges  . .  500 

^  Roy>l  Irish  Aoadomy         ..  lOO 

Class  Y. — ^Foseioh  ahd  Colohial 
,  Seetioes. 

I  Diplomatic  Services          ...  50,090 

,  Consular  Services  . ,          ...  ...  40,009 

'  Slave  Trade  Services         ...  ...  3,000 

,  Sues  Canal  (British  Directors)  ...  400 

Colonies,  Grants  in  Aid       ...  ...  8,000 

South  Africa  and  St.  Helena  „.  10,000 
Subsidies  to  Tel^raph  Compaoiea    ...  10,900 

Cyprus,  Grant  in  Aid    -  - 
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Class  VI. — ^Non-Effeotive  aitp 
Chabitjj9I£  Sebyicobs. 

Saparanniuttion  »ad  Retired  AllomDSM  120,000 

M«rohnnt  Senmen's  Fund  Peniloiu,  Ao.  1,000 

Pauper  Lunnties,  England  ...         ..,  -  - 

P«nper  Lnnntioa,  Sootlnod  ...         ...  -  - 

Fanper  Lnsatiw,  Inland    ...         ...  60,000 

IlMpital*  and  InflrmariM,  Ireland  ...  4,000 
Saving*  Bankg  and  Friendlf  Sooietlei 

Defloienojr        ...         ...         ...  -  - 

Uiaeellanecnii  GharitaUe  and  other  Al> 

lowanoM,  Gtwat  Britain  ...  »  500 
Hiaoallaneoat  Charitable  and  ctbtr  AU 

lowaneea,  Ireland           h>         ...  600 

Glass  TH. — Huoellaheous. 

Temporarj  Gommiutoni    ...         .»  6,000 

Miuellaneoat  Ezponees     ...         >.•  9,000 


Total  for  Civil  Serrloet 


£2,733.400 


REVEXn£  DEPARTMENTS. 


Cuitome  

Inland  Revenue  ... 

PoBt  Office 

Post  Offlea  Pnoket  Senrieo  ... 
Poet  OflBoo  Tclegraphi 


100,000 
100,000 
100,000 
20,000 
300.000 


£670.000 


Grand  Total  dG3,403.400 


Mr.  MACFABLANE  (Argyll):  I 
desire  to  call  attention  to  the  want  of 
sufficient  polling  places  in  Scotch  coun- 
ties, and  particularly  in  Argyllshire,  at 
the  last  Election.  I  should  be  glad  to 
postpone  the  discussion  of  this  matter  if 
the  GoTernment  will  give  me  an  assur- 
ance that  the  question  will  not  become 
ooeof  practical  interest  within  thepresent 
year.  la.  October  last  I  had  occasion  to 
call  public  atteation,  through  the  columns 
of  Tht  Timex  newspaper,  to  the  question 
of  polling  places  in  Scotland,  and  espe- 
ciaUj  in  Argyllshire,  in  which  I  was 
then  particularly  interested.  I  also 
wrote  to  the  Duke  of  Biohmond,  who 
was  then  Secretazr  for  Scotland,  and  I 
pointed  out  to  His  Gfraoe  that  in  the 
Island  of  Tiree  there  were  1fi6  voters 
and  no  polling  place  ;  that  the  polling 
place  was  in  the  Island  of  Mull,  23  miles 
distant  by  open  sea,  and  that  there  was 
no  accommodation  for  reaching  that 
place  except  by  fishing  boats,  and  no 
accommodation  if  detained  by  stress  of 
weather  or  other  causes.  The  result 
was  that  the  people  were  partially 
disfranchised  in  good  weather,  and  ab- 
solutely diBfrancnised  in  bad  weather. 


The  case  of  the  Island  of  Coll,  where 
there  were  80  voters,  was  all  but  iden- 
tical, the  polling  place  being  18  miles 
distant  from  Tobermory,  in  Mull,  and 
the  inconvenience  was  doubled  by  the 
appointment  of  two  polling  places  for 
these  two  Islands  in  place  of  one,  which 
might  have  been  reached  by  one  vessel. 
The  people  of  these  Islands  petitioned  in 
vain  to  the  Sheriff  of  Argyllshire ;  but 
the  Sheriff  of  Argyllshire  refused  to 
grant  to  156  voters  on  one  Island  and  80 
on  another  a  oonmon  polling  place,  and 
the  result  was  tiiat  a  large  portion  of  the 
voters  were  absolutely  disfranchised, 
only  about  70  voters  ^omTiree  incurring 
the  risk  of  going  to  the  poll.  In  Eng- 
land it  is  the  rule  that  where  there  are 
100  voters  it  is  compulsory  to  provide  a 
polling  place  within  three  miles.  But  I 
have  pointed  out  that  in  the  case  of 
Tiree  the  distance  is  28  miles  by  open 
sea,  and,  in  my  letter  to  T^e  Times,  tnat 
it  was  like  calling  upon  the  electors  of, 
say,  Calais,  to  record  their  votes  in 
Dover,  and  that  they  should  bo  required 
to  oome  over  no  matter  what  the  weather 
was.  That  is  what  happened  in  this 
oase,  and  the  result  was  that  a  great 
many  of  them  were  disfranchised.  In 
support  of  what  I  say  I  will  ^uote  the 
testimony  of  a  nevspaper,  which  is  not 
supposed  to  be  in  favour  of  the  opnion  of 
these  people.  That  paper  stated  that  the 
Bebridean,  which  was  the  vessell  engaged , 
encountered  very  stormy  weather,  and  the 
result  was  that  I  should  be  deprived  of 
considerable  support,  as  Tiree  was  noted 
for  its  strongly  disaffected  feeling.  I 
should  like  to  call  attention  for  one 
moment  to  the  word  "  disaffected."  In 
England  that  word  was  taken  to  mean 
disloyalty  to  the  Crown ;  but  in  Scotland 
it  meant  disloyalty  to  2is  ScoUman  news- 
paper. I  brought  this  matter  before 
His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Bichmond.  The 
next  point  I  called  His  Grace's  attention 
to  was  the  case  of  another  Island  where 
there  were  136  voters,  and  where  the 
polling  place  was  25  miles  distant.  In 
the  case  of  the  Island  of  Jurs,  the  voters 
of  the  North  end  had  to  go  a  distance  of 
40  or  60  miles  to  vote  at  Port  Ellen.  I 
think  that  is  sufficient  to  show  the  system 
under  which  the  spirit  of  the  law  is  ad- 
ministered in  Scotland.  In  his  reply  to 
me,  I  understood  His  Grace  the  Duke  of 
Bichmond  to  mean  that  he  would  make 
a  representation  to  the  Sheriff  of  Argyll, 
who,  in  ooDjtmction  with  the  late  Lord 


Digitized  by 


Google 


129t  Supply— 


{COMMONS}  Civil  Sttwet.  1S92 


Adrocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Maodonald),  was 

responsible  for  the  arrangement.  I  have 
no  doubt  His  Grace  did  bo  ;  but  there 
was  no  change,  and  I  am  curious  to 
hear  from  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  what  excuse  he  can  possibly 
offer  for  practically  diefranchising  the 
people  to  a  great  estent<  The  people 
believe  it  was  done  designedly,  and  I 
hope  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man will  be  able  to  persuade  the  Com- 
mitte*  that  it  was  done  accidentally.  I 
grant  there  were  difficulties.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  possible  to  administer  the  law 
in  Scotland  as  it  is  administered  in  Eng- 
land, where  each  100  voters  are  bound 
to  be  supplied  with  a  polling  place  not 
more  than  three  miles  distant ;  but  there 
is  a  wide  differencH  between  that  and 
voters  having  to  go  AO  or  50  miles.  Not 
only  in  England,  but  in  Scotland,  when 
Gentlemen  become  public  servants,  they 
are  apt  to  assume  to  themselves  the  airs 
of  public  masterei,  and  there  is  no  class 
that  err  more  in  this  respect  than  Scotch 
Sheriffs.  They  believe  that  they  are 
above  the  law.  They  are  a  law  unto 
themselves.  They  do  as  thny  please. 
They  despise  the  Representatives  of  the 
people ;  and  while  both  political  Parties 
of  the  country  were  contending  for  the 
honour  of  giving  the  people  the  right  of 
Toting,  the  Sheriffs  were  doing  ell  they 
could  to  prevent  them  going  to  the  poll. 
In  Argyllshire,  out  of  10,000  electors 
less  than  7,000  recorded  iheir  vote,  and 
there  was  open  jubilation  on  the  part  o£ 
my  opponents  in  Argyllshire,  because 
the  tempestuous  weather  prevented  a 
number  of  my  supporters  from  coming 
to  the  poll.  One  boat  was  actually 
swamped  in  leaving  one  of  the  Islands ; 
but  90  electors  from  the  same  place  were 
plucky  enough  to  defy  the  elements,  and 
came  to  record  their  votes  in  spite  of  all 
the  efforts  of  the  Sheriff  of  Argyllshire, 
aided  by  the  late  Lord  Advocate.  It 
may  be  said  why  should  you  like  more 
polling  places  when  they  cost  eo  much  ? 
The  charge  for  each  was  £35  to  £50 ; 
but  I  would  rather  pay  for  more  polling 
places,  even  at  a  cost  of  £50,  than  that 
the  people  should  be  disfranchised.  In 
England  the  law  lays  down  a  hard-and- 
fast  line.  I  believe  that  the  maximum 
that  can  be  charged  for  a  polling  place 
is  £7  7 1.,  but  that  does  not  suit  those 
who  are  called  the  economical  Party  in 
Scotland.  It  does  not  suit  the  cliques 
in  Edinburgh  who  profit  by  these  trans- 


actions.  There  is  a  charge  of  £5  5«. 
a-day  for  a  certain  number  of  gentlemen 
who  travel  from  Edinburgh  on  an  ex- 
cursion to  become  Returning  Officers, 
when  there  were  local  men  who  would 
have  been  glad  to  do  the  work  for  £1 1(. 
each.  I  appeal  now,  first  of  all,  to  the 
late  Lord  Advocate  to  explain  how  them 
things  come  about,  and  I  would  appeal 
to  the  present  Lord  Advocate,  who  has 
the  power  to  remedy  this  statA  of  things 
before  another  election.  It  must  be  re- 
membered that  most  of  these  Toters  are 
not  young  people,  a  large  proportion  <^ 
them  are  feeble  people ;  but  they  are 
asked  to  tramp  30  or  40  miles  to  record 
their  Totes.  How  many  people  in  Lon- 
don would  tramp  from  Bow  to  Hammer- 
smith to  record  their  votes  ?  There 
would  be  very  few  who  would  have 
pluck  enough.  What  has  been  done 
in  Scotland  is  this — a  large  percentage  of 
the  people  have  not  been  allowed  to  vote 
in  consequence  of  the  arrangements  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
and  the  Sheriff.  One  other  chai^  I 
have  to  make  against  the  Sheriff  of 
Argyllshire.  By  the  Ballot  Act  it  is  the 
universal  custom  to  allow  candidates,  on 
the  day  when  the  votes  are  counted,  to 
be  represented  by  as  mai^,  or  nearly  as 
many,  agents  as  there  are  counten. 
["Hear,  hear!"]  I  am  glad  to  hear 
that  "  Hear,  hear  I "  because  it  confirms 
me  in  my  belief  as  to  the  practice.  Well, 
what  happened  in  Argyllshire?  I  gave 
written  permission  to  three  gentlemen 
to  attend  on  my  behalf  to  scrutinize  the 
action  of  20  counters,  and  the  Sheriff  of 
Argyllshire,  without  the  slightest  hesita- 
tion, rejected  two  and  allowed  me  one, 
because  the  other  side  had  not  demanded 
more  than  one.  But  why  should  they? 
Because  all  the  counters  were  on  their 
side,  as  was  also  the  Sheriff.  I  got  only 
one,  but  he  was  sufficient.  Now,  Sir,  I 
complain  of  these  things,  and  I  ask  die 
right  lion,  and  learned  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, for  whom  I  have  the  greatest  pos- 
sible respect,  to  explain  them.  I  charge 
the  Sheriff  of  Argyllshire  publicly  and 
ddiberately  in  this  House  with  having 
done  ever^^ing  in  his  power  by  every 
possible  means  to  defeat  the  Franchise 
Bill,  and  I  ask  the  present  Lord  Advo- 
cate to  make  such  arrangements  for  the 
future— whether  it  is  in  May  or  June, 
or  five  years  hence — that  we  shall  not  be 
prevented  by  local  effcnis  from  obtaining 
a  fair  representation  of  the  people. 
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Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD  (Edin- 
burgh  and  St.  Andrew's  TTniversitiee)  : 
I  have  no  reason  to  complain  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  having  raised  this  question, 
because  the  style  and  manner  in  which 
he  has  spoken  of  me  and  the  Sheriff  of 
Arf^Ushire  in  this  House  corresponds 
with  the  waj  in  which  he  has  spoken  of 
us  elsewhere,  and  which  has  appeared 
in  the  Press,  and  I  therefore  think  it  is 
desirable  that  we  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  making  some  remarks  upon 
the  subject.  But  I  think  the  opportunity 
on  my  part  would  be  very  much  abused 
if  I  adopted  the  same  tone  and  the  same 
land  of  language  as  the  hon.  Q^atleman 
has  used  in  this  House.  It  is  not  avery 
usual  thing  to  make  such  charges  as 
those  the  hon.  Member  has  brought  for- 
ward against  the  Sheriff  of  Argyllshire 
by  mere  verbal  statements;  and  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  not  disaffected  constituents,  as 
he  has  told  us  himself,  he  would  not 
have  thought  it  worth  while  to  use  such 
language  as  he  has  used  to-night  about 
a  gentleman,  whom,  I  venture  to  say 
in  the  presence  of  several  hon.  Gentle- 
men wtio  know  him  well,  that  there  is 
not  a  more  honourable,  more  faithful, 
or  more  thorough  gentleman  than  Mr. 
Irvine,  the  Sheriff  of  Argyllshire.  I  go 
further,  and  say  that  I  am  able  to  state 
to  this  House,  I  hope  to  the  satisfkction 
of  the  hori.  Member  who  has  just 
addressed  the  Committee — a  statement 
which  I  make  upon  my  honour  as  a 
Gentleman — ^that  in  all  my  conversations 
and  correspondence  with  Atr.  Irvine  on 
this  question  of  the  settlement  of  the 
polling  places  of  Argyllshire,  I  never 
saw  one  single  trace  of  Party  spirit,  or 
a  single  desire  on  his  part  to  do  any- 
thing but  what  he  thought  best  under 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case.  I  am 
also  aware  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
on  more  than  one  occasion  expressed  a 
very  emphatic  opinion  as  to  my  conduct, 
and  as  to  my  being  actuated  by  the  same 
motives  which  he  now,  in  the  absence  of 
the  Sheriff  of  Argyllshire,  attributes  to 
him ;  but  I  certainly  think  the  Oommit- 
tee  will  excuse  me  from  making  any 
^reply  to  any  such  statements.  If  the 
*h(ui.  Member,  from  tiie  very  slight  ac- 
quaintance he  has  of  me,  believes  me 
capable  of  such  conducty  it  would  be  vain 
on  my  part  to  attempt  to  disabuse  his 
mind  of  that  opinion.  I  think  I  shall 
best  fiUfil  my  duty  to-night  by  getting 
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away  from  these  personal  allusions  and 
aspersions.  One  thing  I  may  say — I  am 
sure  the  House  will  congratulate  the 
hon.  Member  upon  the  fact  that  the 
corruption  practised  against  him  has 
not  prevented  his  taking  his  seat  in  Par- 
liament; and  I  think  I  may  also  venture 
to  say  that  it  is  not  from  any  fear  of  the 
future  position  of  the  polling  places  in  - 
Argyllshire  that  he  has  made  this  state- 
ment. I  thank  the  hon.  Member  for 
bringing  forward  die  matter  thus  pub- 
licly, and  in  a  manner  so  that  it  can  be 
publicl}^  replied  too.  I  think  it  will  be 
instructive  to  the  Committee  to  know 
the  difiBoulties  ot  the  I<ord  Advocate 
when  certain  duties  are  thrust  vpoa  hinw 
This  I  can  say — ^that  the  accusations 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  made  in 
regard  to  his  county  are  exactly  the 
opposite  to  those  which  have  been  made 
in  regard  to  other  counties  similarly 
situated.  In  .some  counties,  such  as 
Bosa-ehire,  where  the  voters  were  very 
scattered,  the  chsi^e  made  i^ainst  the 
Lord  Advocate  and  the  Sheriff  was  that 
they  were  corruptly  using  their  position 
by  appointing  far  too  many  polling 
places,  for  the  purpose  of  placing  expense 
upon  the  candidate.  So  that  we  have  a 
double  difficulty.  In  one  place  we  are 
accused  of  appointing  too  many  polling 
places,  and  in  another  too  few.  I  wiQ 
give  the  Committee  an  idea  of  the 
kind  of  arguments  that  are  adduced 
against  us.  As  the  Committee  is  aware, 
in  the  county  of  Boss-shire  there  are 
a  great  number  of  illiterate  voters, 
so  far  as  voting  on  English  forms  with 
English  instructions  is  concerned ;  and, 
therefore,  without  having  a  great  many 
polling  places,  it  would  nave  been  im- 
possible to  poU  all  the  inhabitants.  The 
accusations  which  are  made  against  us, 
therefore,  are  based  upon  the  most  ab- 
surd ground.  Then,  again,  I  would  refer 
for  a  m<mient  to  a  more  populous,  to  a 
more  <uvilized  locality,  where  the  Sheriff, 
who  happens  to  belong  to  the  Conserva- 
tive Party,  and  myseu  were  accused  of 
the  grossest  corruption  at  Whitewich, 
near  Patrick,  for  which  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  sits,  but  who  has  not 
brought  the  matter  forward.  We  were 
accused  of  purposely  not  having  laid 
down  a  polmig  place  there,  because  it 
was  said  that  the  Tories  were  anxious, 
if  it  was  a  wet  day,  that  the  Liberal 
voters  of  Whitewich  might  have  to  go 
a  mile  or  a  mile.and  a-hMf  to  the  polling 
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pUoe.  Well,  SiT}  it  bo  happened  that  I 
had  a  number  of  petitions,  on  the  part 
of  the  OcmsevratiTes  of  Whttewioh,  re- 
qnestiag  that  a  polling:  place  should 
be  put  down  there.  I  also  had  a  peti- 
tion from  the  Liberals ;  but  neither  of 
them  were  acceded  to.  The  fact  was,  I 
was  unable  to  interfere,  because  the 
petitions  did  not  reach  me  until  after  the 
time  fixed  by  the  Statute.  That  was 
the  sole  difficulty,  and  these  were  the 
sort  of  difBcultiw  we  had  to  face.  But 
not  only  so,  even  as  regards  the  case  of 
Argyllshire,  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Ifem- 
ber  that  if  it  had  not  been  that  the 
Sheriff  and  myself  stretched  a  point  to 
Jteep  the  matter  open  rather  beyond  the 
statutory  time,  we  should  not  hare  been 
able  to  make  some  of  the  alterations 
which  we  did  make.  If  we  had  desired 
to  do  what  the  hon.  Member  imputes  to 
us,  we  might  have  taken  our  stand  on 
this — that  the  representations  came  in 
too  late,  and  that  the  thing  could  not  be 
altered.  Now  I  may  state  what  I  hinted 
at  the  time  the  representations  came  to 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  in  this  matter. 
I  ask  the  Committee  to  observe  this — 
^at  the  letters  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber wrote  to  the  papers  were  not  in- 
serted until  the  time  had  come  for 
holding  the  Begistration  Courts ;  and 
at  that  time  it  was  quite  impossible  to 
alter  the  arrangements  without  dis- 
organizing the  whole  of  the  plans  for 
the  election. 

Mb.  MAOFARLANE  :  May  I  correct 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman? 
After  my  first  letter  appeared  in  The 
Timet,  two  new  polling  places  were 
added. 

Ma.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD  :  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  he  is  en- 
tirely mistaken.  It  may  have  come  to 
tho  hon.  Member's  knowledge  after- 
wards ;  but  the  deliverance  by  which 
the  polling  places  were  added  was  a 
deliverance  given  before  the  letter  ap- 
peared. I  can  assure  him  that  that  is 
a  fact.  I  refer  to  my  own  note  on  the 
matter,  as  it  was  written  down  without 
expecting  that  this  question  would  come 
up  before  Parliament  at  alL  Perhaps 
I  may  be  allowed  to  read  it — 

"The  arraa^«iiieiit  of  polling  places  in  theaa 
outlying  distncLs  U  very  difficult,  aod  Mr. 
Irvine  tmd  I  have  doao  our  best.  Polling  can- 
not be  eaay  where  a  number  of  small  Iilands 
are  concerned.  If  polling  places  are  multiplied 
the  result  to  oandidatea  beoomei  expensive,  and 
in  other  parts  of  the  Watt  Highknu  th«  Sheriff 
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and  I  have  been  wrerely  abnaed  for  qipunting 
too  many  stations,  and  thereby  ineroanng  ax- 
penae." 

The  Committee  will  see,  perhaps,  the 
difficulty  of  our  position.  To  refer  to 
actual  facta.  So  far  as  inveetigatiouB 
are  concerned,  I  myself  saw  reports  from 
all  sorts  of  officials  in  Argyllshire  offer- 
ing their  opinions  as  to  the  best  arrange- 
ments  that  could  be  made.  I  do  not 
for  a  moment  suggest  that  the  work 
that  we  carried  out  was  perfection.  It 
was  unlikely  that  it  would  be  perfection, 
for  there  were  many  difficulties  to  be 
considered  and  many  facts  to  be  taken 
into  account  that  the  hon.  Member  dou 
not  uuderatand.  There  was  one  diffi- 
culty above  all  others  as  regards  the 
Island  of  Tiree  and  the  Island  of  Coll. 
The  hon.  Member  has  espeoiaUj  referred 
to  the  matter.  If  a  polling  station  had 
been  established  on  them,  and  that 
stormy  weather  of  which  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  spoke  as  making  it  so  difficult  for 
voters  to  reach  the  main  Island  for  the 
purpose  of  voting,  bad  occurred,  it  would 
have  rendered  it  impossible  for  the  Pre- 
siding Officer  to  land.  If  he  had  not 
been  able  to  do  so  at  the  proper  time,  it 
would  have  made  the  whole  election  null 
and  void.  We  had  to  take  it  into  serious 
contemplation  whether  it  was  better  to 
put  some  150  voters  to  some  of  these 
;  inconveniences,  which  it  is  absolatel; 
impossible  to  prevent  in  auoh  districts 
as  Ar^llshire,  and  which  contain  scat- 
tered Islands  exposed  to  the  Atlantie, 
or  risk  the  chance  of  rendering  the 
election  null  and  void.  Wa  knew  per- 
fectly well  that  the  voters  oonld  reach 
the  island  of  Mull  if  the  weather  per- 
mitted, and  we  did  not  lose  sight  of  the 
fact  that  the  rendering  of  the  electioa 
void  would  have  thrown  all  the  expeuse 
of  another  contest  upon  the  shoulders  of 
the  candidates.  As  regards  Tiree  and 
Coll,  we  divided  them,  so  as  to  give  as 
best  we  could  the  result  of  having  a 
reasonable  number  of  voters  ia  each 
polling  place,  by  sending  the  voters  of 
one  place  to  Mull  and  the  voters  of  the 
other  to  Tobermory.  We  made  the  best 
divisions  we  could.  I  do  not  say  it  wa« 
the  perfection  of  arrangements;  but  I 
do  say,  and  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will 
try  to  believe  me,  that  it  was  honestly 
done  in  the  best  interest  of  the  oanying 
out  of  the  election.  Nothing  that  we 
have  heard  to-night  has  satisfied  ma  that 
I  was  not  right  in  the  decision  I  took  in 
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the  matter ;  and  nothing  I  hare  heard 

has  convinced  me  that,  unless  I  had  acted 
from  corrupt  motives,  which  I  cannot 
realize  to  myself,  I  did  not  come  to  a 
right  decision.  Reference  has  been 
made  to  a  place  called  Easdale  and  a 
place  called  Luing ;  and  it  is  complained 
that  tlie  voters  from  Easdale  were  asked 
to  vote  at  a  place  called  Kilmelfort. 
Well,  it  is  trae  that  to  follow  the  main 
road  from  Easdale  to  Kilmelfort,  in- 
volves a  jonrney  of  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  miles ;  but  there  ia  a  very  good 
bridle  path,  by  which  it  takes  only  eight 
or  nine  miles  to  perform  the  journey. 
I  ank  informed  that  that  is  so  by  x>eople 
who  know  the  district  as  well  as  the  hon. 
Member ;  indeed,  I  venture  to  doubt 
whether  the  hon.  Member  has  ever  been 
in  that  district.  If  be  has,  I  stand  cor- 
i^oted.  My  information  comes  from  the 
oonstable  of  the  district.  Then  take  the 
case  of  the  inhabitants  of  Luing ;  they 
had  only  to  go  six  or  seven  miles  by 
land-locked  water  to  record  their  votes. 
But  if  the  people  of  Easdale  had  bad  a 
polling  station  near  them,  the  people  of 
Oraiguish  and  Capel  would  have  had  to 
go  30  miles  to  vote.  The  Oommittee 
will  see  that,  in  a  broken-up  place  like 
that,  all  jou  can  do  is  to  endeavour  to 
get  something  like  a  central  place  as  a 
polling  station.  Ko  doubt  most  people 
who  had  to  go  a  number  of  miles  to  vote 
would  complain,  and  for  selfish  motives 
would  desire  to  have  a  polling  place  neu 
to  them,  ivgardleas  of  the  convenience 
of  the  inhabitants  of  other  distriois.  It 
is  plain,  I  say,  that  if  the  people  the 
hon,  Gentleman  has  referred  to  had  had 
a  polling  station  near  them,  other  people 
would  have  been  obliged  to  go  30  miles 
to  vote. 

Mb.  MAOFARLANE  :  Why  did  you 
not  have  two  polling  stations  ? 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD:  The 
hon.  Member  says  why  did  we  not  have 
two  polling  stations.  But  I  would  ask 
how  many  voters  does  he  mean  to  put  to 
each  ? 

Mb.  MAOFARLANE :  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  Quite  mis- 
nnderstood  mr  argument.  There  are 
325  voters  in  the  parish  in  which  Elasdale 
is  situated ;  and  what  I  claim  is  that  a 
voting  place  should  be  allowed  to  these 
325  voters,  and  that  does  not  seem  un- 
reasonable. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  If  there 
had  been  a  voting  place  for  every  836 


voters  in  the  county,  T  do  not  think  the 

hon.  Member  would  be  quite  so  com- 
fortable in  purse  as  he  is  at  the  present 
time.  Then,  again,  it  is  all  very  well 
for  these  places  to  claim  to  be  treated  in 
the  best  possible  way ;  bnt  as  it  was,  we 
increased  the  number  of  polling  places 
from  14  to  24. 

Me.  MAOFARLANE  :  20.  - 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD:  24. 

Mb.  MAOFARLANE :  20. 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD:  I 
think  the  hon.  Member,  after  the  ac- 
cusations he  has  made,  might  allow 
those  on  the  other  ude  to  speak.  Being 
in  Oommittee,  the  hon.  Member  wilt  have 
an  opportudi^  to  reply.  With  regard 
to  Jura  and  Portaskaig,  I  am  not  very 
well  prepared  on  that  matter.  If  my 
reoollection  serves  me  aright,  the  great 
fact  in  connection  with  that  incident 
was  that  there  was  no  place  that  could 
be  got  suitable  for  a  polling  station, 
and  that  there  were  no  workmen  and 
materials  to  be  got  to  knock  up  a 
booth ;  but  so  careful  was  I  in  that 
matter,  that,  before  it  was  finally  settled, 
I  made  inquiries  to  see  if  it  was  pos> 
sible  to  get  the  desired  accommodation. 
It  was  only  after  making  that  inqniry, 
and  considering  the  matter  moat  care- 
fully,  that  our  ultimate  arrangements 
were  made.  Turning  back  for  one  mo- 
ment to  the  original  charge,  I  beg  to 
point  out  again  the  position  in  which 
we  were  jdaced,  with  a  General  Ejection 
coming  on  and  taking  place  under  an 
entirely  new  franchise.  I  will  suggest  to 
the  Comuiittee  and  to  the  hon. Member, 
if  he  will  allow  me,  that  it  would  have 
been  better  if,  on  the  first  occasion  on 
which  efi'orts  have  been  made  to  carry 
out  an  Act  of  Parliament  of  this  kind, 
there  had  been  a  little  more  charity  and 
belief  that  the  officials  intended  to  act 
honestly  in  this  matter,  and  if  the  hon. 
Member  and  his  Friends,  whatever  they 
might  have  thought  privately,  had  tried 
to  believe  that  we  have  endeavoured  to 
do  our  best.  If  this  had  been  the  at- 
titude of  the  hon.  Member  and  his 
Friends,  there  might,  perbap8,have  been 
less  difficulty  in  coming  to  an  adjust- 
ment, and  in,  to  a  great  extent,  improv- 
ing the  arrangements  we  made.  But, 
surely,  it  is  not  the  way  to  deal  with  a 
subject  of  this  kind  in  a  Oommittee  like 
this — to  accuse  the  Sherifie  of  Scotland 
of  endeavouring  to  take  np  the  position 
of  public  masters. 
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Db.  CIAHK  (CaithneBs):  Breakers 
of  the  law  aa  well. 

Ma.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD:  If 
hoD.  Gentlemen  adhere  to  that  state- 
ment, I  beg  to  give  it  the  most  emphatic 
contradiction  that  ia  consistent  with  the 
Bules  of  this  Committee ;  and  I  venture 
to  say  that  hon.  Members  will  not  get 
any  number  of  respectable  inhabitants 
in  Scotland,  or  Members  of  this  House, 
to  join  with  them  in  saying  that  the 
Sheriffs  do  not  act  honourably,  and  do 
not  do  their  duty  faithfully  and  honestly. 
I  desire  to  treat  this  matter  good  hu- 
mouredly,  as  regards  myself ;  but,  as  re- 
gards men  whom  we  honour  aod  respect 
—[Dr.  Clabk:  No!")  —  well,  there  is 
one  inhabitant  of  Scotland  who  does  not 
hon«ur  and  respect  them,  and  who  thinks 
it  is  a  worthy  thing  to  say  it  in  this 
House,  and  before  this  Oommittee.  But 
knowing  these  men,  and  knowing  that 
they  are  respected  in  Scotland,  I  re- 
pudiate altogether  for  them  the  sugges- 
tions hurled  at  them  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  ;  and  I  say  that  ac- 
cusations like  this  should  not  be  made, 
except  on  the  strongest  grounds,  and 
supported  by  the  most  clear  and  distinct 
evidence.  [Mr.  Macfablanb  :  Hear, 
hear!]  I  say,  that  if  matters  of  this 
kind  are  to  be  brought  up  in  this  way, 
there  is  no  protection  for  honourable 
men  in  the  carrying  out  of  their  duties. 
If  such  accusations  are  to  be  permitted, 
and  such  general  aspersions  are  to  be 
hurled  by  hon.  Members,  there  is  no 
protection  for  offlciala.  Let  the  hon. 
Member  make  a  real,  straightforward, 
bond  fd$  written  aoensation  to  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  and  let  it  be  fully  cx~ 
amined.  Do  not  let  na  have  the  honour- 
able SherifiTs  of  Scotland  accused  aud 
maligned  in  a  manner  which  I  do  not 
use  too  strong  an  expression  if  I  de- 
scribe as  disgraceful. 

Me.  MACFARLANE:  I  am  sorry 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man has  taken  up  the  question  in  the 
manner  he  has.  He  has  called  on  me  to 
make  my  charge  in  the  form  of  a  written 
statement.  Well,  the  very  first  step  I 
took  was  to  make  a  written  statement  to 
theDukeofBichmond.  [Mr.J.H.A. Mac- 
DOifAU> :  Yes ;  in  a  letter  to  the  news- 
papers.] No ;  in  a  letter  to  the  then 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  and  the  Duke  of 
Bichmond  stated,  in  reply,  that  if  my 
facts  weire  correct — and  fhey  have  not 
been  refuted— has  the  right  hon.  aud 


learned  Gentleman  refuted  one  of  them? 
No,  not  one ;  he  has  wandered  all  over 
the  world,  bat  has  nerer  touched  the 
gist  of  the  whole  matter.  He  has  said 
they  did  the  best  they  could ;  bat  he  hss 
never  explained  why  they  could  not  have 
done  better.  He  says  they  could  not  find 
wood  enough  at  Jura  to  make  a  polling 
booth.  Was  it  not  possible  to  import 
wood  to  Portaskaig,  and  make  a  polling 
booth  there,  so  that  when  people  landed 
they  would  not  have  had  to  go  12  or  14 
miles  further  before  they  could  vote? 
There  has  been  no  answer  to  my  charge. 
The  right  hon.  and  learued  Gentlemaa 
says — "  Formulate  your  ohage  in  blaci 
and  white."  I  did  so,  to  the  highest 
authority  in  Scotland,  and  that  highest 
authority,  as  I  understand  his  letter, 
assured  me  that  he  would  make  repre- 
smtation  to  the  Sheriff.  But  we  have 
not  heard  what  that  representation  was. 
I  asked  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  present  Lord  Advocate  if  he 
would  lay  the  correspondence  on  the 
Table;  but  he  refused  to  do  so.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
late  Lord  Advocate  has  not  said  a  word 
as  to  the  nature  of  the  representation 
made  by  the  Duke  of  Hichmond  to  him- 
self and  the  Sheriff  of  Argyllshire  in 
this  matter.  Why  not?  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  noble  Duke  did  what  be 
thought  was  right,  and  called  on  his 
subordinate  officials  to  carry  out  what 
he  thought  to  be  justice  ;  but  they  did 
not,  and  that,  I  suppose,  is  the  reason 
we  are  refused  a  sight  of  the  letter  of 
the  noble  Duke.  I  ask  thoso  who  hare 
listened  to  this  argument,  so  farasithas 
gone,  passionate  on  the  one  side  andoo^ 
and  collected  on  the  other^X  ask  this 
Committee  to  say  if  there  has  been  one 
tittle,  one  pretence,  one  shadow  of  an 
answer  made  to  the  charges  I  hare 
brought  against  these  officials  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  (Clackmanuan,  &c.) :  As  an 
appeal  has  been  made  to  me,  I  will  esj* 
a  few  words  in  reply  to  it.  If  the  hon. 
Member  refers  primarily  to  the  future,  I 
need  not  say  that  if  experience  in  the 
future  should  prove  that  there  is  any 
remediable  inconvenience,  it  will  be 
always  open  for  anyone  to  make  a  re- 
presentation, and  have  it  most  carefully 
considered  \  and  I  am  perfectly  certain 
that  every  Sheriff  in  Scotland  will 
most  ready  and  willing  to  giTe  it  a  fair 
and  dispasaionate  and  careful  ouuidsrt- 
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tion.  I  oan  only  Bay,  as  regards  the 
general  allegation  which  has  been  made, 
that  I  entirely  concur  in  what  has  been 
said  by  the  right  hon,  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Mac- 
donald)  on  this  matter.  Having  had  to 
carry  on  the  administration  in  regard  to 
electoral  matters  for  some  years  io 
Scotland,  I  hare  been  put  into  com- 
mnuicatiott  with  the  Sheriffs  on  these  as 
well  as  on  other  matters ;  and  I  can  say, 
from  experience,  that  without  exception 
these  gentlemen  have  taken  a  great  deal 
of  pains  with  the  view  io  solving,  if 
possible,  the  difficult  problem  of  appoint- 
ing a  Buffldent  number  of  polling  places, 
without  unduly  heaping  up  the  expense. 
They  have  endeavoured  to  collect  the 
best  opinions  and  information  and  evi- 
dence they  could  from  the  localities,  and 
have  submitted  schemes,  and  have  tried 
to  meet  justice  as  well  as  convenience. 
I  am  certain,  though  I  have  not  the 
actual  official  duty  of  carrying  out  the 
arrangements  in  Argyllshire,  that  that 
is  exactly  the  spirit  which  is  manifested 
there.  I  regret  extremely  that  it  has 
been  thought  necessary  to  make  such  a 
charge  as  this  against  the  SherifF  of 
that  couni^r— to  charge  him  with  having 
acted  for  Party  purposes.  No  one  who 
knows  htm,  as  I  have  had  the  privilege 
of  doing  for  years  past,  can  have  hesjrd 
these  charges  without  experiencing  a 
feeling  of  something  like  rising  indig' 
nation,  and  no  one  having  tho  ability  to 
do  so  would  decline  to  get  up  and  re- 
pudiate it  in  the  strongest  manner.  Any 
representation  for  advancing  the  interest 
and  convenienoe  of  electors  will,  I  am 
sure,  be  as  carefully  considered  by  this 
gentlemen  in  the  future  as  it  has  been 
in  the  pa<t.  I  hare  no  knowledge  of  the 
representations  which  may  have  been 
made  to  tho  late  Secretary  for  Scotland ; 
but,  so  far  as  I  know,  I  can  only  say 
that  they  did  not  contain  a  charge 
against  anyone,  but  were  merely  repre- 
sentations bearing  upon  the  number  of 
polling  places.  ThAt  was  the  only  matter 
which  bad  to  be  considered,  and  I  sup- 
pose it  was  considered  so  far  as  the 
statutory  time  would  allow,  though  I  ra- 
ther think  that  October  had  then  arrived. 
As  regards  the  future,  I  can  only  repeat 
that  any  representation  will  be  carefully 
considered.  I  know  that  some  of  the 
Sheriffs  did  remark  upon  the  great  dif- 
ficulty they  had  experienced  in  con- 
sequence of  their  desiro  not  to  nnneoes- 


sarily  multiply  polling  places,  inasmuch 
as  complaints  were  made  to  them  that 
the  expense  of  unduly  extending  the 
number  of  booths  would  be  intolerable. 
I  hope  we  shall  be  able  to  remove  these 
difficulties — or  some  of  them — by  legis- 
lation. With  regard  to  Beturning 
Officers'  expenses,  I  think  that  in  so 
far  as  by  legislation  or  administration 
the  cost  can  be  kept  within  reasonable 
bounds,  and  at  the  same  time  the  op- 
portunity given  to  the  largest  number 
of  voters  to  vote,  it  will  be  done. 

Db.  B.  U'DONALD  (Boss  and  Cro- 
marty) :  If  the  Committee  will  listen 
to  me  for  a  few  momenta,  I  have  an 
entirely  different  complaint  to  make 
against  the  authorities  for  the  manner 
in  which  they  managed  the  polling 
places  in  Scotland.  My  complaint  is  that 
I  had  a  great  deal  more  polling  places 
than  I  wanted,  the  result  being  to  make 
the  election  more  expensive  than  it 
ought  to  have  been  ;  whereas  the  com- 
plaint of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Argyllshire  (Mr.  Maofarlane)  is 
that  in  his  district  of  scattered  Islands 
there  were  not  sufficient  polling  places, 
the  lack  of  them  causing  the  candidates 
to  employ  steamers  in  order  to  carry  the 
voters  from  the  Islands  to  the  mainland. 
We  have  been  told  by  the  late  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Maodonald)  that 
he  did  the  best  that  in  him  lay  to  make 
the  polling  places  as  reasonable  as  pos- 
sible. Well,  in  Argyllshire,  with  its 
10,000  electors,  we  have  14  polling 
places,  whilst  in  Boss-shire,  which  is 
6,000  acres  lass  in  extent,  and  which  has 
9,000  electors— 1,000  fewer  than  Argyll- 
shire— there  are  39  polling  places.  We 
sent  representations  to  the  authorities 
at  Edinburgh— to  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land for  the  time  being — and  all  the 
reply  we  got  was  that  two  places  were 
taken  from  a  little  town  called  Stomo- 
way,  about  a  milo  long,  for  which  three 
booths  had  been  arranged.  So  far  as  I 
can  see,  the  late  Lord  Advocate,  has  not 
dealt  with  the  fai-ts  of  the  ease.  It  was 
with  the  greatest  difficulty  that  we  got 
the  slight  reduction  I  am  referring  to ; 
and  I  want  to  know  on  what  ground  can 
the  late  Lord  Advocate  say  he  did  his 
best,  when  we  see  there  were  provided 
for  10,000  voters  14  polling  places,  and 
for  9,000  voters  39  polling  places  ?  And 
these  are  facts  which  cannot  be  gainsaid. 
Another  point  has  been  taken  up,  and  it 
is  one  wluoh  I  maintain  it  is  important 
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to  ui^.  Instead  of  having  local  people 
put  on  as  poUing  Sheriffs  in  the  Island 
of  Lewis,  they  came  from  Edinbargb. 
They  had  to  start  from  there  on  Mon- 
day, and  could  not  get  back  until  the 
.  Monday  following.  They  had  £3  3«. 
a-day  each,  and  their  clerks  £1 
and  all  their  expenses.  There  are  men 
in  the  district  who  look  after  school 
board  and  other  elections,  and  who  are 
quite  capable  of  conducting  a  Parlia- 
mentary election.  It  would  be  infinitely 
better  to  employ  them  than  to  employ 
gentlemen  who  run  up  a  bill — as  hap- 
pened in  one  case — of  £3d  each.  I 
object  lo  the  employment  of  briefless 
barristers  in  Eldinburgh  for  this  work  ; 
it  is  a  mistake  from  beginning  to  end, 
I  lay  these  facts  before  the  Committee. 
They  are  not  to  be  gainsaid,  and  I  must 
say  I  think  the  Committee  ought  to  see 
that  in  these  matters  we  are  not  left 
to  Lord  Advocates  or  anyone  else.  A 
proper  scheme  of  polling  places  should 
be  drawn  up  so  that  we  oan  get  justice 
all  round. 

De.  CLARK  (Oaithnese) :  If  there  is  a 
feeling  of  lawlessness  and  disaffection  in 
the  Highlands  of  Scotland,  some  of  us 
think  that  those  who  have  caused  it  are 
not  the  agitators,  but  the  men  who  re- 
present law  and  order— the  Sheriffsof  the 
counties  who  break  the  law  with  impu- 
nity. I  will  not  take  up  the  time  of  the 
Committee  to-night  witb  a  description  of 
thevarious  illegal  aotsof  theSheriffs;  but, 
were  X  to  do  so,  I  could  prove  to  you  by  a 
plain  statement  of  fact  that  thousands 
of  crofters  and  cottars  have  been  dis- 
franchised owing  to  the  action  of  the 
Sheriffs.  I  will,  however,  point  out  in 
niy  own  case  two  or  three  absolutely 
illegal  acts  performed  by  the  Sheriff  of 
my  own  county,  who  is  probably  one  of 
the  best  of  the  Sheriffs.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men are  aware  that  under  the  Ballot 
Act  candidates  have  a  right  to  be  pre- 
sent to  see  tlie  counting  of  the  ballots. 
Well,  in  the  case  of  my  own  election,  I 
went  to  the  Sheriff's  Court  to  see  the 
ballots  counted,  and  was  refused  admis- 
sion. I  looked  at  the  Act  again  and 
went  back,  saw  the  sergeant  of  police, 
and  told  him  I  had  a  right  by  Act  of 
Parliament  to  see  the  thing  done.  I 
demanded  that  he  should  bring  the 
Sheriff  —  I  declared  that  unless  he 
brought  the  Sheriff  I  would  force  my 
way  in.  The  Sheriff  was  brought,  and 
in  my  presenoe  he  ordeied  the  policemaa 


to  keep  me  out.  Here  was  an  illegal  act 
committed  by  the  representative  of  the 
Crown,  and  I  call  the  attention  of  the 
Lord  Advocate  to  it.  Bal^  more  than 
this,  according  to  the  Corrupt  Flractices 
Act,  if  a  candidate  pays  an  accoimt  aft«r 
a  certain  date  he  commits  an  illegal  act ; 
and  yet  this  Sheriff  wishes  to  compel 
me  to  pay  an  account  after  that  specified 
date.  I  cannot  comply  with  his  demand, 
for  I  should  be  breaking  the  law  ;  but 
the  Sheriff  has  £50  of  mine  in  his  hands, 
and  I  allow  him  to  keep  that  rather  than 
do  what  is  illegal.  There  is  no  Schedule 
in  the  Act  applying  to  Scotland,  as  there 
is  in  the  case  of  Ireland  and  England, 
by  which  1<.  per  mile  ischarged  forcarir- 
ing  the  ballot  boxes.  The  Sheriff  Clerk, 
therefore,  charged  me  10«.  per  mile.  I 
thought  this  a  preposterous  charge,  and 
desirad  to  have  it  taxed ;  but  the  Sheriff 
tells  me  I  oaunot  have  it  taxed.  I 
will  give  the  Committee  another  in- 
stance before  sitting  down.  The  night 
before  the  polling  my  agent  sent  down  a 
man  to  act  as  a  polling  clerk  at  a  dis- 
tance of  13  miles  from  a  chief  town. 
He  did  not  get  him  to  sign  the  usual 
form.  He  chained  me  £22  for  going 
down  to  act  as  my  polling  clerk.  The 
matter  came  before  the  Sheriff  Clerk, 
who  allowed  this  polling  clerk  £4  -it. 
a- day,  while  the  Act  only  allows  polling 
Sheriffs  £3  3s.,  and  polling  derks 
£l  1#.  This  is  the  kind  of  justice  we 
got  in  the  Highlands,  and  yet  you  ex- 
pect us  to  fall  down  and  worship  these 
Sheriffs— men  who  commit  illegal  acts 
with  impunity.  The  wonder  isthat,  under 
the  circumstances,  the  Highlanders  have 
been  so  law-abiding  as  they  have  been 
for  so  long  a  time.  As  no  reply  has 
been  given  to  the  complaints  of  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Macfarlane),  I  truat  he  will 
divide  the  Committee. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll):  I 
have  waited  patiently,  expecting  to  re- 
ceire  some  assurance  from  the  present 
Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  that 
he  would  do  what  he  could  to  redress 
the  wrongs  of  which  I  complained,  done 
under  the  late  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald);  but,  instead  of  that  

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  If  I  did  not  say,  I  meant  to 
say,  that  if  there  is  any  representation 
or  suggestion  made,  it  will  be  conridercd 
most  fully. 

Mb.  MAOFABLAKK  :  What  I  com- 
plain of  is  that,  in  many  oases,  the  Soot* 
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tisli  officials  require  to  be  told  what 
their  duties  are.  Are  they  not  aware  of 
the  necessities  of  these  counties  ?  The 
late  Lord  Advocate  said  the  case  was 
not  presented  to  them  until  it  was  too 
late  to  interfere.  Did  it  not  occur  to 
the  QoTemmeot  that  they  had  belter 
consider  the  question  before  representa- 
tions were  made  to  them?  The  same 
remark  applies  to  the  present  Lord  Ad- 
vocate. This  seems  to  have  been  made 
an  occasion  for  the  present  and  late  Lord 
AdvocateB  to  compliment  each  other 
across  the  Table  upon  the  excellent  ar- 
Tangements  that  they  have  made,  and 
upon  their  being  two  hooonrable  men. 
I  do  not  dispute  that  they  are  honour- 
able men ;  but  I  say  they  may  be  mis- 
taken. In  consequence  of  the  com- 
pletely unsatisfactory  answer  of  the  pre- 
sent Lord  Advocate,  who,  if  my  eyes 
had  been  shut,  I  should  hare  thought 
when  he  was  speaking  he  was  sitting  on 
the  Tory  Benches,  I  shall  divide  the 
Committee  upon  this  question. 

Mr.DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  In  dividing 
the  Committee,  does  the  hon.  Gentleman 
mean  to  rejuse  the  entire  £3,000,000  ? 
I  would  suggest  that  the  hon.  Member 
should  move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  the 
amount  of  the  salary  of  the  Lord  Advo* 
cate.  If  he  were  to  do  so,  I  should  cer- 
tainly rote  with  lum. 

Sm  JULIAN  G0LD8^aD  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  S.) :  It  is  quite  dear  that  if  the 
CK>vemment  would  give  some  fair  and 
aatisfaotoi^  promise  to  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Macfarlane),  this  matter  might  be 
settled.  As  we  all  know,  there  is  a  scale 
upon  which  we  in  England  are  charged 
for  our  polling  places.  There  is  do  such 
soale  in  Scotland,  and  that  is  an  obvious 
grievance.  Again,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Macfarlane)  has  shown  that  there 
are  cases  in  which  men  hare  to  travel 
25  and  30  miles  in  order  to  record  their 
votes.  That,  also,  is  an  acknowledged 
grievance.  Then  it  has  been  shown 
that  men  have,  at  the  risk  of  tbeir  lives, 
had  to  cross  stormy  seas ;  but  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  late  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  said 
the  Sheriff  oonld  not  go  over,  as  it  might 
have  been  risky  for  him. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  (Edin- 
burgh and  St.  Andrew's  Universities) : 
I  said  nothing  of  the  kind.  I  said  it  so 
happened  it  was  so  stormy  that  no  one 
oould  land  from  the  steamer ;  the  wea- 
ther prevented  a  landing  taking  place. 


Sib  JULIAN  G0LD8MID :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  it  was  risky  for  the 
Officer  to  land  from  the  steamer. 

Ma.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  Per- 
haps the  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  know 
the  coast  of  Argyllshire  ? 

SiE  JULIAN  GOLDSMID:  Yes; 
I  do. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  Then 
he  must  know  it  is  not  a  question  of 
risk,  but  of  absolute  impossibility. 

SiE  JULIAN  GOLDSMID :  If  it  is  a 
matter  of  absolute  impossibility  for  the 
Sheriff  to  cross  this  sea,  it  ought  also  to 
be  a  matter  of  absolute  impossibili^  for 
the  voter.  That  is  all  the  greater  reason 
why  the  hon.  Gtentleman  (Mr.  Macfar- 
lane) was  right  in  asking  for  additional 
polling  stations.  I  trust  that  Her  Ma* 
jestj's  Government  will  give  a  more 
satisfactory  answer  to  hon.  Members, 
and  thus  avoid  a  division. 

Thb  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  (Clackmannan,  &c.) :  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken 
cannot  have  been  present  the  other  day, 
when,  in  answer  to  a  Question  in  this 
House,  I  stated  that  we  were  preparing 
to  legislate  on  the  question  of  Beturuing 
Officers'  expenses.  To  that  part  of  the 
tho  matter  we  are  fully  alive.  In  regard 
to  the  rest,  I  am  afraid  I  have  not  suc- 
ceeded in  making  myself  plain.  I  shall 
make  the  very  best  effort  I  can  to  inves- 
tigate the  representations  that  have  been 
made  to-night,  and  any  others  that  are  in 
any  shape  or  form  made. 

Mb.  MACFABLANE  :  The  last  sUte- 
ment  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman is  quite  satisfactory. 

Mb.  AltTHUE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  Mr.  Courtney,  in  this  Vote  on 
Account  there  is  a  small  item  for  an 
Office  in  Dublin  called  the  Begistrar 
General's  Office,  Ireland.  I  have  placed 
on  the  Paper,  in  regard  to  the  ordinary 
Estimates,  a  Notice  to  reduce  the  sum 
for  this  Office  by  £200.  My  purpose  in 
rising  now  is  to  obtain  from  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  ^Mr.  JohnMorley), 
or,  if  not  from  him,  from  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  an 
assurance  that  the  scheme  for  the  re- 
organinLtion  of  that  Office  will  not  be 
definitely  adopted  until  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  has  had 
an  opportunity  of  really  examining  the 
merits  of  the  case.  In  reply  to  a  Ques- 
tion I  put  some  days  ago,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intimated  that  the  proposed 
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Boheme  had  received  the  eanotibn  of  the 
Treasniy,  bnt  that  it  had  not  been  finally 
adopted  ;  and  I  nnderetood  him  to  say 
that  he  was  prepared,  to  consider  the 
question.  But  if  that  consideration  is 
not  given  before  the  1st  of  April  next — 
that  is  to  say,  in  about  10  or  11  days — 
the  scheme  will  be  in  active  operation, 
and  it  will  be  too  late  to  interfere  with 
it.  The  Estimate  for  the  Office  is  not 
likely  to  come  on  until  considerably  after 
that  date,  and  then  it  will  be  almost  too 
late  to  raise  the  question  at  all.  I 
should  like,  especially  as  there  is  suffi- 
cient money  in  hand  to  carry  od  the 
Oflftce,  that  the  operation  of  the  scheme 
should  be  delnwl  until  we  can  upon 
the  ordinal  Civil  Serrioe  Estimates 
thrash  the  question  out.  T  should  not 
make  this  application  unless  I  did  not 
believe — and  my  belief  is  shared  by 
almost  all  the  Members  from  Ireland, 
whether  they  eit  above  or  below  the 
Gangway — if  I  did  not  believe  that  the 
very  greatest  injustice  will  be  done  to  a 
considerable  number  of  men  by  the  pro- 
posed scheme  of  reorganization.  I  trust 
the  Government  will  be  willing  to  post- 
pone the  adoption  of  the  scheme  until 
its  merits  have  been  laid  before  the 
House. 

The  SEORETABY  to  the  TBEA- 
SURY  CMr.  Henrt  H.  Fowlkh)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  The  scheme  has  not 
come  boFore  the  Treuury  yet. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  Oh, 
yes;  it  has  received  the  Treasury's 
sanction. 

Mr.  henrt  H.  FOWLER:  I 
thought  it  was  still  awaiting  the  decision 
of  the  Treasury.  If  it  ha^  received  the 
sanction  of  the  Treasury,  I  apprehend 
there  will  be  no  difficulty  in  carry- 
ing it  out.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  is  not  here.  ["Yes."] 
Then  I  will  leave  the  mattw  in  his 
handji. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  poe  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  John  Morlbt)  (Newcastle- 
ou-Tyne):  I  was  not  in  the  House  when 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  East 
Donegal  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  made  his 
statement ;  but  I  think  we  shall  be  per- 
fectly ready  to  postpone  the  operation  of 
the  scheme  until  there  is  some  chance  of 
considering  it. 

Yote  offrtei  te. 

(4.)  £595  12$.  U.t  Civil  Services 
Excesses,  viz. ; — 

JKr.  Arthvr  (yCmuwr 


Class  I. — Fubuo  Wobxs  aid 
BniiiDiHoe. 

New  Coortt  of  Justice  and  OffioM..     16  8  I 

Class  II. — Salabiks  akd  Exfeivses  of 

CiTiL  Departments. 

Bagutrar  G'fiDeral'B  Offioea,  Scot- 
land   1  10  11 

Class  III. — Law  and  Justice. 

Supremo  Court  of  Judicature,  Ire- 
land 176  17  1 

Dablin  Hetn^litan  Police       . .    998  1ft  0 

Totel       ..  ..  £J»6  12  1 


(5.)  £38,119  10«..  Navy  ExoesB. 
Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 
SUPPLY.— EEPOET. 

Postponed  Resoluticm  [11th  March] 

considered. 

i.  "That  a  mm,  oot  exceeding  £6S,I16,  be 
granted  to  Her  Uajeity,  to  defray  tlie  Cha^ 
which  will  come  in  couim  of  payment  duting 
the  year  endmit  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1S87, 
for  uie  Royal  Parks  and  Plfltstire  Oardma." 

Setohtd,  That  the  postponed  Resolu- 
tion reported  from  the  Committee  of 
Supply  on  the  1 1th  March  be  re-com- 
mitted to  the  said  Committee. 

Setolvod,  That  this  House  will  imme* 
diately  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  Supply. 

Supply  again  em$id§rod  in  Commit' 
tee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That,  in  addition  to  the  sum  of  £62,216 
already  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
Charge  which  will  oome  in  course  of  pavmeot 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  ilay  of 
March  1887,  for  the  Boyal  Parks  and  Fleatore 
OardeoB,  the  aom  of  £S0,403  be  granted, 
making  together  the  sum  of  £112,619." 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton): 
Mr.  Courtney,  are  we  to  have  any  state* 
ment  upon  this  proposal  from  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henby  H.  Fotlbb)  (WgI- 
Torhampton,  E.) :  I  am  prepared  to  give 
an  explanation  if  my  hon.  Friend  wishes 
it  I  understood  that  the  statement 
which  was  made  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Bxchequer  (Sir 
William  Harooart),  who  I  am  may  hu 
been  compelled  to  leave  the  House,  was 
very  dear,  and  that  it  was  agreeable 
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and  accepted  by,  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Labouchere).  The  statement  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  this 
— that  he  proposed  that  the  House 
should  vote  for  this  year  the  entire 
amount  set  down  for  Soyal  Parks  and 
Pleasure  Grounds,  and  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  bring  in  a  Bill  for 
the  transfer  of  the  Parks  other  than 
the  Royal  Parks  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.  That 
Bill  is  now  in  course  of  preparation, 
and  will  be  brought  in  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  William  Harconrt)  as  soon 
88  he  can  find  an  opportunity  to  do  so. 
In  pnrsnanoe  of  that  arrangement,  which 
seemed  to  meet  with  general  consent  in 
the  House,  I  am  now  moring  the  com- 
pletion of  the  Vote  for  this  year. 

Me.  LABOUCHERE:  That  is  as 
satisfactory  an  arrangement  as  can  be 
come  to.  I  merely  want  to  point  out 
that  we  were  called  perfect  idiots  for  op- 
posing this  Vote,  and  we  wore  told  that 
we  did  not  know  our  business.  It  seems 
that  ve  did  know  our  business,  because, 
if  we  have  not  got  the  whole  thing,  we 
have  got  some  of  it.  I  do  not  quite  agree 
with  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler) 
as  to  the  Boyal  Parks ;  still  I  know  there 
is  a  difficulty  about  them,  and  Z  think 
we  mnst  be  satisfied  if  we  get  any  portion 
of  the  expenses  of  the  London  Parks 
thrown  on  the  rates  of  the  Metropolis. 
But  we  have  now  to  consider  this  Vote. 
On  the  last  occasion  that  the  Tote  was 
before  the  Committee  I  gave  Notice  of 
two  Amendments.  I  was  not  able  to  put 
the  second  Amendment,  because  of  the 
way  the  first  was  put  to  the  Committee. 
Now  that  the  Yote  has  been  re-com- 
mitted, I  shall  take  the  liberty  of  moving 
my  second  Amendment.  I  have  to  move 
the  reduction  of  this  Vote  by  the  sum 
of  £2,150,  which  is  made  up  of  several 
items.  The  Bailiff  of  the  Boyal  Parks 
Teoeives  annually  £760.  I  have  not  the 
slightest  idea  who  the  Bailiff  of  the 
Boyal  Parks  is ;  but  the  £780  is  com- 
posed of  two  items — ^namely,  salary  £700, 
and  £80  for  travelling  ^penses — I  pre- 
snme  between  Bichmond,  Greenwich, 
and  London.  There  is  set  down  for  the 
Banger  of  Bichmond  Park,  £109  10«., 
and  for  the  Deputy  Banger,  £63  IOj.  I 
observe  that  ih.6  Banger  and  Deputy 
Banger  are  military  officers  of  high  rank 
receiving  pay  from  Army  funds.  Very 
likely  they  are  very  valuable  as  mili- 
tary officers;  bat  the  probability  is 


that  they  know  absolutely  nothing 
about  the  Parks,  and  that  the  offices 
they  hold  are  purely  and  simply  sine- 
cures. Well,  now,  I  ask  the  Com- 
mittee to  allow  me  to  say  one  word  in 
r^ard  to  Bichmond  Park.  I  happen 
to  know  a  little  about  the  Park,  because 
I  am  sometimes  in  the  neighbourhood. 
We  find,  in  the  first  place,  that  the  De- 
partment of  the  Banger  of  Bichmond 
Park  oosts  us  £1,643,  of  which  £711  is 
put  down  for  salaries,  and  that  is  one  of 
the  items  I  object  to.  Then,  we  have  in 
Bichmond  Park  two  keepers.  Many 
hon.  Members  have  keepers  of  their 
own ;  but  they  will  hardly  credit  that 
the  aouDte]r  pays  two  keepers  £358 
a-year,  besides  allowing  them  house 
accommodation.  At  Hampton  Court 
Park  there  is  a  keeper  who  receives 
£150  a-year,  and  at  Bushey  Park  a 
keeper  to  whom  £200  a-year  is  paid.  I 
reduce  alt  these  gentlemen  to  the  sum 
of  £100  per  annum,  although  I  have  no 
doubt  that  my  hon.  Friends  around 
me  will  say  I  am  too  generous  even 
now.  I  find  we  have  a  keeper  at  Green- 
wich Park  for  £100per  annum ;  and  al- 
though I  should  say  that  most  probably 
these  keepers  are  not  neoessaiy,  if  we 
can  get  a  keeper  at  Greenwich  Park  for 
£  1 00,  it  is  very  evident  we  are  foolish 
to  pay  £358  for  two  heelers  at  Bii^mond 
Park.  It  is  these  smaU  amounts  which 
swell  the  Estimates.  Now,  besides  the 
salaries  of  the  Banger,  Deputy  Banger, 
head  keeper,  and  under  keeper,  £2.036 
is  set  down  for  the  maintenance  of  Bich- 
mond Park,  and  £1,643  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Banger.  I  presume  that 
Bichmond  Park  must  be  somewhere 
about  1,500  acres  in  extent.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  know  perfectly  well  that  a 
park  of  1,500,  or  even  of  2,000,  acres 
ought  not  to  oost  £4,850  and  bring  in 
nothing.  I  will  tell  the  Committee  why 
Bichmond  Park  costs  so  much.  It  is 
that  the  Banger,  an  eminent  Gentleman 
— the  Duke  of  Cambridge,  in  fact — 
makes  the  Park  a  shooting  preserve  for 
himself.  The  inhabitants  of  the  neigh- 
bourhood are  disgusted  with  what  goes 
on  in  the  Park.  The  place  is  full  of 
rabbits  and  pheasants.  The  game  is 
reared  for  the  amusement  of  the  Duke 
of  Cambridge,  and  what  happens  ?  A 
poor  man  goes  through  the  Park.  I 
consider  a  poor  man  has  a  natural  right 
when  he  sees  a  rabbit  to  take  it.  Now, 
who  would  think  it  reasonable  to  throw 
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such  tomptattons  in  the  way  of  people, 
close  to  the  ICetropolis,  in  a  popnlous 
neighboarhood  like  that  of  Bichmond 
Fa^?  llAuighttr.l  Hon.  Gentlemen 
laughed ;  but  if  there  vere  rabbits  in 
Hyde  Park,  for  iustanoe,  it  is  well  known 
that  the  people  would  not  soraple  to  take 
them.  I  ask  the  Committee  to  remem- 
ber that  these  Parks  ore  the  people's 
Parks ;  they  are  there  for  tbe  people, 
and  not  for  eminent  Noblemen  to  turn 
them  into  game  preserves  for  them* 
selves.  Tlien,  again,  Hampton  Court 
Park  is  included  in  this  Estimate;  and 
I  have  learned  something  about  the 
foals,  about  which  I  complained  on  a 
former  occasion .  It  appears  that  Hamp- 
ton Court  Park  is  about  500  or  600  acree 
in  extent,  and  that  almost  the  entire 
Park  18  devoted  to  the  maintraance  of 
these  foals.  The  foala,  I  beliere,  belong 
to  the  Crown ;  and  they  are  sold  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Crown.  There  is  a  house 
there  which  is  inhabited  by  one  of  the 
Koyal  Equerries  for  a  month  or  two  of 
the  year,  and  for  its  maintenance  we 
are  charged  four  hundred  and  odd 
pounds.  I  hope  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  or  who- 
ever the  matter  concerns,  will  look  into 
the  case,  and  will,  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people  in  the  neighbourhood,  see  that 
Hampton  Court  Park  is  thrown  open  to 
the  public.  A  person  is  told  that  he 
may,  by  applying  and  paying  a  sove- 
reign every  year,  have  a  key  to  admit 
him  to  the  Park.  If  you  want  to  have 
your  horses  there  have  them  by  all 
means ;  but  do  not  exclude  human 
bnngs,  who  do  not  pay  £l  a-year,  from 
the  enjoyment  of  the  Park.  I  have 
mentioned  the  items  on  which  I  shall 
ask  the  Committee  to  divide.  I  do  not 
think  any  human  being  can  defend  these 
items.  Nobody  can  say  that  an  eminent 
Military  Officer  ought  to  have  a  sine- 
cure office  worth  £700  a-year,  with  £80 
travelling  expenses,  that  we  ought  to 
pay  a  Banger  of  Siofamond  Park  £109, 
and  a  Deputy  Banger  £63,  or  that  we 
ought  to  pay  two  keepers  £358  a-year, 
in  order  that  the  Park  may  be  converted 
into  a  mere  preserve  of  game.  I  beg 
to  move  that  this  Vote  be  reduced  by 
£2,150. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That,  in  addition  to  the  aam  of  £63,216 
already  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
Lihai^  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  81ff  day  of 

Mr.  Zabotuktre 


Match  1887,  for  the  Royal  Parki  and  Fleftsora 
(}ardeni,the  reduced  torn  of  £48,253  be  mnted, 
making  together  the  sum  of  £110,489."'— (JK*. 

The  8BCBETABT  to  thx  TBEA.- 
SUBT  (Mr.  Heitbt  H.  Fowlee)  (WoI- 
TerhamptoD,  E.) :  The  explanation  that 
I  have  to  give  to  my  hon.  Friend  is 
shortly  this.  The  salary  of  the  Banger 
of  Bichmond  Park  is,  as  he  stated,  £l09 
a-year;  but  the  Banger  of  Bichmond 
Park  is  also  the  Baager  of  the  St. 
James's,  Green,  and  Hyde  Parks,  and  he 
receives  no  remuneration  whatever  in 
the  latter  capacity.  The  game  in  Bich- 
mond Park  IS  preserved  at  the  private 
expense  of  the  Banger,  who  himself 
pays  for  the  rearing  and  feeding  of  the 
pheasants.  With  reference  to  the  Bailiff 
of  the  Boyal  Parks,  I  have  to  say  that 
this  officer  was  appointed  in  pursaance 
of  the  recommendations  of  a  Committee 
of  Inquiry.  His  salary  was  originally- 
fixed  at  £400  a-year ;  but  subsequently 
it  was  increased  to  £700,  in  lieu  of  the 
officer's  civil  and  military  pay  and  al- 
lowances. The  office  is  not  a  sinecure. 
Prior  to  1880  there  was  a  second  Bailiff, 
at  a  salary  of  £160.  The  Treasury 
exercise  a  very  strict  supervision  as  to 
the  number  of  men  employed  in  the 
Department  of  the  Banger  ;  and,  having 
regard  to  the  duties  the  men  perform, 
the  Treasury  do  not  consider  that  tiie 
sum  asked  for  is  excessive.  The  only 
other  point  to  which  my  hon.  Friend  re- 
ferred was  that  concerning  Hampton 
Court  Park.  I  may  inform  him  that 
the  whole  of  the  Park  at  Hampton  Court 
was  not  surrendered  to  the  country  under 
the  Civil  List  Act,  and  the  enjoyment  of 
the  Park  has  always  been  regarded  as  a 
privilege  of  the  residents  in  Hampton 
Court  Palace. 

Mb.  BBADLATJGH  (Northampton)  : 
I  do  not  quite  understand  what  the  Se- 
cretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  means  by  the  Park  not  bein^ 
surrendered  under  the  Civil  List  Act. 
There  never  has  been  any  surrender 
under  any  of  the  Civil  List  Acts.  The 
first  Civil  List  was  granted  to  William 
III.  for  life,  the  second  was  granted  to 
Anne  for  life,  the  third  was  granted  to 
George  I.  for  life,  and  the  fourth  was 
granted  to  George  II.  for  life.  In  the 
Civil  List  Act  of  George  III.  wcods  were 
introduced  as  if  implying  that  aoma  ma- 
render  was  mad^  but  ofno  speoifio  too- 
pertiea  and  hanng  no  real  Talue.  Tho 
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grants  in  each  case  bare  been  to  the  j 
Monarch  for  life,  and  there  has  been  no 
surrender  whatever. 

Me.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  The  amount  of  money  involved 
in  the  maintenance  of  the  Parks  is  a 
very  email  matter ;  but  there  is  another 
aspect  of  the  case,  which  I  think  ought 
to  receive  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  that  is  the  very  large  areas 
within  such  places  as  Richmond  Park 
from  which  the  public  are  ezduded. 
The  indosnres  form  a  very  lasve  pro- 
iKniion  of  the  Parks ;  and,  as  the  boa. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chore)  has  said,  they  are  virtually  game 
preserves  for  a  very  small  privileged 
circle.  It  is  perfectly  trne,  as  the  Se- 
cretary to  Uie  Treasury  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  has  said,  that  the  pheasants 
are  now  fed  at  the  expense  of  the 
Ranger,  or,  in  other  words,  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  Duke  of  Cambridge ;  but  I 
recollect  that  three  or  four  years  ago  it 
required  a  debate  of  nearly  two  hours  to 
induce  the  House  to  knock  off,  as  it  did 
on  my  Motion,  the  sum  of  £75  for  the 
feeding  of  the  pheasants  in  Richmond 
Park.  As  at  that  time  the  pheasants 
fed  at  the  public  expense  covered  a 
large  portion  of  ground  which  ought  to 
have  been  devoted  to  public  recreation, 
I  trust,  now  that  the  pheasants  are  fed 
at  the  expense  of  His  Boyal  Highness, 
or  somebody  else,  the  people  are  not  to 
be  equally  excluded.  I  say  that  this  is 
a  very  much  more  important  part  of  the 
question  than  the  mere  consideration  of 
expense ;  and  I  think  we  have  some  right 
to  a  reply  from  the  Government  that 
some  steps  will  be  taken  to  obtain  for 
the  people  free  admission  to  the  whole 
area  of  the  Parks. 

MH.ILLINGWORTH(Bradford,W.): 
The  passing  of  the  Vote  would  not  pre- 
clude the  raising  of  the  question  with 
ire^rd  to  the  Royal  Parks  on  an  early 
occasion.  The  Royal  Parks  in  London 
are  for  the  enjoyment  of  the  Xx>ndon 
people,  and  the  cost  of  their  mainte- 
nance should  be  oast  on  the  London 
rates ;  and  while  the  Government  have 
met  the  demand  of  the  House  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  it  will  be  necessary  to  re- 
lieve the  country  from  a  charge  which 
manifesdy  belongs  to  the  Metropolis 
alone. 

Mb.  MOULTON  (Clapham)  ;  I 
strongly  object  to  any  proposal  which 
throws  upon  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 

VOL.  OOOIIL   [thibd  series.] 


Works  the  maintenance  of  the  London 
Parks,  without  requiring  the  City  to 
bear  in  all  respects  its  share  of  the  ex- 
pense of  maintain  in  g*them. 

Sib  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London)  : 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  per- 
fectly incorrect  as  to  the  position  of  the 
City  with  relation  to  the  maintenance  of 
the  Parks.  It  pays  more  than  its  pro- 
portion would  be  under  the  Board  of 
Works. 

Me.  MOLLOT  (King's  Co.,  Birr): 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury under  what  authority  the  Duke  of 
Cambridge  takes  a  portion  of  a  public 
Park,  paid  for  by  the  people  of  the 
country,  and  reserve  it  to  himself  as 
proprietor  for  the  purpose  of  game  pre- 
serving? I  want  an  answer  to  that 
question,  which  is  a  very  simple  one. 

Me.  henry  H.  FOWLER:  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  for  King's  County  has 
raised  a  very  large  question.  This  Park 
has  not  been  taken  from  the  public ;  it 
has  never  belonged  to  the  public.  ["Oh, 
oh  !  "]  Hon.  Members  say  "  Oh,  oh ! " 
but  it  is  as  I  state.  The  Park  has  for 
hundreds  of  years  been  Royal  property. 
The  Souse  will  see  that  that  is  going 
into  the  whole  question  of  Crown  lands, 
and  that  it  cannot  be  competent  to  deal 
witii  that  question  on  this  Vote.  What 
the  Treasury  have  to  do  is  to  submit  to 
the  law  as  it  finds  it.  The  Treasury  are 
carrying  out  the  arrangement  made  with 
tihe  Crown  when  the  present  Sovereign 
came  to  the  Throne,  and  the  provimons 
of  the  Act  of  1870,  under  which  provision 
was  made  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
Parks. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  diviitd ,- — Ayes  65 ; 
Noes  141:  Minority  76.— (Div.  List. 

No.  37.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  a§r$»i  to, 
Resdntion  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 
Committee  to  sit  again  7*o-morrov. 

COMPENSATION  FOR  DAMAGES  BILL. 
{Mr.  Secretary  Childtrt,  Mr.  Broadhunt.) 
[BTtl.  120.]  OOlUClTTEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Sib  ROBERT  PEEL  (Blackburn): 
Before  you  leave  the  Chair,  Sir,  I  vould 
put  it  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
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ment  whether  it  is  not  possible  to  post- 
pone this  Bill  ?  I  withdrew  the  bloek  to 
the  Bill,  of  course,  thinking  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  bring  it  forward 
at  a  reasonable  time. 

The  8ECBETART  op  STATE  foe 
m  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
OnODBBs)  (Edinburgh,  S.):  I  do  not 
know  whether  I  oould  correctly  answer 
the  question  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
as  to  its  being  possible  to  postpone  tiie 
Bill ;  but  I  do  hope  we  shall  be  able  to 
go  on  with  it  to-night. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (Jfr.  Childert.) 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL :  I  must  appeal 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  as  to  whether  he  will  still  per- 
severe with  the  Bill  at  this  hour  of  the 
morning?  I  am  very  loth  to  trespass  on 
the  time  of  the -House.  It  is  a  Bill  of 
very  considerable  importance.  I  have 
received  from  various  parts  of  the  coun- 
try representations  urging  upon  me  to 
oppose  a  partial  Bill  of  this  kind,  which 
does  not  even  extend  to  the  whole  area 
of  the  Metropolis.  I  do  not  see  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  late  Home  Secretary 
(Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  in  his  place, 
who  told  me  that  he  was  compelled  to 
be  absent  when  the  Bill  would  come  for- 
ward, but  that  I  might  say  that  he  dis- 
approved of  the  Bill,  and  that  he  thought 
it  was  one  which  ought  not  to  liave  been 
brought  forward  at  aU.  There  are  many 
hon.  Members  who  disapprove  of  the  Bill, 
and  among  them  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  Joseph  Cowen) — who  I 
do  not  see  now — told  me  the  other  night 
that  I  might  state  that  he  represented  a 
large  Provincial  town  which  was  opposed 
to  this  partial  legislation,  which  was  of 
a  character  certainly  not  suitable  to  a 
Liberal  Government.  I  do  not  want  to 
prolong  the  discussion  now,  because  in 
Committee— if  we  get  into  Committee — 
we  shall  have  abundant  opportunities  of 
discussing  the  Bill.  There  is  one  thing 
affecting  the  Metropolis— the  Preamble 
of  the  Bill  does  not  state  the  case  as  it 
really  is.  It  says  it  is  a  Bill  for  pay* 
ment  of  oompensatton  for  damagraa  in 
the  Metropolis.  Now,  I  anderstaiuL  that 
it  18  a  provision  for  West  End  tradesmen 
receiving  oompensatiou  for  damages 
which  occurred  in  a  riot,  owing  to  the 
scandalous  mismanagement  of  the  police- 
I  do  not  want  to  debar  them  firom  com- 
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pensation ;  but  I  want  to  point  out  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary that  this  Bill  which  he  says  is  for 
the  Metropolis  is  of  a  very  partial  cha- 
racter indeed.  I  want  to  see  it  made 
general.  I  have  in  my  hand  the  reply 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave 
to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North  Lambeth  (Major  General  Fraser). 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Lambeth  askeid  the  Home  Secretary 
whether  he  would  not  be  prepared  to 
include  tiie  diBtrict  of  Norui  Lambeth 
in  l^e  measure  for  oompensation  for 
damans  vhioh  oocnrred  as  the  result  of 
the  nots  which  took  place  f  Bnt  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary informed  him  that  he  oould  not 
possibly  extend  the  provisions  of  the 
Compensation  Bill  beyond  the  tradesmen 
of  the  West  End.  Now,  Ithink  that  this 
is  a  very  unfair  Metropolitan  Compensa- 
tion BiU.  I  also  hold  in  my  hand  a  letter 
addressed  to  me  by  a  tradesman  in  North 
Lambeth.  It  wiU  be  in  the  recollection 
of  the  House  tliat  after  the  disturbance 
of  the  8th  of  February  there  were  dis- 
turbances at  various  times  up  to  the 
2l8t  of  February.  Let  the  House  bear 
in  mind  that  the  question  of  compensa- 
tion opens  the  whole  question  of  police 
arrangements  in  relation  to  Uie  riots 
which  occurred,  and  we  are  pOTfectly  in 
Order  in  discussing  that  question.  The 
police  drove  the  riotous  people  across 
Westminster  Bridge  into  Lambeth,  and 
the  property  of  several  tradesmen  were 
injured.  One  of  the  poor  tradesmen 
wrote  to  the  Home  Office,  and  I  have 
here  the  reply  which  he  received  from 
the  Home  Office.  I  ask  hon.  Gentlemen 
whether  it  is  possible  to  believe  that  in 
dealing  with  compensation  for  damages 
in  the  Metropolis  at  a  time  of  riot  that 
they  should  exclude  North  Lambeth 
and  include  Westminster  ?  The  reply 
of  the  Home  Secretary  was  as  fol- 
lows : — 

' '  With  reference  to  year  letter,  asking  for 
competuation  for  dainag:e  done  on  the  2lBt 
ultimo,  I  am  desired  by  the  Seoretory  of  State 
to  inform  you  that  it  is  impossible  taat  special 
legislation  should  be  undertaken  to  provide  for 
every  case  of  individual  haxdahip,  and  eadh 
occurrence  most,  as  a  role,  be  left  to  be  dealt 
with  by  ordinary  law." 

Now,  ordinary  law  does  not  deal  wiUt 
the  question  at  all.  I  contend  that  the 
Act  of  7  &  8  Geo.  IV.,  c.  81,  is  of  that 
character  that  it  does  not  apply  to  these 
cases  of  momentaxy  ebullition.   In  the 
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oase  of  country  towns  jou  caimot  re- 
ooTer,  because  the  Chief  Oonatable  of 
the  district  is  obsolete,  and  you  are 
thrown  on  the  Common  Law.  I  believe 
there  are  some  trials  going  on,  and  it 
}ias  been  found  impossible  to  recover 
unless  where  fire  has  been  put  to  a 
building,  ot  unless  some  bricks  have 
been  pulled  oat  of  a  bouse  with  a  view 
to  commit  a  felonious  act.  I  believe  I 
am  coireet  in  stating  that.  Well,  Sir, 
in  reference  to  this  letter  of  the  poor 
tradesman  in  Korth  Ijambeth,  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  make  the  Bill 
applicable  to  the  whole  Metropolis.  I 
bave  bere  other  letters,  two  of  which  I 
ask  permission  to  read.  One  of  them  is 
from  a  person  in  Torksbire,  and  the 
other  from  the  Town  Clerk  of  the  bo- 
Tough  which  I  have  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent.  The  former  says — 

"Allow  me  to  thank  you  for  drawing  the 
attentioD  of  the  Government  to  the  unsatis- 
factory state  of  the  law  with  respect  to  da- 
mages done  by  rioting,  and  to  the  unfair  and 
imjust  proceeding  of  the  Home  Secretary  in 
compensating  sufferers  in  London,  and  not 
doing  the  same  for  those  who  snffer  under 
Bunilar  ciroumstances  in  the  Frovisees.  There 
was  a  great  deal  of  rioting  here  and  in  the 
neighbouring  towns  at  the  last  Parliamentary 
Election,  and  much  damage  done.  We  feel  our 
losses  very  keenly,  and  I  would  ask  you,  on 
behalf  of  myself  and  others,  to  do  your  best  to 
-  Biter  the  lav  as  to  future  damage  and  that 
recently  done,  so  that  we  may  not  feel  that 
Farliament  has  less  connderation  for  us  than 
for  London  tradesmen." 

I  miist  say  that  that  is  a  very  fair  letter. 
The  letter  from  the  Town  Clerk  of  Black- 
burn puts  the  case  in  a  way  which  I  am 
Bure  will  satisfy  the  House  that  the 
partial  legislation  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary is  such  as  not  to  satisfy  the  country 
at  this  moment.  The  Town  Clerk  of 
Blackburn  says — 

"  The  more  we  think  of  this  Bill  for  the  relief 
of  the  fufferers  by  the  late  riot,  the  more  unfair 
tiie  proposal  appears  to  the  general  com- 
munity." 

That  is  the  point  which  I  take  up.  He 
continues — 

"The  principle  of  past  legislation  is  evi- 
dently unsound.    In  1878,  when  riots  took 

Slace  in  Blackburn,  an  enormous  amount  of 
amage  was  done  and  great  loss  inflicted  on 
the  shopkeepers  and  miUowners,  and  compensa- 
tion was  only  recovered  in  cases  in  which  the 
rioters  had  used  fire  and  pulled  out  some  bricks. 
It  was  held  that  in  all  other  cases  there  was 
only  intention  maUdously  to  damage,  and  that 
the  latter  class  was  not  covered  by  the  Statute. 
If  the  law  were  amended  and  made  uf  general 
application  it  would  have  a  tcmdenoy  to  prevent 


riot,  becaose  the  hand  of  every  ratepayer  would 
be  against  the  rioters.  Let  there  be  compensa- 
tion by  all  means,  but  let  the  law  apply  to  the 

whole  community." 

I  think  that  fairly  puts  the  case.   I  am 
sorry  to  have  occupied  the  time  of  the 
House  as  often  as  I  have  done  on  two 
or  three  occasions  in  presenting  this 
matter*  in  which  I  have,  of  oourse,  no 
personal  interest.   I  only  stand  here 
because  Z  think  that  the  proposed  legis- 
lation of  the  Home  Secretary  is  very 
illiberal.    I  recollect  reading  the  Act 
of  1827.  There  had  been  riots  through- 
oat  the  country;  and  when  the  Tory 
Qt>vernment  of  the  day  were  asked  to 
legislate  in  a  mrtial  manner  for  the 
Metropolis  or  JProvinoial  towns,  they 
declined  to  entertain  the  proposed,  and 
brought  in  a  Bill  covering  the  general 
area  of  the  country.   This  is  what  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  to  do  now.    I  ask  him  to 
give  the  House  an  assurance  that  he 
will  introduce  a  Bill  dealing  with  the 
Provinces — York,  Nottingham,  Black- 
bum,  and  many  other  places  I  could 
name — which  are  subject  to  momen- 
tary ebullitions  of  feeling  on  the  part  of 
the  population  of  those  Rrovincial  towns, 
and  have  no  means  of  recovering  com- 
pensation on  such  occasions.    I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider  what 
I  have  submitted  to  him,  and  kindly  to 
give  me  an  assurance  that  he  will,  as 
representing  the  Government,  introduce 
a  Bill  to  amend  the  Act  of  the  7  ft  8 
Geo.  lY.,  c,  31,  in  such  a  way  as  to  make 
it  applicable  to  the  circumstances  of  the 
country  at  the  present  moment,  and  that 
he  will  be  good  enough  also  to  make  the 
present  BiU  extend  to  the  case  of  the 
tradesmen  of  North  Lambeth,  who  have 
a  perfect  right  to  compensation.  These 
riots  were  due  to  the  unfortunate  mis- 
management on  the  part  of  the  police  ; 
and  I  appeal  to  him  to  make  this  Bill 
applicable  to  the  Metropolis  generally, 
and  not  tax  the  ratepayers  in  N<nrth 
Lambeth  without  giving  them  compen- 
sation.  But  I  understand  that  repre- 
sentations have  been  made  to  the  pinice 
by  wealthy  proprietors  and  others  asking 
for  compensation  which  the  Home  Se- 
cretary denies  to  the  people  of  Noriih 
Lambeth ;  and  this,  I  say,  is  not  fair. 
All  I  ask  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  to  deal  with  the  -whoie  of  this  subject 
in  a  general  and  oomprehensive  mea- 
sure. 
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The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Childbbs)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  I  will,  in 
the  first  instance,  refer  to  that  part  of 
the  right  hon.  Bamnet's  speech  in  which 
he  asks  me  to  say  what  the  Oovemment 
propose  to  do  in  regard  to  this  matter 
for  the  whole  country.  I  do  not  think 
my  right  hon.  Friend  is  quite  accurate 
in  regard  to  the  history  of  the  general 
subject.  The  general  Act,  which  re- 
quires amendment,  is  not  an  Act  of 
George  lY.,  but  one  of  the  Beign  of 
Edward  HI.,  which  was  supposed  to 
provide  compensation  in  case  ox  damage 
done  by  riots.  The  fact  is,  however, 
that  that  Act  was  found  to  be  altogether 
unworkable ;  for  instance,  it  cannot  be 
applied  except  when  it  can  be  shown 
than  an  effort  has  been  made  to  entirely 
destroy  the  house  or  premises  in  ques- 
tion. The  failure  of  that  Act  led  me  to 
consider,  with  the  Legal  Advisers  of  the 
Qovernment,  whether  it  would  be  pos- 
sible to  recast  that  Act,  and  make  it 
applicable  to  the  circumstances  of  the 
present  time.  Well,  Sir,  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
(Sir  Charles  Russell)  has  wicked  with 
me  in  the  matter,  and  I  may  give  my 
right  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Sir  Robert 
Peel)  this  assurance — ^that  great  promss 
has  been  made  with  the  amending  Bill, 
and  1  hope  that  within  a  week  or  two  I 
may  be  able  to  introduce  it.  But  I  may 
point  out  that  there  are  a  great  many 
difficnltiee  connected  with  the  question. 
The  subject  is  by  no  means  an  easy  one 
when  we  come  to  deal  with  small  towns 
and  villages.  I  cannot  postpone  this 
Bill,  which  is  very  urgently  required, 
until  the  general  Act  is  ripe  for  intro- 
duction ;  but  I  will  give  this  assurance, 
however — that  I  will,  as  early  as  possible, 
bring  in  such  a  general  Bill  as  I  think 
will  be  satisfactory  both  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  to  the  House.  Then 
my  right  hon.  Friend  asks  me  why  this 
Bill  should  apply  to  some  places  in  the 
West  End  and  not  to  North  Lambeth  f 
Well,  I  can  only  say  that  this  Bill  was 
brought  in  to  deal  with  a  particular 
state  of  things  which  occurred  on  the 
8th  of  February,  and  wluoh  were  of  an 
noeptional  character;  whereas,  in  regard 
to  what  occurred  on  the  2lBt  of  Feb- 
ruary,  there  was  really  nothing  but  the 
damaging  of  a  few  windows.  There  was 
nothing,  in  fact,  that  could  be  called  a 
zxot,  and  nothing  which  would  justify 


us  in  calling  upon  the  Hundreds  to  con- 
tribute  towards  the  damage.  But  the 
riot  on  the  8th  was  a  very  serious  riot, 
and,  as  we  think,  justified  us  in  bringing 
in  this  Bill.  I  cannot  undertake  to  ex* 
tend  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  or  the 
provisions  of  any  other  Bill,  to  siteh 
small  occurrences  as  those  to  which  glaas 
to  the  value  of  only  a  few  shilling  or 
even  a  few  pounds,  is  broken.  It  is  im- 
possible that  this  Act  or  any  other  Act 
can  apply  to  such  occurrences  as  that ;  it 
can  only  apply,  as  I  said  before,  to 
oeoasions  on  which  something  like  a 
serious  riot  has  occurred.  No  delay 
whatever  shall  take  place  in  introdadng' 
the  general  measure  that  I  have  men- 
tioned. I  pledge  my  word  to  that. 
Some  points  have  been  very  difficult 
to  deal  with,  and,  therefore,  the  Bill 
cannot  be  introduced  immediately ;  and, 
under  these  circumstances,  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  this 
Bill  to  go  into  Committee. 

Me.  BAGGALLAY  (Lambeth,  Brix- 
ton) :  The  House  will  bear  in  mind  that 
the  proposal  of  the  Bill  is  to  charge  the 
whole  of  this  compensation  upon  the 
rates  of  the  Metropolis ;  and  I^mbeth 
and  the  whole  of  South  London  will 
have  to  pay  its  part  of  the  damage  that 
was  done  in  the  West  End  <nily.  Now, 
let  me  remind  the  House  of  what  the 
burdens  are  in  South  London  already. 
AVe  have  the  parishes  of  Oamberwell, 
Newington,  Lambeth,  and  Southwark 
in  the  Sonth  of  London,  and  these  are 
four  of  the  poorest  parishes  in  the 
Metropolis';  whilst  in  the  neighbour- 
hood where  these  occurrences  took  place 
we  find  the  wealthy  purishes  of  Pad- 
dingtoD,  St.  James's,  Westminster,  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square,  and  SL 
Martin-tn-the-Fields;  so  that  the  rate- 
payers of  South  London — the  poor  dia- 
trictsof  Lambeth,  Newington,  and  South- 
wark, where  the  rates  are  half  as  much 
again  as  they  are  in  the  West  End — are 
asked  to  contribute  to  the  damage  whidi 
was  done  in  the  West  End ;  but  no  offer 
is  made  by  the  WestEnd  to  contribute  to- 
wards the  damage  thatwas  done  in  SouUi 
London  on  the  2 1  at  of  February.  I  must 
remind  the  House  also  that  Sooth  Lmdon 
took  no  part  whatever  in  the  riots  which 
occurred  on  the  8th  of  February.  The 
people  of  South  London  are  a  law- 
abiding  people.  Throughout  the  whole 
of  the  General  Election  there  was  no- 
thing approaching  a  disturbance  or  a 
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riot.  I  venture  to  say,  moreoTer,  iknt 
the  cauae  of  the  riot  on  the  6th  of  Feb- 
ruary in  no  way  arose  in  South  London; 
the  damage  was  not  done  in  South  Iau- 
don;  and  I  ask,  therefore,  why  South 
London  should  be  called  upon  to  pay  the 
cost  of  it  7  I  do  not  think  that  South 
London  should  be  called  upon  to  pay  for 
damage  in  which  it  took  no  part  what- 
ever. The  House  will  not  forget  that 
without  this  Bill  the  law  does  not 
give  any  compensation  whatever,  and 
that  we  are  being  atiked  to  grant  com- 
pensation in  a  special  case.  I  contend 
that  this  Bill  ia  founded  on  a  wrong 
principle  altogether.  I  shall  be  Tery 
glad  to  see  the  West  End  tradesmen 
compensated  for  the  damage  they  sus- 
taioed  ;  but  let  their  neighbours  in  the 
West  End  pay  for  it.  Let  the  principle 
of  the  Act  of  Qeorge  IV.  be  carried  into 
effect,  and  do  not  extend  the  area  over 
which  the  compensation  is  to  be  levied. 
The  Act  of  George  TV.  provided  that  the 
compensation  should  be  levied  on  the 
Hundreds,  so  that  it  should  fall  upon 
the  neighbourhood  where  the  riots  oc< 
curred.  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  see  his  way  to  relieve  in  some 
manner  the  ratepayers  of  South  London 
from  the  charge  which  he  proposes  to 
put  upon  them.  I  hope  be  will,  in  Com- 
mittee, make  such  alterations  in  the 
Bill  as  will  enable  the  rato  to  be  levied 
solely  upon  the  West  End. 

Me.  CAEVELL  WILLIAMS  (Not- 
tingham, 60:  We  have  had  a  general 
promise  of  the  introduction  of  a  general 
measure ;  but  if  that  measure  is  not 
re^specrtJve  it  will  give  no  relief  to 
Nottingham,  Blackburn,  and  other  places 
where  riots  have  occurred.  It  may  be 
said  that  retrospective  legislation  is  ob- 
jectionable ;  but,  in  that  case,  I  would 
point  out  that  the  measure  at  present 
before  the  House  is  essentially  a  retro- 
spective one.  In  Nottingham,  at  pre- 
sent, there  are  as  many  as  200  claims 
for  compensation  awaiting  decision,  be- 
cause of  the  legal  difficulties  involved. 
The  Corporation  of  Nottingham  are  will- 
ing to  pay  the  claims;  but  the  difficulty 
arises  from  the  state  of  the  law.  I  hope, 
therefore,  that  we  shall  not  merely  have 
a  general  measure,  as  promised,  deal- 
ing with  the  future ;  but  that  we  shall 
find  that  it  deals  out  equal  justice,  and 
treats  the  Provincial  towns  where  riots 
hare  occurred  in  the  same  way  as  it  is  now 
proposed  to  treat  a  portion  of  London. 


Sm  JOHN  EAM8DEN  (York,  W.  R., 
Osgoldoross) :  I  wish,  Sir,  to  add  my 
appeal  to  that  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  spoken.  On  the  day  of 
election  a  riot  occurred  in  the  consti- 
tuency I  have  the  honour  to  represent. 
By  that  riot  there  were  many  sufferers, 
and  I  know  that  among  those  suffiarers 
there  is  a  feeling  that  a  great  hardship 
would  be  inflicted  if,  when  the  Govern- 
ment have  admitted  the  defective  state 
of  the  law,  and  are  going  to  amend  it, 
their  oases  were  not  brought  within  the 
scope  of  the  measure.  They  do  feel  that 
they  would  be  very  hardly  treated  in- 
deed if  there  is  not  a  clause  in  the  Bill 
which  will  give  it  a  retrospective  cha- 
racter. I  hope.  Sir,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  Tery  seriously  consider 
this  matted. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  :  I  have  to  say  that 
we  will  very  oarefully  consider  the  ques- 
tion as  to  what  the  operation  of  the  Bill 
the  Government  propose  to  introduce 
ehall  embrace.  It  is  not  at  all  an  easy 
question ;  but  we  will  give  it  our  most 
earnest  couMderation. 

Me.  LIONEL  COHEN  (Paddington, 
N.) :  I  should  like  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  sug- 
gestion that,  if  he  merely  left  out  of  the 
Bill  the  particular  day  on  which  the 
occurrences  took  place,  and  simply  re- 
ferred to  the  occurrences  of  "  the  month 
of  February  last,"  that  would  give  the 
Bill  a  general  character.  If  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  can  see  his  way  to  doing 
that,  I  am  sure  it  will  give  great  and 
general  satisfaction. 

Generai,  FBASEK  (Lambeth,  N.): 
The  House  well  knows  that  great  injury 
was  done  to  the  shopkeepers  of  South 
Loudon  for  a  day  or  two  after  the  dis- 
turbances on  February  S,  through  ex- 
cess of  zeal  on  the  part  of  ihe  police,  who 
told  the  x>eople  to  shut  their  shops. 
Then  on  Sunday,  the  20th  of  February, 
the  mob  was  not  allowed  to  come  quietly 
down  Whitehall,  but  was  turned  on  to 
the  Embankment,  and  then  driven  over 
the  bridge  on  to  the  South  side,  where 
there  were  no  adequate  police  arrange- 
ments for  protecting  property.  I  advised 
the  people  who  had  suffered  damage  in 
consequence  to  writo  to  the  right  non. 
Gentieman  the  Home  Secrettu^  (Mr. 
Ofailders),  and  hie  reply  has  been  read 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert 
Peel).  I^rectly  that  reply  was  received, 
however,  it  was  stuck  up  in  a  shop 
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window  in  South  London  with  this  head- 
ing over  it — 

"  The  persons  who  tiirew  milk  cans  dova 
Qpon  the  people  get  compeosatioHf  while  the 
poor  people  ot  Ijambeth  do  not." 

That  way  of  dealing  with  the  matter 
fairly  indicates  the  deling  existing  io 
South  London  on  this  subject.  I  do  not 
wish  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House ; 
but  I  do  earnestly  hope  that  the  daims 
of  the  people  of  North  Lambeth  will  be 
ooDSidered. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Ghables  Russell)  (Hackney,  S.):  The 
Act  of  George  lY.  restricts  compensa- 
tion to  damage  that  is  the  result  of 
riotous  proceedings ;  and  it  cannot  be 
given  unless  the  property  is  wholly  de- 
stroyed, or  there  is  a  felonious  intent  to 
wholly  destroy.  It  is  in  no  way  con- 
templated by  that  Act  to  give  compen- 
sation for  anything  except  what  can  be 
described  as  the  result  of  "riotous  pro- 
ceedings." 1  want  to  point  out  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Lambeth  (Major  General  Fraser),  there- 
fore, that  even  if  the  area  covered  by 
this  Bill  were  extended  so  as  to  include 
North  Lambeth,  and  the  period  which  it 
covers  were  extended  to  the  28th  of 
February,  it  would  not  give  compen- 
sation to  North  Lambeth  unless  it  could 
be  shown  that  the  damage  was  caused 
by  a  riot.  Now,  the  damage  complained 
of  in  North  Lambeth  was  very  slight, 
and  was  not  caused  - by  what  may  be 
called  a  "riotous  assembly."  It  was 
done  by  stone- throwing,  certainly ;  bat 
it  was  not  the  result  of  a  riot. 

Me.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancras,  N. ) : 
In  discussing  this  question  the  excep- 
tional position  of  tendon  ought  to  be 
oocsidered.  In  Blackburn  the  people 
have  power  to  protect  themselves ;  but 
the  people  of  London  have  not.  The 
people  of  London  are  in  the  hands  of 
the  Commissionera  of  Police,  who  are 
only  responsible  to  this  House;  and, 
therefore,  the  people  of  London  have  no 
control  over  the  police.  If  this  rate  is  to 
be  thrown  on  Ijondon,  the  Metropolitan 
Members  will  do  their  best  to  see  that  it 
is  thrown  on  the  whole  of  London,  in- 
cluding the  City,  and  not  only  upon  the 
Metropolis  outside  the  City.  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  consider  this 
matter,  or  that  he  will  leave  the  Bill  as 
it  was  originally  drawn.  I  have  in- 
dicated the  opinion  I  believe  many  hon. 
Friends  of  mine  who  ait  on  these  Benches 


hold  of  this  Bill.  If  the  Amendments 
which  are  proposed  by  the  Government 
are  persevered  in,  we  shall  certtunly 
press  for  the  cost  to  be  thrown  upon  the 
whole  of  London — ^the  City  as  well  as 
other  parts. 

Motion  agresd  to. 

Bill  eontidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Ooromittee.) 

Sm  JAMES  FERGUSSON  (Man- 
cheater,  N.E.) :  Z  beg  to  move  that  yoi 
report  ^ogrees,  ^r.  It  is  far  too  late 
to  proceed  now. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progms, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.  — {SirJimu 

Mr.  OHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  8.): 
No  donbt,  half-^past  2  is  a  late  hour  to 
go  on  with  the  Bill.  I  shall  not  oppose 
the  Motion  if  it  ia  understood  that  we 
proceed  with  it  on  the  next  available  op- 
portunity. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  nt 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

TREES  (IRELAND)  BILL.-[Biil  30.] 
(Jfr.  Oilhoolg,  Mr.  Timothy  Harrington^  Mr. 
Mmum,  Mr.  Pyiu,  Mr.  ffMatUoH.) 
ODHaiDERATIOV. 

Bill,  as  amended,  eoiuid«red. 

Me.  chance  (KUkenny.  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  move  that  a  new  clause  be  added  to 
the  Bill  after  Clause  4. 

Ma.  SPEAKER :  That  Motion  wiU 
require  Notice. 

Mb.  CHANCE :  Then  I  will  move 
that  the  Bill  be  re*conunitted. 

A  Olause  (Improvementa  under  "The 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act, 

1870,")  added. 

Amendment  made. 
Ms.  SPEAKER :  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber move  that  I  now  leave  the  Chair? 

Me.  CHANCE :  Tes. 

Bill  re- committed  in  respect  of  New 
Clause ;  eontidered  in  Committee. 

Mb.  MULHOLLAND  (Londonderry, 
N.):  An  hon.  Friend  of  mine  wishes  to 
oppose  one  of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill; 
therefore  I  move  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed) 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  Bgain."~(J6*.  if*'- 
hoUand.) 
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Mr.  change  :  The  claoBes  have  re- 
ceived the  assent  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  late  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes).  If 
the  hon.  Member  understood  the  meaning 
of  this  clause — the  limited  meaning  of  it 
— ^he  would  make  no  difficultyin  allowing 
it  to  pass.  Its  object  is  merely  to  re- 
move a  doubt  aa  to  the  10th  section  of  23 
&  34  Geo.  ni.,  0.  39.  Owing  to  the  de- 
fective construction  of  that  clause,  the 
landlord,  where  a  tenant  outa  down  a 
treoi  is  entiUed  to  have  compensatioD 
assessed,  and  to  take  all  the  trees  and 
out  them  down  and  remove  them.  That 
bos  been  thought  unreasonable ;  henoe 
this  Bill. 

The  chief  SECRET AET  fob  IBE- 
LAND  (Mr.  John  Mobley)  (NewcaeUe- 
on-Tyue) :  So  far  as  the  Government  is 
concerned  we  have  no  objeotlon  to  the 
clause. 

Motion,  by  leare,  withiraum. 

Me.  GILHOOLT  (Cork,  W.) :  Fol- 
lowing the  example  of  tho  Lord  Advo- 
cate, I  beg  to  move  the  third  reading  of 
the  Bill. 

Mb.  SPEAKEIR  :  It  must  be  reported 
before  that  stage  can  be  taken. 

Bill  r^orUd;  as  amended,  eeniidsred; 
to  be  read  the  third  time  T«-morrow. 

WAYS  Ain>  MEANS. 
ConskUred  ia  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  Bemlvtd,  That,  towards  makiog  good  tho 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  hue  tiie  service 
of  toe  year  ended  on  the  Slet  day  of  March 
1885,  the  sam  of  £88,716  2«.  Itf.,  be  granted  oat 
of  the  OonsoHdated  Fond  of  the  United  King- 
dom. 

(2.)  Ruolvtd,  That,  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  service 
of  the  year  ending  on  the  Slit  day  of  March 
1887,  the  sum  of  £8,256.018,  be  granted  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fond  fA  the  United  Kiog- 
dom. 

Besolntions  to  be  reported  To-morrtw. 
MOTIONS. 


•raws  maj)mm. 

Select  Committee  on  Town  HoldingB  to  con- 
sist  of  Twenty>foiir  Membeis:— Committee 
nominated  of, — Mr.  Mbixoh,  Mr.  Wodbhocsb, 
Lord  WiLiiAH  CoMPTON,  Viscount  WoLMEa, 
Mr.  AsHBK,  Mr.  Lewis  Fry,  Mr.  Edward 

KUSSBLL,  Mr.   COMTBBAIIK,   Mr.  GOSCBEN,  Sir 

Hhnkt  Jakib,  Mr.  Lainon,  Mr.  Savndbbs, 
Mr.  AjtTHCR  BALFoaK,  Mr.  Gibson,  Mr. 
Macaktkby,  Mr.  Ttssbn  Ahhbbst,  Tisconnt 
FoLXBSTONB,  Mr.  SioyBT  Hbbbbbt,  Mr. 
GhtiQOBT,  Sir  Johx, Ellis,  Mr^  BABtLBT, 
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Mr.  Cbillt,  Mr.  O'Doohebtt,  and  Colonel 
NoLAK : — Power  to  send  for  persons,  papers, 
and  records;  Five  to  be  the  qaoram."— 
{CoUml  Nolan,) 

ImtrucHon  to  Vba  Select  Oommittee  on  Town 
Holdings  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  giving 
to  leaseholders  facilities  for  the  purohase  of 
the  fee  simple  of  their  property. — {Ur.  Lawton.) 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  A0T8  BEFEAL 
(ho.  2)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stansfeld,  Bill  to  repeal 
the  Contagions  Diseases  Acts  1S66  to  1869, 
orderfd  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Stanafold,  Mr. 
James  Stuart,  Sir  Robert  Fowler,  Mr.  Whit- 
bread,  Mr.  Burt,  and  Mr.  Henry  Wilson. 
BUlfrvsmtA^  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU1470 

POST  OFFICE  SITES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Spencer,  Bill  to  enable 
Her  Mi^esty's  Postmaster  General  to  acquire 
lands  in  Birmingham  for  tiie  pnblio  service, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr,  Spencer  and 
Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler. 
BiU  pnttHted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  148.] 

Hoose  adjourned  at  a  qoartor 
before  Three  <r  clock. 


HOUSE    OF  LOKDS, 
Friday^  19th  March,  1886. 


BilNUTES.]— Pcblio  Bihw—Flrtt  Seadiiu~- 
Drainage  and  toprovemeat  of  Lands  (be- 
land)  Provisional  Order*  (38);  Electric 
Lighting  Act  (1882)  Amendment  (Ko.  2)* 

(40). 

Committet— Report— Qlfi\}e  Loans  (Ireland)  Acts 

Continaance  *  (31). 
Report — Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  *  (37). 

SUNDAY  (OPENING  OF  MUSEUMS,  &o.) 
KBSOLVnON. 

Lord  THUKLOW,  in  rising  to  move — 

"  "niat  whereas  for  many  years  past  Parliament 
has  voted,  without  comment  or  protest,  funds 
to  provide  for  the  Sunday  opening  of  Hampton 
Court  Picture  Galleries,  Kew  Gardens,  the 
Painted  Hall  of  Greenwich  Hospital,  and  the 
Dublin  National  Gallery  ;  that  whereas  a  ma- 
jority of  the  Trustees  of  both  the  British 
Museum  and  of  the  National  Gallery  have  ex- 
pressed a  desire  to  open  those  institutions  on 
Snnday  afternoons;  that  whereas  for  many 
years  museums,  libraries,  and  art  galleries  have 
been  opened  free  to  the  people  on  Sundays  in 
many  large  provincial  towns,  with  results  of  a 
highly  satirfactory  character  ;  and  further, 
seeing  that  no  legislative  impediment  is  offered 
to  the  Sunday  opening  of  the  Zoological  Gar- 
dens in  London  to  the  wealthy  classes  of  society, 
notwithstanding  the  much  larger  proportion  of 
Snnday  labour  thereby  involved  as  compared 
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with  a  Goremment  art  ooUeotion ;  that,  for 
the  above  reasons,  thia  House  is  therefore  of 
opinion  that  the  time  has  now  come  when  the 
principle  already  conceded  shonld,  in  the  in- 
tereelA  of  relig^ion  and  education,  be  extended 
to  the  national  collections  of  art  and  literatare 
in  the  Metropolis, " 

said,  that  this  was  in  no  sense  a  Party 
question ;  and  he  was  sure  their  Lord- 
ships  wonld  dissociate  the  question  from 
all  Party  oonsidwations.    He  had,  he 
beliered.  as  many  supporters  on  one  side 
of  the  House  as  on  the  other,  and  several 
on  the  Gross  Benches ;  so  ^ha,%  in  con- 
sidering it,  he  must  ask  their  Lordships 
to  forget  that  he  was  in  any  way  con- 
nected with  Her  Majesty's  present  Go- 
vernment, and  assure  the  House  that  he 
brought  it  forward  as  a  private  and  a 
very  humble  Member.    It  was  no  new 
subject,  and  needed  do  introduction. 
He  only  wanted  to  do  for  London  what 
was  done  elsewhere.    Why  should  Lon- 
don be  excluded  ?  Ho  could  not  tolerate 
the  inconsistency  of  a  thing  being  laud- 
able in  Kew  or  Manchester,  but  wicked 
and  sacrilegious  in  Trafalgar  Square  or 
Bloomsbury,  where  you  were  furthest 
removed  from  green  fields,  the  fresh  air, 
and  pleasure  of  a  country  walk.   If  it 
were  new  he  could  understand  oppo- 
sition on  the  ground  of  the  "small  end 
of  the  wedge;  but  that  had,  happily, 
been  inserted  years  ago.    As  it  was, 
Sunday  opening  was  the  rule,  and  Lcm- 
don  was  tne  exception.   Then  Hierewas 
the  further  incoosistenoy  that,  year  after 
year,  moneys  were  voted,  without  com- 
ment or  protest,  to  defray  Sunday  open- 
ing elsewhere.    "Would  anyone  dare  to 
try  to  stop  those  supplies  ?   As  a  fact,  no 
one  ventured  on  such  a  course ;  but 
when  a  few  pounds  were  asked  for 
opening  the  British  Museum  for  a  few 
hours  on  Sunday  afternoons  they  were 
told  it  was  quite  a  different  thing.  They 
also  knew  that  the  Trustees — at  least,  a 
majority  of  them,  and  the  world  was 
governed  by  the  majority — he  said  the 
Trustees  of  both  the  British  Museum 
and  the  National  Qallery  had  officially 
expressed  their  desire  to  open  those  in- 
stitutions on  Sunday  aftranoons.  Of 
course,  there  were  difficulties ;  bat  diffi- 
cuHies  always  abounded,  and  were  made 
to  be  overcome.   He  could  not  admit 
for  a  moment  the  existence  of  any  finan- 
cial difficulty.   This  country  coidd  find 
money  to  give  £70,000  for  a  picture  ;  it 
could  surely  find  a  few  pounds  to  enable 
the  public  to  see  it— to  enable  the  work- 

Lord  Thwrhw 


ing  classes  to  have  access  to  it —  on  the 
only  day  in  the  week  at  their  dinwsal 
for  this  purpose.    Then  they  had  the 
experience  of  Birmingham,  Manchester, 
Wigan,  &c.    They  knew  that  at  Bir- 
mingham several  free  libraries  had  been 
open  for  years  on  Sundays,  and  had  had 
their  hundreds  of  thousands  of  readers 
annually.    They  heard  of  no  difficulties 
there.     He  might  add  that  now  his 
noble  Friend's       Earl  of  Hanowby's) 
Motion  had  been  accepted  in  favour  of 
week-day  eTOning  opening,  one,  at  any 
rate,  of  the  difficulties  vanished.  More 
hands  wonld  have  to  be  necessarily  en- 
gaged, and  the  extra  service  on  the  Sun- 
day could  easily  bo  apportioned  so  as  to 
involve  no  more  individual  labour  than 
at  present.    He  entirely  concurred  in 
his  noble  Friend's  proposal,  and  should 
not  be  content  until  those  places  were 
open,  not  only  on  three  evenings  in  the 
week,  but  on  every  evening,  and  on 
Sunday  afternoons  as  well.    The  ques- 
tion of  employing  a  few  extra  hands  just 
now  was  surely  not  ono  to  be  deprecated. 
The  actual  numbers  required,  and  the 
exact  additional  Sunday  labour,  had 
been  much  exaggerated.   It  was  dealt 
with,  and  practically  disposed  of,  two 
years  ago  by  the  noble  Ix>rd  (Lord  Oar- 
lingford),  whenl^sidentof  theOounoil, 
vim  stated  in  that  House  that  he  had 
made  officual  inquiries,  and  found  that 
the  number  of  attendants  that  would  be 
required  at  South  Eensington  Natural 
History  Museum,  in  addition  to  the 
police,  firemen,  porters,  &c.,  who  were 
now  on  duty  on  Sundays,  would  not 
exceed  a  dozen.    For  hia  own  part,  he 
(Lord  Thurlow)  could  not  consider  tiiat 
that  amount  of  extra  labour,  well  paid 
for,  could  be  taken  into  consideration  by 
the  side  of  the  pleasure  and  profit  to  be 
derived  by  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
working  men.    The  old  arguments  in 
favour  of  Sunday  opening  existed  as 
hideous  as  ever.    The  odious  distinction 
between  the  rich  and  the  poor — the  rich 
might  enjoy  works  of  Art  on  Sunday 
because  mey  owned  them;  but  if  ycu 
were  not  rich  enough  to  possess  owner- 
ship it  was  wicked  to  open  a  book  or 
look  at  a  picture  on  the  Sunday.  Then 
take  the  Zoological  Gardens,  open  to 
the  rich  only  on  Sundays,  employing 
hands  enough  to  open  every  Museum 
and  Gallery  m  London.  There  was  Sun- 
day labour  for  them  ;  but  you  shut  your 
eyes  to  it,  and  the  -gofa  man  said,  and 
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not  unnaturally,  it  was  because  it  was 
for  the  benefit  of  the  rioh.  Well,  he 
knew  he  had  only  to  convince  the  House 
of  two  thiogs  to  carry  the  Besolution. 
First,  that  it  was  not  a  thrust  at  religion ; 
secondly,  that  it  was  desired  by  the  work- 
ing classes  themselves.  First,  then,  as 
to  religion.  It  was  argued  that  this  pro- 
posal was  a  blow  aimed  at  religion ;  and 
be  frankly  admitted  that  if  he  failed 
to  remoTO  that  objection  his  case  must 
fall  to  the  ground.  He  certainly  should 
never  have  placed  this  Motion  on  the 
Paper  if  he  thought  it  was  adverse  to 
the  interests  of  religion.  But  that  it 
was  not  BO  was  proved  by  the  fact  that 
the  movement  was  begun  by  ecclesias- 
tics, and  had  been  carried  on  by  them. 
The  late  Dean  Stanley,  one  of  the  most 
eminent  divines  of  modem  times,  con- 
sistently advocated  it.  He  was  Presi- 
dent of  the  Sunday  Society,  the  object 
of  whose  existence  it  was  to  promote 
Sunday  opening.  Then  they  had  a 
Oanon  of  the  English  Church,  Oanon 
Shattleworth,  who  was  not  oolv  a 
Oanon,  but  a  haidworkiug  East  End 
clergyman.  He  was  the  actual  Presi- 
dent of  the  parent  Society  for  promoting 
ihia  object,  me  National  Sunday  League, 
of  which  the  Sunday  Society  was  an  off- 
shoot. Then  he  (Ix)rd  Thurlow)  had 
polled  the  clergy  of  London,  and  he 
found  over  200,  or  about  one-half,  of 
the  clergy  of  the  Ohnroh  of  England 
were  in  favour  of  it,  and  he  believed  the 
clergy  of  the  Koman  Catholic  Church 
supported  him  almost  to  a  man.  Then, 
the  other  evening,  they  heard  what  the 
Bishop  of  Peterborough  had  to  say  of 
the  English  Sunday.  He  knew  some- 
thing about  those  things,  and  had  the 
courage  of  his  conviotions.  He  told  them, 
in  his  usual  unrivalled  eloquence  of  lan- 
guage, how  the  poor  were  now  being 
divorced  from  the  Churoh,  how  tiie  great 
gulf  between  the  rich  and  the  poor  was 
getting  wider  and  deeper — he  proved 
possibly  more  than  he  intended ;  he 
went  on  to  say,  what  coald  the  poor 
man  do  on  Sunday  afternoon  ?  He  told 
us  of  the 

"Weary  and  the  dreary  Sunday  afternoon 
walk  of  the  Xjondon  -working  man,  between 
monotonous  brick  walls,  ahopa  with  all  their 
idintten  up,  and  only  two  doors  open  to  him, 
the  church  and  the  pablic-house.'* 

And  he  went  on  to  say  that  the  latter 
institution  proved  the  more  attractive  of 
the  two.   He  thought  their  Lordships 


would  admit  that  the  picture  was 
faithfully  and  painfully  accurate  in  all 
its  details.  Hear  what  Mr.  George  Ellis 
wrote  on  the  religious  aspect  of  this 
question,  so  far  back  as  1864,  in  a  letter 
which  appeared  in  the  papers.  He 
wrote — 

"  I  tun  iodtued  to  think  that,  even  in  a  reli- 
gioTis  point  of  view,  the  opening  of  the  British 
Masenm  would  prove  apiritnally  beneficial  to 
the  Bomi -civilized  claas  of  the  oommnnity;  for 
such  a  collection  of  God's  wonders  cannot  fail 
to  strike  the  dullest  intellect  with  awe  and  vene- 
ration for  the  greet  Creator,  for  there  are  '  the 
trees,  from  the  cedar-tree  tiiat  is  in  Leban<m, 
even  imto  the  hyssop  that  springeth  out  of  Uie 
wall ;  also  beasts,  and  fowls,  and  creeping 
things,  and  fishes ;  *  and  I  believe  it  to  bo 
next  thing  to  impossible  for  aoj^one  to  pass 
through  the  buildings  without  being  solemnly 
impFMsed  with  a  sense  of  his  own  insigniflcaDce 
and  the  transoendant  glory  of  the  Almighty 
Buler  above  him." 

So  much  for  the  thrust  or  blow  aimed 
at  religion.  Then  let  them  pass  on  to 
the  next  point,  as  to  whether  the  work- 
ing men  themselves  desired  this  thing. 
He  took  it  there  were  two  ways  of  ascer- 
taining the  views  of  working  men  on 
this  point — first,  by  the  use  they  made 
of  such  opportunities  when  they  were 
afforded ;  snd,  secondly,  by  their  ex- 
pressions of  opinion.  If  tried  by  the 
first  test,  he  held  the  rep^  to  be  con- 
clusive. Bsthnal  Green  Museum  had 
been  frequently  opened  as  a  test,  and 
had  always  been  thronged  by  thoroughly 
appreciative  crowds.  Last  year  the 
Alexandra  Palace  was  opened  for  seven 
Simdays,  and  visited  by  over  130,000 
working  men  and  their  families.  He 
went  down  to  see  for  himself,  and  did 
see  the  genuine  working  men  and  their 
wives  and  families  by  the  thousand 
thoroughly  enjoying  them^Ives,  crowd- 
ing the  picture  galleries,  orderly  and 
well-behaved,  and  listening  to  magnifi- 
cent sacred  music.  The  work  of  attend- 
ants and  custodians  was  done  by  a  few 
volunteers,  and  no  injury  was  done  to 
anything.  The  same  thing  happened, 
witbout  variation,  wherever  this  thing 
was  tried.  Thm  take  expressionB  of 
opinion.  He  had  polled  tbe  working 
men's  clubs  of  London,  and  did  not 
know  of  one  in  which  he  had  not  a 
large  majority  in  his  favour.  He  oonld 
produce  resolutions  and  addresses  from 
them  by  the  hundreds,  sent  him  offi- 
cially, signed  by  the  presidents  and 
secretaries,  and  which  he  was  bound  to 
consider  as  good  evidence.   Then  take 
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the  founder  of  workmen's  olubs  in  Lon- 
don, Hr.  Hodgson  Pratt— he  knew 
something  of  me  feeling  of  London 

men,  and  he  told  a  public  meeting 
where  he  (Lord  Thurlow)  was  last  night 
that  he  bdlieved  them  to  be  absolutely 
in  favour  of  this  thing  by  overwhelming 
majorities.  He  knew  many  societies, 
such  as  the  Lord's  Day  Obserrance  or 
Best  Association,  had  endeavoured  to 
make  capital  out  of  what  happened  a  few 
months  ago  at  Southport,  where  the 
question  was  discussed  for  the  first  time 
by  the  IVades*  Union  Oongress  that  met 
there.  Well,  on  that  occasion  both 
sides  claimed  the  victory.  Their  Lord- 
ships should  decide  between  them — 51 
delegates,  representing  233,050  working 
men,  declared  for,  and  67  delegates, 
representing  189,827  working  men,  de- 
dared  against  Sunday  opening.  Well, 
those  sodeties  had  said  a  great  deal  of 
their  majority  of  16  delegates,  but  had 
said  very  little — nothing  indeed— of  the 
majority  of  43,223  of  their  constituents. 
But  he  must  say  a  word  more  about  these 
16  delegates.  Mr.  Hurohie,  a  delegate 
from  the  Amalgamated  Society  of  Oar- 
penters,  represented  25,700  members, 
and  voted  for  Sunday  opening;  but  his 
vote  was  cancelled  by  that  of  Mr. 
Bichards,  a  delegate  from  some  local 
society,  and  who  represented  only  11 
members.  He  (Lord  Thurlow)  asked 
their  Lordships  which  was  the  vote  to 
guide  them  in  that  case— the  one  repre- 
senting 25,700  working  men,  or  the  one 
representing  11?  Then  he  wished  to 
say  one  word  about  the  London  Trades' 
Oounoil,  of  which  Mr.  George  Shrpton 
was  the  able  political  secretary.  Well, 
they  all  knew  Mr.  Shipton — at  any  rate 
by  name — and  there  were  few  more 
widely  trusted  men.  Their  Lordships 
might  have  seen  a  letter  from  him  to 
himself  (Lord  Thurlow)  that  lately  ap- 
peared in  the  newspapers.  He  wrote  to 
him  officially,  forwarding  a  resolution  of 
the  London  Trades'  Council  assuring 
him  of  their  continued  support.  Could 
he  reject  that  expression  of  opinion? 
But  he  had  one  more  word  to  say  on  the 
point.  He  heard  yesterday  that  the 
minority  of,  he  thought,  54  of  a  branch 
trade  society,  consistiDg  in  all  of  275 
members,  had  forwarded  a  counter-Peti- 
tion to  a  noble  Lord  opposite.  He 
could  not,  of  course,  say  whether  he 
would  use  it  or  not ;  but  this  much  he 
would  say— that  it  was  the  Petition  of  a 
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minority,  and  only  represented  the  news 
of  the  50  or  60  people  who  ttgned  it. 
But  there  were  other  classes  to  be  con- 
sidered. There  were  the  City  clerks, 
the  shopmen  and  women,  and  the 
tailors,  and  so  on,  who  did  piecework  at 
home.  From  this  class  be  had  received 
thousands  of  touching  letters  during  the 
last  16  months.  Well,  he  would  not 
say  more.  He  trusted  their  Lordships 
would  agree  that,  to  some  extent  at  any 
rate,  he  had  made  out  hie  case  that  this 
was  not  a  blow  aimed  at  religion,  and 
that  the  working  classes  wished  for  it 
themselves ;  if  he  had  not,  things  must 
go  on  as  they  were — Sunday  drinking 
must  continue  to  increase,  and  Monday 
morning  cases  in  the  police  courts  mast 
continue  to  increase  also ;  but,  whether 
he  might  be  fortunate  enough  to  have  con- 
vinced their  Lordships  or  not,  he  felt  sure 
of  one  thing,  and  that  was  that  he  should 
meet,  at  any  rate,  with  a  large  measure 
of  sympathy  and  support.  He,  there- 
fore, had  the  honour  to  move  the  fieao- 
lution  which  stood  in  his  name. 

Movtd  to  Teadlve — 

"That  whereas  for  many  years  past  Parlia- 
ment has  voted,  withoat  comment  or  protest, 
funds  to  proride  for  the  Sunday  opeDinf^  of 
Hampton  Court  Picture  Galleries,  Eew  Qaislat^n, 
the  Fainted  Hall  of  Greenwich  Hospital,  and  thm 
Dublin  NationalGallery;thatwhereasamajority 
of  the  Tmateos  of  hoth  the  British  Museum  and  of 
the  NatioDal  Gallenr  have  expraved  a  denre  to 
open  those  institutions  on  Sunday  aftsmoons ; 
that  whereas  for  many  yeara  museams,  libraries, 
and  art  galleriea  have  been  opened  free  to  the 
people  on  Sundays  in  many  large  provincial 
towns,  with  resulta  of  a  highly  satisfactory  cha- 
racter ;  and  further,  seeing  tW  no  legialativs 
impediment  ia  <dlteed  to  the  Sunday  opaain«r  of 
the  Zoological  Gardens  in  London  to  the  weSuhr 
classes  of  society,  notwithstanding  Uie  muc^ 
larger  proportion  of  Sunday  labour  thereby  in- 
volved aa  compared  with  a  Government  art 
oollection  ;  that,  for  the  abore  reasons,  thia 
House  is  therefore  of  opinion  that  the  time  haa 
now  come  when  the  principle  already  conceded 
should,  in  the  interests  of  religion  and  educa- 
tion, bo  extended  to  the  national  ooUectioiu  of 
art  and  literature  in  the  Hetn^Ua'* — {TAg 
Lord  Tkurloto.) 

Viscount  MIDLETON,  on  rising  to 
move  as  an  Amendment  to  the  Motion— 

"That  it  is  not  desirable  to  opm  the  na- 
tional collections  of  art  and  literature  in  the 
Sletropolia  on  Sunday," 

said,  that  in  taking  this  step  he  was 
taking  upon  himself  the  duties  which  had 
been  hitherto  so  ably  discharged  by  the 
two  noble  Earls  who  were  no  longer  with 
them.   The  question  raised  by  the  Uo- 
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tion  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  was  so 
grave  and  important  that  he  could  not 
allow  it  to  pass  unchallenged.  Their 
Lordships  who  were  opposed  to  this 
step  had  a  right  to  complain  that  this 
subject  was  brought  before  the  House 
year  after  year  at  a  period  of  the  Sea- 
fiion  when  the  attendance  of  their  Lord- 
ships was  known  to  be  thin,  and  when 
those  adverse  to  the  proposid  were 
forced  to  come  down  and  oppose  it  at 
great  personal  inconvenience.  Hisnezt 
ground  of  complaint  was  that  this  Mo- 
tion should  be  made  in  the  first  instance 
in  their  Lordships'  House,  instead  of  in 
the  House  of  Oommons.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  this  proposal  involved 
a  money  question  with  which  their 
Lordships  could  not  deal.  It  would  be 
merely  beating  the  air  to  pass  a  Bill  in 
that  House  embodying  the  principle  of 
the  noble  Lord's  Motion.  It  was  true 
that  at  a  very  small  meeting  of  the 
Trustees  of  the  National  Gallery  and 
of  the  British  Museum  a  resolution  was 
passed  expressing  their  willingness  to 
open  those  places  of  public  instruction 
and  amusement  on  Sunday  in  the  event 
of  Parliament  agreeing  to  that  step 
being  taken  ;  but  in  passing  that  reso- 
lution those  Bodies  had  promised  to  do 
only  that  which  it  was  their  duty  to  do 
— namely,  to  submit  themselves  to  the 
will  of  Parliament.  The  Zoological 
Gardens  were  already  open  on  Sunday ; 
but  they  wen  private  property.  The 
premises  of  the  noble  liord  he  could  not 
graut,  and  therefore  the  conclusion  was 
also  wrong.  They  were  all  agreed  upon 
one  point — that  if  the  National  Collections 
were  to  be  opened  on  Sunday  that  step 
must  be  taken  in  the  interests  of  the 
working  classes,  using  that'  term  in  the 
widest  sense,  and  not  referring  to  those 
employed  in  manual  labour  only.  But  in 
what  way  had  the  wishes  of  the  working 
classes  been  expressed  upon  this  subject? 
The  public  could  approach  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  by  means  of  Petitions, 
and  if  they  so  ardently  desired  the 
opening  of  these  places  they  had  never 
taken  the  trouble  to  say  so.  The  Peti- 
tions that  had  been  presented  to  the 
House  in  favour  of  this  proposal  were 
only  about  1  per  cent  as  compared  with 
those  which  had  been  presented  against 
it.  The  noble  Lord  had  assured  them 
that  a  majority  of  the  representatives 
of  labour  were  m  favour  of  this  proposi- 
tion ;  but  he  should  like  to  knowhow  the 


noble  Tjord  obtained  that  information. 
His  knowledge  of  the  feelings  of  those 
persons  on  the  subject  had  been  gained 
from  their  public  utterances,  in  which 
they  had  strongly  condemned  the  pro- 
posal. None  had  more  strenuously  op- 
posed the  principle  of  this  Motion  than 
the  noble  Lord's  Colleague  in  Of&ce  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Broadhurst) ;  and  on  the  last 
occasion  that  the  proposal  had  been 
brought  before  the  House  of  Commons 
it  was  rejected  by  a  majority  of  125, 
only  83  Members  voting  for  it.  Mr. 
Lucraft,  another  representative  of  the 
working  classes,  had  opposed  the  pro- 
posal, on  the  ground  that  he  did  not 
wish  to  do  seven  days'  work  for  six  days' 
pay.  In  September  last  a  meeting  of 
the  Trades  Unions'  Council  discussed  the 
matter  and  rejected  the  Motion.  Then, 
again,  those  who  had  always  been  the 
friends  of  the  working  classes  were 
moat  strongly  opposed  to  this  change. 
The  late  Earl  of  Shaftesbury,  who,  in 
the  prime  of  life,  gave  up  all  ambition 
and  all  hope  of  power  in  order  that  he 
might  devote  his  long  and  useful  life  to 
the  service  of  the  working  classes,  had 
denounced  this  proposal  in  far  more 
eloquent  and  forcible  language  than  he 
could  command.  Then  Mr.  Mundella, 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
who  had  sprung  from  the  ranks  of 
labour,  speaking  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, said  that  no  more  fatal  mistake 
could  be  made  than  for  the  working 
men  to  consent  to  the  passing  of  a 
measure  such  as  that  now  before  their 
Lordships  ;  and  he  also  stated  that  the 
town  of  Nottingham,  after  full  discus- 
sion, had  decided  by  a  large  majority 
that  institutions  of  that  kind  should 
not  be  open  on  the  Bay  of  Best.  Again, 
there  was  a  remarkable  consensus  of 
opinion  among  the  ministers  of  religion, 
to  whatever  denomination  they  might 
belong,  against  the  wisdom  and  justice 
of  the  noble  Lord's  proposition.  It 
was  a  fact,  he  believed,  that  Cardinal 
Manning,  who  was  formerly  disposed  to 
favour  the  Motion,  was  now  opposed  to 
it  on  ^unds  which  could  very  well  be 
conceived.  The  Bev.  Mr.  Arthur,  late 
President  of  the  Wesleyan  Body,  the 
Hev.  Newman  Hall,  and  other  eminent 
Nonconformist  ministers,  all  took  the 
same  view  of  the  impoli<^,  to  say  the 
least,  of  carrying  any  such  Motion  as 
the  present  one.   All  that  surely  indi- 
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cated  that  the  working  classes  and  their 
friends  could  look  a  little  below  the 
surface  and  discern  what  would  be  the 
ultimate  result  of  the  adoption  of  that 
proposal.  Almost  all  who  had  practical 
experience  in  that  matter  bad  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  even  if  it  were  not 
wrong  it  was  impolitic,  inexpedient,  and 
unwise  to  take  any  further  step  in  that 
direction.  Mr.  Muadella  had  told  them 
that  out  of  154  towns  in  the  United 
Kingdom  which  had  an  opportunity,  if 
their  GoTerning  Bodies  thought  fit,  of 
opening  those  institations  on  Sunday 
fire  had  done  so  and  149  had  refused, 
fmd  that  seTeral  of  those  places  which 
had  at  first  decided  to  open  them  after- 
wards rescinded  their  original  resolu- 
tion. He  had  read  the  opinion  of  an 
intelligent  French  artizan,  written  at 
the  time  of  the  Exhibition,  in  which  he 
spoke  of  the  English  Sunday  as  the 
most  democratic  of  all  the  institutions 
of  this  country;  while  an  eminent 
French  ecclesiastic  also  declared  that 
he  had  seen  nothing  so  wise,  so  bene- 
ficent, so  humane  as  the  English  Sun- 
day. He  was  speaking  himself  the 
other  day  to  a  manufacturer  who  had 
two  housesof  business — one  in  England, 
and  the  other  in  France — and  who  told 
him  that  he  was  virtually  compelled  to 
run  his  mills  during  the  whole  of  Sun- 
day in  France  because,  although  some 
of  the  workmen  were  prepared  to  take 
a  holiday,  others  considered  it  was  their 
rig^t  to  earn  wages  on  that  day.  It  was 
utterly  impossible,  if  the  present  pro- 
posal became  law,  that  though  they 
began  there  they  should  end  there. 
The  next  more  would  be  to  open  the 
theatres  and  music  saloons  on  Sunday ; 
and  then  would  come  at  no  great  dis- 
tance, what  Mr.  Broadhurst  said  he  so 
much  dreaded — namely,  that  Sunday 
would  be  gradually  whittled  down,  and 
that  from  Sunday  amusemeats  they 
would  come  to  Sunday  labour.  In 
Manchester  alone  30  men  were  on  duty 
five  or  six  hours  every  Sunday  at  the 
libraries  and  similar  institutions  to  meet 
the  needs  of  those  who  risited  those 
places  of  resort.  He  knew  it  was  sug- 
gested that  the  paid  sErrants  of  the 
country  should  be  replaced  on  Sunday 
by  volunteers  at  those  institutions ;  but 
it  was  obrious  that  any  such  proposal 
must  be  entirely  nugatory.  It  was 
quite  impossible,  with  the  priceless 
treasures  of  Art  they  possessed  there, 


that  their  proper  custodians  should  be 
ofiF  duty  while  the  Museums  were  open ; 
and,  therefore,  if  those  places  were 
opened  on  Sunday  there  must  be  either 
a  considerable  increase  of  the  perma- 
nent staff  or  a  large  addition  to  the 
labour  of  those  now  employed  there. 
He  did  not  wish  to  press  the  pecuniary 
argument,  seeing  how  much  the  nation 
had  spent  on  works  of  Art;  but  he 
earnestly  be^ed  their  Lordships  to  re- 
member that,  although  just  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  when  ^we  existed  great 
depreesion  of  trade,  it  was  posrible 
that  they  would  hare  no  immediate  pro- 
posals that  manufaotarers  should  be  per- 
mitted, if  they  thought  proper,  to  open 
their  establishments  on  Sunday ;  bat  if 
a  time  of  revival  came,  and  they  were 
again  doing  the  roaring  trade  that  they 
did  10  or  12  years  ago,  they  would  pro- 
bably hear  arguments  in  favour  of  not 
allowing  machmery  to  stand  idle  for  24 
hours  together,  and  as  to  the  loss  of  the 
capital  employed  in  mills  caused  by 
squeamish  scruples  in  regard  to  Bon- 
day.  Lord  Beaconsfield  once  said  in 
that  House  that  of  all  Divine  institu- 
tions the  most  Divine  was  the  Day  of 
Kest ;  and  he  fully  agreed  with  him. 
All,  too,  who  had  made  physiological 
researches  held  the  opinion  that  Uie 
man  who  had  an  opportunity  of  enjoy- 
ing one  day  of  rttt  out  of  seven  was  in 
all  moral  as  well  as  physical  respects 
better  than  the  man  who  had  no  such 
opportunity.  He  contended,  then,  first, 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  shown  no  great 
or  general  want  to  exist  that  required 
to  be  supplied  by  such  means  as  that 
Motion  contemplated ;  and,  secondly, 
that  the  whole  weight  of  authority  from 
all  classes  of  society  was  distinctly  op- 
posed to  the  present  proposal;  and, 
although  he  did  not  deny  that  a  certain 
minority  were  anxious  to  see  that  plan 
carried  out,  that  minority  was  not  of 
such  dimensions,  and  the  argumfflits 
were  not  such,  as  to  justify  the  ovtr- 
riding  what  he  believed  to  be  the  great 
majorityofthe  working  classes.  Thirdly, 
he  submitted  that  the  opming  of  the  in- 
stitutions comprised  in  that  Motion  would 
lead  to  the  opening  of  other  institutiosB, 
the  result  of  which  would  scwrcelybe 
deemed  dewrable  even  by  the  friends 
of  the  present  proposal.  Fourthly,  bo 
contended  that  from  Sunday  amusement 
they  would  go  on  to  Sunday  labour; 
and  the  end  of  it  would  be  that  the 
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working  classes  of  this  country  woold 
be  deprived  of  the  most  valuable  pri- 
vilege which  they  possessed.  Lastly, 
another  objection  to  this  proposition 
was  that  it  inserted  the  thin  end  of  the 
wedge.  If  we  were  living  in  an  ideal 
world,  dealing  with  ideal  men  and 
women,  such  a  Motion  might  not  be 
productive  of  any  harmful  oonsequences; 
bat  their  Lordships  knew  that  this  was 
not  the  case.  They  had  Btubbom  facts 
to  deal  with.  They  had  tixe  experience 
of  other  oonntriea ;  they  bad  the  autho- 
rity of  those  who  had  studied  this  ques- 
tion in  a  praotical  form,  who  had  arrived 
at  conblusionB  diametrically  opposed  to 
those  of  the  noble  Lord.  They  bad  also 
the  fact  that  if  the  law  was  to  be  changed 
the  onuM  probanii  rested  emphatically  on 
those  who  made  the  proposition,  and  not 
upon  those  who  defended  it.  He  as- 
serted that  the  noble  Lord  had  made 
out  no  adequate  case  for  the  Motion 
which  he  had  submitted ;  and  he  aeked 
their  Lordships  respectfully,  but  earn- 
estly, to  meet  it  with  an  emphatic  nega- 
tive. 

Amendment  moved. 

To  leave  oat  all  the  words  after  ("That,") 
and  insert  (**  it  is  not  desirable  to  open  the 
national  collections  of  art  and  literatnre  in 
the  Bfetn^ioltB  op  Sunday.")— VitcewU 
MiOetoH.) 

Lord  BBAMWELL  said,  his  views 
upon  this  matter  were  fully  stated  when 
this  question  was  before  their  Lordships 
last  year.  The  noble  Yiscount  (Viscount 
Uidleton)  raised  an  objection  to  the 
Preamble  of  the  Motion.  The  part  of 
the  Motion  in  which  he  himself  was  in- 
terested was  that  which  came  after  the 
Preamble — 

**  That  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  the  time 
luu  now  come  when  the  principle  alreadj^  con- 
ceded should,  in  the  interests  of  religion  and 
education,  be  extended  to  the  national  collec- 
tions of  art  and  literature  la  the  Metropolis." 

For  his  own  part,  therefore,  he  would 
willingly  abandon  the  whole  of  the  Pre- 
amble if  their  Lordships  acceded  to  what 
followed  it.  The  next  objection  raised 
by  the  noble  Yiscount  was  that  the 
luition  ahouM  have  been  proposed  in 
the  Honae  of  Oommons.  No  doubt ;  he 
would  be  glad  if  it  could  be  eaccessfuUy 
made  in  the  House  of  Commons ;  but 
why  not  in  their  Lordships*  House  also  ? 
It  was  true  that  their  Lordships  had  not 
the  power  to  order  the  expenses  incurred 
if  this  Besolution  was  carried ;  but  it  had 


to  be  remembered  that  their  Lordships 
were  not  making  a  law,  but  expressing 
an  opinion ;  and  he  should  like  to  know 
why  they  could  not  express  an  opinion 
on  this  subject  ?  The  noble  Yiscount 
also  cited  the  opinion  of  Lord  Shaftes- 
bury in  opposition  to  the  Motion.  After 
the  last  occasion  on  which  this  question 
was  discussed  by  their  Lordships,  that 
noble  Earl  had  written  him  a  letter  in 
which  he  said  that,  though  he  should 
not  think  it  right  to  make  the  Sunday  a 
day  of  recreation  or  amusement,  he  ooold 
not  blame  others  whose  oonscienoe  did 
not  forbid  Ihem  doing  so ;  and  hU  ob- 
jeotion  to  this  proposition  was  that  it 
would  impose  additional  labour  on  per- 
sons  connected  with  these  Museums. 
Then  the  noble  Yiscount  proceeded  to 
say  that  he  should  be  very  sorry  to  see 
this  day  of  rest  taken  away.  So  would 
he,  and  everyone  else  who  had  at  all 
considered  the  subject  and  the  absolute 
necessity  for  one  day  of  the  week  being 
a  day  of  abstinence  from  labour,  but  not 
from  enjoyment.  Eve^body  must  de- 
sire to  see  the  day  of  rest  continue. 
After  addressing  their  Lordships  on  the 
last  occasion  this  question  was  before 
them,  he  had  been  told  that  he  dealt  too 
much  with  the  religious  part  of  the 
matter.  He  was  perfectly  satisfied,  how- 
ever, that  it  was  the  religious  part  of  the 
matter  which  was  at  tl^  bottom  of  the 
opp(Mition  raised  to  this  Motion.  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  our  Oolonies  were 
alone  in  Ohristendom  in  the  way  they 
observed  Sunday.  The  authority  of 
Cardinal  Manning  had  been  mentioned 
as  being  opposed  to  this  Motion ;  but  if 
his  Eminence  objected  to  such  a  propo- 
sition he  must  naturally  object  to  the 
way  in  which  every  Koman  Gatholio 
country  in  Europe  conducted  itself  on 
Sunday.  In  Catholic  countries,  in  Pn»- 
testant  countries,  CalTinistic  or  what  not, 
and  even,  he  believed,  where  the  Gb^ek 
Church  existed,  the  Sunday  was  ob- 
served in  a  different  form  from  what  it 
was  in  this  country.  He  would  most 
respectfully  refer  their  Lordships  to  the 
Scripture  text  which  prohibited  labour, 
but  which  did  not  prohibit  rational  en- 
joyment. He  could  not  but  remind  their 
Lordships  that  the  Jews,  to  whom  the 
Commandment  was  originally  given, 
protested  against  our  mode  of  inter- 
preting it.  He  had  received  a  letter  from 
a  distinguished  Jewish  gentleman  in 
which  he  protested  against  its  being 
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supposed  thai  the  Jevish  day  of  Sabbath 
was  a  day  of  gloom  and  inanity ;  it  was 
a  day  of  rational  enjoyment  on  which 
they  abstained  from  all  labour,  and  on 
which  they  enjoyed  themselves  reason- 
ably and  properly.  The  English  view 
of  Sunday  was  a  novelty.  It  had  been 
in  existence  about  250  years.  In  the 
Beign  of  James  I.  a  book  was  published 
called  7%tf  Book  of  SpcrU,  which  did  not 
enact  or  pretend  to  lay  down  new  rules, 
but  which  stated  what  were  then  lawful 
games  on  week-days,  and,  among  other 
thines,  what  wer&  the  lawful  games  on 
Sunday.  No  doubt  if  the  games  men- 
tioned were  played  now.  on  Sunday 
the  majority  <3  Englishmen  would  be 
shocked,  ^e  Primate  had  argued, 
however,  that  such  was  the  displeasure 
of  the  people  at  the  publication  of  this 
Book  of  Sports  that  he  suggested  it  had  a 
great  deal  to  do  with  the  great  Rebellion. 
He  did  not  know  whether  that  was  the 
case  or  not ;  but  he  was  surprised  to  find 
that  those  persons  who  disliked  The  Book 
of  Sportt  should  be  cited  as  an  authority, 
because  they  were  the  men  who  turned 
out  (5,000  ministers  of  the  Church  of 
England  from  their  benefices,  who  cut  o£f 
theKing'ahead,  and,  more  shocking  still, 
who  abolished  Episcopacy  in  the  Church 
of  England.  Those  were  thex)eoplewhom 
the  Primate  thought  their  Lordships 
should  follow,  and  that,  because  they 
did  not  like  The  Book  of  Sportt,  therefore 
we  should  not  like  it  He  did  not  think 
their  Lordships  would  be  of  that  opinion. 
His  objection  to  the  way  in  which  Sun- 
day was  observed  in  this  country  was 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  a  day  wasted. 
Let  there  be  an  abstinence  from  labour ; 
let  people  who  thought  it  right  to  do  so 
meet  for  religious  worship  ;  let  the  day 
be  observed  in  ail  respects  decorously ; 
but  he  maintained  that  it  was  a  day  of 
recreation  and  enjoyment,  which  at  pre- 
sent was  not  only  worse  than  wasted, 
but  was  mischievous  in  its  consequences. 
A  child  was  told — and  the  opinion  grew 
up  with  him  to  manhood— that  the  Sun- 
day was  to  he  observed  as  at  present  by 
virtue  of  a  Commandment  which  was 
one  of  several  Commandments  against 
the  prohibition  of  stealing,  murder,  and 
other  crimes.  Now,  it  was  utterly  im- 
possible for  any  man  to  have  the  same 
disposition  to  observe  a  Commandment 
witn  which  his  conscience  did  not  go. 
as  one  that  he  felt  to  be  right.  There 
was  something  in  our  natures  which 
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told  us  that  it  was  wrong  for  a  man 
to  steal,  to  murder,  or  to  commit 
other  crimes ;  but  there  was  nothing 
which  told  a  man  that  it  was  wrong  for 
him  to  enjoy  and  amuse  himself  on  the 
seventh  day.  What  was  the  conse- 
quence? The  conscience  of  the  msn 
not  agreeing  with  the  Commandment, 
it  was  broken,  and  continually  broken. 
There  was  not  a  man  living  who  had 
not  done  something  contrary  to  the  com- 
mon notion  as  to  how  Sunday  should  be 
observed.  He  was  led  by  easy  introdac- 
tion  into  sin,  and  from  the  breadi  of  one 
Commandment  to  the  breach  of  another 
much  more  easily.  It  had  also  to  be 
remembered  that  the  well-to-do  classes 
were  in  a  different  position  altogedter 
from  those  in  whose  interests  they  (&imed 
the  opening  of  these  Ifuseuma.  The 
rich  were  surrounded  in  their  daily  life 
by  works  of  Art  and  other  comforts 
which  made  life  enjoyable.  In  contrast 
with  the  families  of  the  ricli,  those  of 
the  poor  spent  melancholy  Sundays. 
We  might  see  at  the  comers  of  streets 
labourers  lounging  drearily,  and  not 
knowing  what  to  do  with  themselves. 
Prince  Bismarck  had  thus  given  his  ex- 
periences of  an  English  Sunday — 

"  When  I  was  in  England  I  always  had  a 

painful  and  uncomfortable  impression  of  the 
English  Sunday,  and  I  was  always  glad  when 
it  was  over.  I  am  sure,  too,  that  many  Eng- 
lishmen had  the  lame  feeling  about  it,  for  they 
sought  to  accelerate  the  maim  of  time,  witboat 
witnessee,  in  a  mannnr  which  I  wtmld  nther 
not  charactenze.  Whoever  has  been  in  English 
society  will  understand  what  I  mean.  On^e 
other  hand,  if  you  go  into  the  country  around 
Berlin — if  it  does  not  exactly  happen  to  be  near 
a  brewery — and  look  at  the  viUagorg,  you  are 
pleased  with  the  appearance  of  the  people  in 
thur  holiday  garb,  and  tiiank  God  we  w>  not 
live  under  the  yoke  of  an  English  Sunday." 

He  (Lord  Bramwell)  quoted  that  from  a 
letter  of  the  Berlin  Correspondent  of  The 
Timet ;  and  those  impressions  were,  at 
least,  deserving  of  our  consideration.  The 
English  Sunday,  he  believed,  was  la^Iy 
mis-spent,  and  the  result  of  it  being  so 
mis-spent  was  that  men  were  led  into 
tenu>tation.  It  was  said  that  the  opening 
of  Museums  on  Sundays  would  involvs 
additional  labour ;  but  it  would  not  in- 
volve 80  much  as  opening  on  week- 
nights.  An  extra  number  of  persons 
would  have  to  be  employed,  there  would 
have  to  be  a  rota,  and  they  would  take 
their  holiday  in  turns.  That,  it  was  said, 
would  cost  more  money.  Certainly; 
and  why  not?  If  places  were  worth 
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while  keeping  open  on  six  days,  thej 
were  worth  opening  on  the  seventh  day. 
If  cost  were  to  he  an  argument  we  might 
as  welt  close  the  places  on  Saturday, 
and  save  one-sixth  of  the  present  out- 
lay. It  was  surprising  to  hear  that 
working  men  feared  that  the  result 
would  be  that  they  would  have  to  do 
seren  days'  work  for  six  days'  wages. 
Why,  the  tendency  of  the  last  few  years 
bad  been  to  shorten  the  hours  of  labour, 
the  Saturday  half-holiday  was  general, 
and  there  did  not  seem  to  be  any  reason 
to  apprehend  that  working  men  would 
allow  their  leisure  to  be  invaded.  If 
this  were  a  proposal  to  compel  working 
men  to  attend  Museums,  he  could  under- 
stand their  objection  to  it ;  but  as  it  was 
only  a  proposal  to  let  tbem  do  so  if  they 
liked,  it  was  a  selfish  and  inconsiderate 
thing  for  those  who  objected  to  object 
that  others  should  be  able  to  do  so.  Be- 
sides, it  was  not  working  men  only  who 
were  concerned.  He  had  received  letters 
from  clerks  and  others  praying  that 
Museums  might  be  opened  on  Sundays, 
because  they  oould  not  visit  them  on 
week-days  or  week-nights,  and  the 
same  representations  were  made  on  be- 
half of  women,  whose  employments 
rendered  it  impossible  for  them  to  visit 
Museums  at  any  time  but  on  Sundays. 
There  was  nothing  in  the  Oommand- 
ments  to  prohibit  Sunday  opening, 
which,  in  many  oases,  would  prevent 
Sunday  being  mis-spent ;  and,  as  to  the 
extra  labour  required,  it  was  a  mere 
matter  of  expense  and  arrangement.  He 
trusted  their  Lordships  would  agree  to 
the  Resolution. 

Thb  Eabl  op  HAEBO WBT  said,  that 
if  anything  could  reconcile  them  to  this 
annual  Motion  it  would  be  the  good- 
natured  and  entertaining  speeches  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Bram- 
well},  who  dressed  up  the  old  arguments 
in  a  new  form  for  each  debate.  It  was 
not  BurprisiDg  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  Eibandoned  the  Preamble  of  the 
Beaolution,  because  it  would  not  bear 
dose  examination..  Xhere  was,  as  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  said,  a  total 
difference  between  the  English  and 
foreign  Sunday.  In  foreign  oountries 
places  of  amusemoits  and  we  Museums 
and  Exhibitions  were  all  open  on  Sun- 
day ;  but  there  was  another  wide  differ- 
ence, and  that  was  this — that  in  all  the 
towns  on  the  Continent  of  the  Latin  race 
the  ceaseless  sound  of  labour  prevailed 


throughout  the  Sunday;  whereas  in  Eng- 
lish  towns  and  towns  belongping  to  the 
English  race  the  sounds  of  labour  were 
absent.  Surely,  under  these  circum- 
stances, when  they  saw  to  what  the  open- 
ing of  Museums  and  places  of  amuse- 
ment led  abroad,  they  might  well  be 
sensitive  lest  with  the  inbrodnction  of 
the  one  they  should  also  bring  in  the 
ceaseless  sound  of  labour.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  rashly  quoted 
Prince  Bismarck ;  but  he  would  remind 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  of  the  de- 
scription of  a  German  Sunday  given  in 
that  House  thtee  years  ago  by  the  late 
Lord  Oaims.  That  noble  Loitl,  on  the 
authority  of  a  Qerman  gentleman  of 
eminence,  said-— 

"  The  day  of  rest  aad  of  most  elevated  joj  ia 
too  often  robbed  of  ita  honour.  The  forenoon 
of  Sunday  is  given  op  to  work  and  the  after- 
noon to  pleaaure.  That  which  can  rievate  man 
is  often  deapised,  but  that  which  degradea  him 
ia  sought  after.  On  Sunday  the  policemen  reap 
their  moat  abundant  harvoat,  children  occasion 
the  greatest  anxiety,  the  wife  anticipates  the 
retnrn  of  the  hnnband  with  a  foreboding  heart, 
dmnkenneBa  and  riotonanefla  celebrate  their 
groateat  triumph,  and  most  of  the  misdemean- 
oura  are  committed.  If  Sunday  acquires  a 
diffOTont  character  the  national  life  will  rest  on 
a  securer  baaia." 

After  that  he  did  not  think  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  would  continue  to  advocate 
the  German  mode  of  spending  Sunday. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  spoke  of 
such  gloomy  Sundays,  in  which  the  en- 
joyment of  pictures  and  flowers  was  for- 
bidden ;  but  one  could  only  wonder  from 
what  homes  his  impressions  had  been 
derived.  The  noble  Marquess  who  was 
now  in  Italy(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
had  intended  to  speak  strongly  against 
this  Motion,  and  had  expressed  to  him 
his  earnest  desire  that  the  Motion  should 
not  be  carried.  He  could  only  wish  that 
the  noble  Marquess  were  present  to  give 
his  own  reasons  for  opposing  the  Mo- 
tion. He  must  put  in  a  caveat  against 
\  the  way  in  which  the  noble  Lord  who 
moved  this  Besolution  carried  on  his 
warfare  out  of  the  House.  When  it  was 
considered  that  men  of  the  eminence  of 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  and  of  a 
former  Lord  Chancellor  opposed  this 
Motion  it  would  be  well  that  they  should 
not  be  spoken  of  as — 

"  Wealthy  Pbariaees  who,  clothed  in  purple 
and  fine  linen,  see  noharminsiiendiug  a  leiBuro 
hoar  on  Sunday  afternoon  in  Uieir  private  gal- 
leries and  libraries,  or  even  in  the  Zoological 
Gaidens,  bat  torn  up  the  whites  of  their  eyes  at 
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the  idea  of  walAwSyinff  the  cnvii^  o(  the  jftoffLa 
for  a  diare  in  thoae  umocent  debghts." 

If  language  of  that  kiad  were  used  it 
had  better  be  used  to  their  faoes.  The 
noble  Lord  should  not  endeavour  to  stir 
up  the  passions  of  those  who  had  little 
against  those  who  had  much.  He  scorned 
the  idea  that  they  were  preventing  poor 
men  from  having  enjoyments  which  they 
had  themselTes.  They  proved  that  it 
wa«  not  so  by  their  Resolution  of  the 
other  evening.  They  did  not  desire  to 
deprive  the  working  man  of  the  infinite 
blessing  of  a  day  of  rest.  The  Mani- 
festoes of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  pre- 
sented all  the  signs  of  a  faiUng  cause. 
First,  they  appealed  to  the  poor  against 
the  rich ;  then  they  made  wild  assertions 
as  to  facts;  then,  as  a  last  resource,  they 
appealed  to  the  Temperance  Body.  The 
noble  Lord  talked  of  opening  particular 
Collections  of  Science  and  Art.  He  meant 
only  the  National  CoUeations,  and  speci- 
fied the  National  Gallery  and  the  South 
Kensington  Museum.  But  this  Motion 
was  the  pioneer  of  a  great  movement, 
and  must  not  be  treated  by  itself.  The 
noble  Lord  did  not  himself  dispute  that 
the  object  was  the  opening  of  all  places 
of  amusement  on  Sunday.  His  speech 
at  the  Alexandra  Palace  sufficiently  in- 
dicated his  views.  It  would  be  remem- 
bered that  in  1876  the  Chairman  of  the 
National  Sunday  League  had  stated 
that  in  the  future  no  sermon  would  be 
preached  in  the  Metropolis  except  in 
competition  with  Museums  and  Art 
Galleries.  Now,  what  did  the  working 
men  think  of  that  Motion  ?  One  hun- 
dred and  £fly  men  employed  on  the 
GiwatNorthem  Railway  signed  a  protest 
against  the  increase  of  Sunday  labour 
which  would  be  involved  in  the  opening  of 
the  Alexandra  Palace.  Those  men  bad  ex- 
pressed their  opinion  that  the  National 
Sunday  League  was  a  curse  to  the  na- 
tion, and  they  thought  it  wrong  that  a 
lot  of  fanatics  should  rob  them  of  their 
day  of  rest.  Then  in  1878  115  out  of 
1 20  employed  at  the  Holbom  Eeetaurant 
signed  a  Petition  against  the  opening  of 
Museums  on  Sunday.  lu  1882  an  at- 
tempt was  mode  to  enforce  Sunday 
labour  at  the  Landore  Bteel  Works  at 
Swansea,  and  the  men  were  offered  an 
advance  of  Qd.  in  the  pound  in  their 
wages.  Bat  the  1,000  men  employed 
struck  rather  than  consent  to  lose  their 
day  of  rest.  Then  the  noble  Lord  said 
no  Petititms  had  bem  prMented  against 
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tlie  opening  of  Oraenwich  ^MpitaL 
Now,  the  foot  was  that  from  1881  to 
1883  Petitions  were  signed  by  108.000 
persMis  against  the  continuance  of  the 
present  system.  The  total  of  Petitions 
in  favour  of  opening  Museums  was 
about  80,000,  so  that  there  was  no  doubt 
in  which  direction  lay  the  preponder^ 
ance  of  opinion.  Then  much  had  been 
made  of  the  Museums  and  Galleries  in 
Provincial  towns.  But  what  wen  the 
many  towns?  Mr.  Mundellahad  stated 
that  out  of  154  Provincial  towns  there 
were  only  foor  in  which  Libraries 
and  Musenms  were  opened  on  Sunday. 
He  had  been  informed  by  the  librarian 
of  the  Vne  Library  in  the  la^;e  town 
of  Stoke  that  the  inhaHtants  weie  con- 
spicuous by  their  absence,  and  that  the 
library  was  chiefly  frequented  on  Sun- 
days by  children,  who  did  more  damuo 
to  the  Dooln  than  was  done  during  the 
whole  of  the  rest  of  the  week.  The 
noble  Loi-d  had  spoken  of  the  growth 
of  public  opinion  in  favour  of  his  Mo- 
tion. Well,  he  could  not  but  remark 
that  there  were  before  the  Dissolution 
14  Members  of  Parliament  Vice  Presi- 
dents of  the  Society.  But  where 
were  they  now  ?  Of  that  14  only  four 
had  succeeded  in  gaining  seats  in  the 
present  House  of  Commons.  Nor  was 
that  growth  of  opinion  at  all  evident  in 
the  divisions  taken  in  the  House  of 
Commone,  for  in  the  last  division  there 
were  only  82  in  fovour  of  the  Motion, 
while  there  were  308  against  it.  The 
opinion  of  the  working  men  might  best 
be  gathered  from  the  full  disoossion 
which  the  qnesticm  received  at  the  South- 
port  Trade  Union  Congress,  which  re- 
presented  600,000  artizans.  In  the 
division  taken  at  that  Congress  67  votes 
were  recorded  against  Sunday  opening 
and  only  51  in  its  favour.  The  opinions 
of  the  working  classee  on  this  matter 
were  really  of  the  utmost  importance. 
The  noble  Lord  had  quoted  a  letter 
from  Mr.  George  Shipton,  Secretary  of 
the  London  Trades  Council ;  but  he  had 
received  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  same  Council,  stating  that  Mr. 
Shipton  and  his  associates  merely  stated 
their  own  opinions  on  the  subject,  and 
that  no  instruction  had  been  given  to 
the  del^ates  as  to  how  they  were  to 
vote.  He  had  likewise  received  a 
Memorial  team  the  compositora  em- 
ployed in  the  printing  works  of  Mowrs. 
Harrison,  in  ^  Martin's  Lane,  request- 
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ing  him  to  qm  his  best  effints  to  d^at 
this  miBchieToue  proposal.  The  noUe 
Ijord  was  of  opinion  that  the  aoeeptance 

of  his  propoBal  would  do  more  than  any 
other  single  measure  to  check  the  evil 
of  Sunday  drinking,  which  wae  so  grow- 
ing. It  was  amusing  to  find  that  in  the 
City  ofManchester  the  number  of  people 
taken  up  for  Sunday  drinking  had  in- 
creased by  about  200  since  the  Museums 
were  opened.  That  increase  might  be 
set  down  to  the  growth  of  populatioQ; 
bnt  still,  if  the  Sunday  opening  of 
Museums  were  such  a  panacea  as 
was  alleged,  they  might  have  expected 
to  Bee  some  little  improvement.  The 
noble  Lord  had  appealed  to  them  to 
check  the  inorease  of  Sunday  drinking ; 
but  here,  again,  he  wished  the  noble 
Lord  would  bok  to  his  facts  a  litde  more 
carefully.  Comparing  1884  with  1885, 
there  was  a  total  decrease  in  Kngland 
of  1,300  people  convicted  for  drunken- 
ness on  Sunday,  while  in  the  Metropolis 
the  convioUons  numbered  3,500  in  1884, 
and  only  3,200  in  1885.  The  change 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  was  a  great 
and  an  enormous  one,  affecting  the 
whole  habits  of  the  population ;  and  he 
trusted  their  Lordships,  in  the  interest 
of  the  working  classes,  as  well  as  in 
their  own  interest,  would  stand  by  the 
old  lines  and  be  content  with  the  bless- 
ings which  a  quiet  day  of  rest  gave  to 
those  classes. 

The  SEORETAET  op  STATE  pob 
THE  COLONIES  {Earl  QiunviLUs) :  My 
Lords,  I  have  listened  rery  carefully 
to  the  speeches  of  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site (Yiflcount  Hidleton)  and  of  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Harrowby),  and  I  have 
failed  to  catch  any  one  new  argument 
which  has  not  been  addressed  to  your 
Lord^ips  before,  excepting  one  argu- 
ment of  the  noble  Earl  who  has  just  sat 
down.  He  has  told  us  a  great  many 
facts ;  but  a  great  many  of  his  facts  re- 
quire to  be  more  rigidly  examined  into 
before  we  accept  them.  A  great  many 
of  them  seem  to  me  to  be  fallacious, 
although  the  noble  Earl  may  believe 
them  to  be  accurate.  The  noble  Earl 
spoke  of  a  fact  which  happened  in  a 
district  in  which  he  and  I  are  both  in- 
terested. He  said  that  there  was  a 
library  and  a  collection  of  books  there, 
and  I  am  sorry  to  hear  from  him  that 
they  have  not  been  made  much  use  of 
on  Sundays  by  the  people  of  the  Pot- 
teries.   Bui  because  the  people  of  the 
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FotteriM  do  not  appredate  their  colleo- 
tion  of  books,  how  is  that  any  proof 
that  the  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
artisans  in  this  Metropolis  would  not 
visit  the  National  OoUeotions  of  Art  on 
Sunday  ?  There  was  one  extraordinary 
fact  which  startled  me  very  much — 
the  extraordinary  fact,  as  affirmed  by 
the  noble  Earl,  that  in  one  colliery 
in  Wales  work  goes  on  for  seven  days 
in  the  week.  All  I  can  say  is  that 
I  happened  to  be  next  a  Conservative 
Peer  more  interested  in  collieries  than 
most  men  in  this  country,  and  who 
lives  in  Wales,  and  I  have  also  had  a 
message  from  a  director  of  the  lai^ 
steel  works,  and  they  all  utterly  disbe- 
lieve that  in  any  part  of  this  country 
there  is  a  work  where  men  would  pursue 
their  regular  labour,  or  would  be  re- 
quired to  pursue  their  regular  labour, 
during  seven  days  of  the  week. 

The  Earl  OP  HARROWBY:  I  quoted 
from  Lord  Shaftesbury's  speech  as  to  the 
details.   

Earl  GKANYILLE  :  I  cannot  admit 
that  as  a  proof .  I  am  perfectly  sure  that 
if  it  were  true  that  there  were  works 
where  they  did  seven  days*  regular  la- 
bour in  a  week  the  whole  country  would 

ftrotest  against  it,  because  it  is  abso- 
utely  opposed  to  the  whole  tendency  of 
recent  action  withregard  to  labour,  which 
has  been  to  restrict,  and  not  extend,  the 
hours  of  labour. 

The  Eael  op  HAEROWBT  :  The 
noble  Earl  thinks  I  was  alluding  to  a 
colliery.  What  I  referred  to  was  Dr. 
Siemen*s  Steel  Works,  which  were  well 
known  to  the  late  Lord  Shaftesbury. 

Eabl  GBANTILLE :  That  may  be  so, 
and  it  happens  to  be  these  works  in 
which  the  gentleman  I  named  is  a 
director.  No  one  can  deny  that  there 
is  a  great  difference  of  opinion  among 
workmen  upon  this  question.  I  be- 
lieve that  the  great  majority  of  work- 
men in  the  Metropolis  do  desire  that 
these  Museums  should  be  open ;  but  be 
the  number  great  or  small,  or  even  a 
minority,  the  argument  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (I^rd  Bramwell)  has  great 
force  when  he  says  that  we  do  not  ask  this 
for  those  who  object,  but  we  do  not  wish 
to  deprive  those  who  desire  it  of  the  op- 
portunity of  viewing  our  Oolleetions  on 
Sundays.  With  regard  to  one  argument 
that  has  been  urged,  I  may  say  that  this 
question  has  for  years  been  discussed  as 
a  purely  social  question  with  a  certain 
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flavour  of  religion— it  has  been  not  only 
a  non-politioal,  but  a  non-Party  question. 
SeToral  Peers  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  have  voted  for  the  opening,  while 
aeverid  Peers  on  this  side  of  tiie  House 
have  on  former  oocasions  voted  against 
it.  For  the  first  time  the  noble  Earl 
comes  down  to  the  House  armed  with  a 
message  from  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  to  his  big  bat- 
talions, desiring  that  the  character  of  the 
question  should  be  changed,  and  that  it 
should  not  be  considered  any  longer  as 
a  non-Party  and  a non- political  qnestion. 
He,  therefore,  desires  his  Friends  to  vote 
in  the  way  that  he  individually  thinks 
in  the  matter.  That  is  an  argument  I 
cannot  use.  I  believe  this  to  be  an 
absolutely  non-Party  question.  I  cannot 
use  my  influence  as  representing  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  I  do  not  wish 
to  ask  yoar  Lordships  to  vote  one  way 
or  the  other,  and  I  trust  your  Lordships 
will  exercise  some  liberty  of  action  in 
the  matter. 

LoBD  STANLEY  of  ALDEBLEY 
said,  that  as  on  previous  occasions  he 
had  voted  for  the  Besolution,  he  wished 
to  be  allowed  to  give  his  reasons  for  now 
Toting  against  it.  He  could  not  recon- 
oile  hmiself  to  a  Resolution  which  was 
supported  by  many  unbelievers,  whilst 
it  was  opposed  by  the  majority  of  the 
right  rev.  Bench  and  by  the  Cardinal 
Archbishop  of  Westmioster ;  and  he 
was  convinced  that  those  supporters  of 
Sunday  opening  had  less  desire  to  with- 
draw people  from  the  public-houses  than 
a  desire  to  injure  religion.  Besides, 
after  the  repeated  inroads  made  in  other 
places  upon  the  latter  half  of  Uie  Ten 
Uommandments,  it  was  necessary  to 
make  a  stand  on  behidf  of  the  Fourth. 
Their  Lordships  might  complain  the 
inoonnaten^  of  the  noble  Lord  who 
moved  the  Besolution,  and  of  his  blow- 
ing hot  and  cold  with  the  same  month ; 
for  30  days  ago,  whilst  exonerating  the 
Home  Secretary  with  respect  to  the  riots, 
he  told  the  House  that  the  Home  Secre- 
tary had  received  the  Seals  on  the  Satar- 
day,  and  could  not  go  to  the  Home  0£Boe 
on  the  Sunday.  He  said  that,  although 
riots  were  expected  on  Monday,  and  ^- 
though,  whenever  it  had  been  neoeesary, 
the  Foreign  Office  had  been  in  the  habit 
of  working  on  a  Sunday.  With  respect 
to  what  the  Besolution  said  of  the  Zoolo- 
gical  Gardens^  so  far  from  more  Sunday 
labonr  being  involved,  less  was  used  on 
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a  Sunday,  when  from  a  fourth  to  a  third 
of  the  keepers  were  off  duty.  The  Be* 
solution  showed  the  result  of  "eril 
eommnnioations,"  and  that  the  noble 
Lord  who  moved  it  had  caught  from 
Mr.  Arch  and  Mr.  Ohamberlain,  by 
dioing  with  them,  their  clap-trap  abont 
the  wealthy  classes.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  greater  number  of  visitors  to  the 
Zoological  Gardens  on  Sunday  to  whom 
tickets  were  given  belonged  to  the  poorer 
classes. 

On  Question,  That  the  words  propossd 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Motion  P 
Their  Lordships  divided  : — Contents  78; 
Non-Conteuts  62  :  Majority  16. 
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LUNACY  A0T8  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
{l%t  Lord  CkmMmr.) 
(wo.   37.)  BEPORT. 

Thb  LOED  OHANOELLOB  (Lord 
Herschxll)  said,  that  by  some  inadrer- 
tence  this  Bill  had  been  put  down  that 
day  for  the  Beport  stage,  whereas  it  had 
been  intended  merely  to  adjourn  the 
Committee  staee  with  a  view  to  the 
consideration  of  tiie  postponed  clauses. 
The  best  way  out  of  the  difficulty  would 
be  for  him  to  move  their  Lor&hipg  to 
agree  to  the  Beport,  and  then  to  more 
that  the  Bill  be  re-committed  next  Uon- 
day  with  a  view  to  the  consideration  of 
the  postponed  clauses. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
order) ;  and  Bill  re'CommitUd  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  Hoose  on  Mtmda^ 
the  29th  imUitt, 


ELEOTBIO  LTOHTINa   ACT    (!882)  AHSHD- 
UEKT  [no.  S.)  bill  [H.L.1 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Eleofario  liffhting  Aot| 
1882— Was  pretmttd  by  The  Lrad  Aauord; 
read  i>.    (No.  40.) 

House  adjoomed  at  Serm  o'dobk,  to 
Monday  next,  a  qnarter  bef om 
Eurea  o'blook. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Friday^  mh  March,  1886. 


MINUTES.]  —  Shlhct  Commtttm  —  TUrer 
Lea,  Mr.  Abel  Smith  and  Mr.  Joseph  Howard 
added. 

SuppLT—  eormdm-ed  in  Commitlu  —  IU»olutiom 

[11th  and  18th  March]  rtporUd. 
Wats  AMD  MsAira— wnwdmtf  tfi  CMwnMM— 

^Smo/w^imts  [March  18]  reported. 

PuBi.10  "QiLu—Ordered—Firtt  JlMA'fiy— Con- 
solidated Fond  (No.  2).* 

Second  Beading— MtaxiagtB  (Houzi  of  Sd«B- 
nisation)  [62]. 

ComMttlet — JSeport — Labourere  (Erdaad}  Acta 
Amendment  [10];  Consolidated  Fund 
(No.  1) 

Third  SeaHnf—lnm  (Irdaad)*  [801  and 
pamd. 

mtAdravn—huai.  Parohase  FaoOitiaB*  [41]. 

<ius8Troir8. 


LIABnJTIES  OF  HARBOTTB  COM- 
MISSIONS. 
Mr.  SEALE-HATNE  (Devon,  Ash- 
burton)  asked  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  Whether,  having  regard  to  the 
cases  of  the  &o$ina  and  the  Triumph^ 
recently  decided  in  the  Law  Courts,  im- 
posing unforeseen  liabilities  on  Harbour 
Commissions,  which  have  already  had 
the  effect  of  placing  the  revenues  of 
two  such  Commissions  in  the  hands  of 
receivers,  the  Board  of  Trade  will  take 
legislative  or  other  stc^  to  prevent  the 
losses  of  individual  shipowners  from  be- 
coming a  charge  upon  Harbour  Dues 
levied  upon  ships  in  general ;  and,  if  not, 
will  the  Board  of  Trade  consent  to  in- 
creased rating  and  borrowing  powers  for 
Harbour  Commissions  in  the  bands  of 
receivers,  in  order  that  they  may  dis- 
cbarge such  liabilities? 

The  8ECBETABT  to  the  BOAED 
OF  TEADE  (Mr.  C.  T.  D.  AolajtoJ 
(Cornwall,  Launceston)  (who  replied) 
sakt :  The  Board  of  Trade  are  quite 


3X2 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1351  Pott  Olftcf--  {COMMONS}  Colmtal  Pottagt.  1863 


alive  to  the  hardship  imposed  on  har- 
bour authorities,  ana  through  them  on 
the  ehippinff  uainff  their  harbours,  by 
such  liabilities  as  uiose  incurred  in  the 
cases  of  the  Roiina  and  the  TriMmpK; 
and  vhile  they  see  great  diffionlty  in 
altering  a  general  nue  of  law  whioh 
makes  pulmc  authorities  liable  for 
damage  caused  to  individuals  by  the 
negligence  of  their  officers,  they  will  be 
prepared  to  consider,  when  opportunity 
o£fers,  whether  the  enforcement  of  such 
liabilities  ought  not  to  be  postooned  and 
limited  as  not  to  interline  with  the  due 
maintenance  and  improvement  of  the 
harbour.  The  Board  of  Trade  can  only 
help  to  increase  rating  and  borrowing 
powers  by  means  of  Provisional  Orders, 
prepared  and  aabmitted  to  them  by  har- 
bour anthorities.  Any  such  Orders  they 
will  carefully  consider,  and  will  view 
with  favour  any  proposals  made  to  them 
for  assisting  the  funds  derived  from  the 
dues  on  shipping.  I  would  direct  the 
attention  of  my  hon.  Friend  to  the  Pro- 
visional Order  for  St.  Ives,  which  will 
very  shortly  be  laid  before  Parliament, 
by  which  the  Corporation  of  St.  Ives 
will  be  enabled  to  tax  the  ratepayers 
for  the  assistance  of  their  otherwise  in. 
solvent  harbour.  A  Beport  on  the  sub- 
ject will  be  fonnd  in  Farliamentuy 
Paper  No.     of  the  preaent  Session. 

TMNITTf  COLLEGE  (DUBLIN)— TENTTEE 
OF  HOLDING  OF  LANDS. 

Bn  JAMES  COBBY  (Armagh,  Mid) 
asked  the  Chief  SeoretaiT  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  he  will  la^^ 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the  ap^h- 
eation  made  by  Trinity  College,  Dublin, 
in  or  about  ue  year  1848,  for  Letters 
Patent  to  |>ermit  the  Board  to  pay  them- 
selves their  salaries  out  of  the  general 
funds  of  the  College,  and  the  subsequent 
Correspondence  between  the  Oovem- 
ment  and  the  Board  which  culminated 
in  a  change  of  tenure  of  the  lands  of 
Trinity  College,  Dublin;  and,  whether 
the  intervention  of  the  Government  has 
been  sought  in  the  present  crisis  by  the 
holders  of  those  lands  ? 

The  chief  SEOEETAET  (Mr.  John 
Moelet)  (Newcastle  -  on  -  Tyne) :  There 
is  no  objection  to  laying  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  the  document  in  question,  if 
the  hon.  Member  will  move  for  it.  In- 
tervention was  sought  by  Memorial  ad- 
dressed to  the  Prime  Minister.  I  am 
not  aware  of  say  other  application. 

Jfr.  C.  T,  i>.  AMI 


POST  OFFICE— RURAL  TELEGRAPHS— 
POSITION  OF  THE  aTTARANTOBS. 

Sm  JOHN  KENNAWAT  (Devon, 
Honiton)  ashed  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasu^,  Whether  he  would  consider 
the  eqmtable  claim  of  those  guarantors 
of  rural  telegraphs  who,  having  entered 
on  an  agreement  with  the  Government 
on  the  assumed  basis  of  the  one  shilling 
tariff,  now  find  the  actual  charge  falling 
upon  them  materially  increased,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  Postal  authoritiea  having 
introduced  a  lower  tariff  without  con- 
sultation with  such  guarantors? 

The  8ECBETABY  to  trs  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Hhtbt  H.  Fowme}  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  In  reply  to  a  Qneetion 
put  to  Mm  on  the  26th  of  April,  1883, 
Mr.  Fawcett  stated  that  it  would  be  only 
fair,  in  the  case  of  guaranteed  telegraph 
offices  then  in  existence,  that  the  gua- 
rantors should  not  be  allowed  to  suffer 
any  pecuniary  loss  from  the  proposed 
reduction  of  telegraphio  charges ;  and 
they  would  not  be  called  upon  to  pay 
any  more  than  the  payment  made  in  the 
last  year  of  the  average  payment  of  the 
last  three  years.  This  arrangement  is 
now  being  acted  upon. 

POST  OFFICE— COLONIAL  POSTAGE. 

Me.  DIXON-HABTLAND  (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge  l  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  If  he  is  aware  that  the 
postage  of  lettOTS  from  France,  Germany, 
and  other  European  Countries  to  our 
Colonies  is  only  one-half  what  it  is  from 
this  Country  ;  and,  whether  he  will  take 
any  steps  to  draw  closer  our  connection 
with  our  Ooltmies  by  putting  an  end  to 
such  aaomahr  ? 

The  SECBETABY  to  the  TEEA- 
STJBY  (Mr.  Hehbt  H.  Fowleb)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  I  am  aware  that  in 
France,  Germany,  and  a  few  other 
forei^  countries,  a  uniform  charge  of 
2^1^.  IS  made  for  all  letters  addreswd  to 
places  within  the  Foetal  Union ;  while 
in  this  country  the  charge  made  for 
letters  to  the  same  places  is  in  some 
cases  Ad.  and  in  others  bd.  The  rates 
now  in  force  here  are  rendered  necessary 
by  the  fact  that  the  cost  of  the  ocean 
packet  services  devolves  upon  this  coun- 
try. Having  regard  to  the  very  heavy 
loss  now  being  sustained  by  this  coun- 
try with  reference  to  Colonial  postage, 
tiie  Postmaster  Genual  is  not  prepared 
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to  inorease  that  loss  at  present  by  re- 
duomg  the  rates. 

POST  OFFICE-POSTAGE  STAMPS. 

Me.  DIXON-HAETLAND  (Middle- 
sex, Uzbridge)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Trmsnry,  Whether  the  Departmental 
Committee  which  in  March  1 885  was  care- 
fully considering  the  question  of  the 
great  inoonremenoe  caused  in  con- 
ee^nenra  of  tJie  postage  stamps  being  all 
printed  in  one  colour,  has  yet  made  its 
report;  and,  whether  he  is  now  pre* 
pared  to  prevent  the  loss  to  the  Berenue 
which  takes  place,  by  returning  to  dif- 
ferent colours  for  different  denonlina- 
tions  of  stamps  ? 

The  SECEETAET  to  the  TEEA- 
8TJET  (Mr.  Hesey  H.  Fotier)  ("Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  The  Committee  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers  has  made 
its  Report,  and  no  time  is  being  lost  in 
the  preparation  of  the  new  stamps.  The 
importance  of  diatinotiveness  of  colour 
has  been  carefully  kept  in  view. 

TBAUWAT8  AND  PUBUC  COUPANIES 
(IRELAND)  ACT— THE  WEST  CLARE 
RAILWAY. 

Mr.  GOX  (Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  following 
Heaolutlon,  passed  at  a  meeting  held  on 
the  nth  instant  at  the  Mansion  House, 
Dublin,  presided  over  by  the  Eight 
honourable  the  Ijord  Mayor,  M.P.,  and 
at  which  His  Exoellenoy  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  was  present,  and  took 
part  in  the  proceedings 

"  That  in  our  opinion  the  best  means  •whereby 
relief  may  he  afiforded  to  unemployed  and  dei- 
iitate  persons  at  the  preunt  time  is  the  inaa- 
g:uration  and  carrying  oat  of  works  of  pablio 
utility ;  and  we  earnestly  urge  upon  the  Go- 
vernment the  neoeesity  of  instrocting  the  De- 
putmenti  which  have  the  control  ot  pablio 
funds  to  aflbrd  all  reasonable  fadlittes  for  the 
prompt  oommenoement  of  such  undertakings  ;  " 

whether  he  has  heard  that  the  works 
of  the  West  Clare  Eailway,  already 
partially  suspended,  in  consequence  of 
the  delay  in  obtaining  the  loan  whidi 
has  been  subject  of  negotiations  with 
the  Irish  Board  of  Works  since  June 
last,  are  now  for  the  same  cause  about 
to  be  stopped  altogether;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  proposed  security  con- 
sists of  shares  guaranteed  four  per  cent, 
interest  in  perpetuity  by  the  county  of 
Glare,  in  adaitum  to  a  mortgage  of  the 
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undertaking ;  whether  certain  technical 
legal  obstacles  raised  by  the  Board  of 
Works  were  declared  by  three  eminent 
Counsel  (all  of  them  present  or  past 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown)  to  be  either 
non-existent  or  easily  overcome ;  and 
did  those  Counsel  in  November  last 
agree  on  a  scheme  to  enable  the  matter 
to  be  carried  out ;  whether  satisfactory 
evidence  has  been  given  that  the  Eail- 
way will  be  duly  completed  if  the  loan 
is  granted,  and  has  the  personal  bond 
of  the  directors  been  offered  to  secure 
its  completion ;  whether  praot^jal  effect 
will  be  given  in  this  instance  to  the 
above  quoted  resolution ;  and,  will  this 
work  be  at  once  reenmed  f 

The  SEORETAET  to  the  TEEA- 
SUET  (Mr.  Hnintr  H.  Fowlee)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  My  attention  had 
been  previously  called  to  this  resolu- 
tion passed  at  the  Mansion  House  meet- 
ing. I  am  not  aware  that  there  is  any 
danger  of  the  works  of  tte  railway 
being  stopped  for  want  of  funds.  The 
question  of  the  seouri^  for  the  loan  is 
one  for  the  Board  of  Works.  The  suffi- 
ciency of  the  security  for  the  comple- 
tion of  the  loan  is,  and  has  been,  for 
some  time  engaging  the  attention  of  the 
Treasury ;  and,  as  far  as  is  consistent 
with  their  duty,  there  is  no  desire  to 
throw  any  obstacle  in  the  way  of  this 
railway,  and  there  will  be  no  unavoid- 
able  delay  in  coming  to  a  detusion  about 
it. 

CERTIFIED  INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOLS  AND 
YOLITNTART  TRAINING  HOMES— AS- 
SISTED EMIGRATION  OF  CHILDREN. 

Mb.  HOWAED  VINOGNT  (Shef- 
field,  Central)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  What 
has  been  the  result  of  the  communica- 
tion with  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  promised  in  July  last  to  a 
Deputation  from  the  Central  Emigra- 
tion Society,  on  the  subject  of  the  as- 
sisted emigration  of  suitable  children 
from  certified  industrial  schools  and 
voluntary  training  homes  in  the  Mother 
Country  to  British  Colonies  wilHng  to 
receive  them  ? 

ThbUNDEESEOEETAETofSTATE 
FOR  THB  HOME  DEPAETMENT  (Mr. 
Broadhttbst]  (Birmingham,  Bordesley) 
(who  replied)  said :  The  Colonial  Office 
reported  that  if  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment decided  to  bring  in  a  Bill  autho- 
rixing  the  expenditure  of  public  or  local 
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fimds  for  tills  purpose,  the  Colonial 
OflBce  would  oommunioate  with  the 
Canadian,  Australian,  Oape^  and  Natal 
GoTfimments,  and  aaoartain  whether 
they  would  be  willing  to  oo-crperate. 
The  matter  will  be  considered  in  con- 
nection with  the  subject  of  Industrial 
Schools  and  Reformatories,  on  which  it 
k  desirable  to  legislate  at  the  earliest 
opportuni^. 

ROMAK  OATHOLIO  REPORMATORT 
SCHOOLS  (IRELAND)  —  CASE  OF 
CHARLES  M'CLTNTOOK,  OF  ARD- 
STRAW,  CO.  TYRONE. 
Ma.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.)  (for 
Lord  Ebnest  Hamilton)  aeked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  customary  for 
Protestants  to  be  detained  in  Eoman 
Catholic  Reformatories ;  whether  it  hae 
come  to  his  notice  that  Charles  M'Clin- 
took,  of  Ardstrav,  county  Tyrone,  a 
Froteatant,  and  the  son  of  IVotestcmt 
parents,  has  for  three  years  been  de- 
tained in  the  Glenoree  Roman  Catholic 
Reformatory;  whether  an  application 
from  the  parents  in  January  last  to  the 
late  LordXieutenant,  to  have  him  trans- 
ferred to  a  Protestant  Reformatory,  was 
refused  ;  and,  whether,  in  consideration 
of  the  unusual  nature  of  the  case,  and 
the  anxiety  of  the  parents  on  the  sub- 
ject, he  wul  give  directions  to  have  him 
transferred  to  a  Protestant  Reformatory? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr.  John 
MoBLBT)(Newca8tie-on-Tyn6) :  The  boy 
who  is  the  subject  of  this  Question  was 
a  tramp  wandering  about  the  country, 
neglected  by  bis  parents,  and  entirely 
free^  from  parental  guidance  and  re- 
straint. He  was  convicted  of  larceny 
in  the  coun^  of  Meath,  and  as  he  re- 
presented hunself  to  bo  a  Roman  Catho- 
Rc  he  was  sent  to  a  reformatorr  school 
in  connection  with  that  Ohuron.  He 
was  there  for  more  thui  two  years  be- 
fore any  question  as  to  his  religion  was 
raised.  It  has  been  ascertained  by  very 
discreet  inquiry  that  he  wishes  to  be  a 
Roman  Catholic,  and  is  determined,  if 
discharged,  to  continue  in  that  faith. 
He  is  old  enough  to  hare  an  opinion  of 
his  own,  being  in  his  17Ui  year.  In 
these  ciroumstanoes  it  does  not  appear 
to  me  that  it  would  be  likely  to  tend 
to  the  boy's  welfare  to  transfer  him 
against  his  will  to  a  T^testant  school, 
or  to  send  him  back  to  the  parents  who 
neglected  him  in  his  childhood. 

Mr.  Mroadhm^ 


REFORMATORY  AND  INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS  (IRELAND) -POSITION  OF 
NEW  ROSS  INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOL. 
Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Wexford, 
N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretaiyto  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
bis  attention  has  been  called  to  the  pre- 
sent position  of  the  Industrial  School  at 
New  Ross;  whether  there  is  in  this 
school  accommodation  for  a  considerably 
larger  number  of  children  than  that  cer- 
tified for  by  the  QoTemment ;  whether 
the  Inspector  has  reported  most  favour- 
ably of  this  school ;  whether  a  memorial 
signed  by  all  the  local  magistrates,  of 
all  creeds,  was  presented  to  the  Govern- 
ment last  year,  praying  that  a  larpr 
number  of  children  might  be  certified 
for ;  and,  whether,  in  the  event  of  his 
being  precluded  from  proposing  to  in* 
crease  the  grant  now  in  consequence  of 
the  !E^imates  for  the  year  having  been 
made  up,  he  will  give  any  undertakioff 
tiiat  the  matter  will  be  duly  considered 
in  time  to  have  the  additional  sum  in- 
cluded in  the  Estimates  for  next  year  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
John  Morlet)  (Newcastie*on-Tyne) : 
I  have,  in  reply  to  this  Question,  to 
state  that  this  case,  with  others,  will  be 
considered  in  October.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  understand  that,  of  course,  I 
cannot  give  any  promise  to  extend  that 
certificate.  I  am  informed  that  the 
present  certificate  is  a  fairly  average 
one,  and  that  the  county  of  Wexford  is 
well  off  already  in  the  way  of  industrial 
schools. 

LUNATIC  ASYLUMS  aKEI^D)— THE 
BOARD  OF  GOVERNORS,  LIMERICK 
DISTRICT  LUNATIC  ASYLUM. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  ABRAHAM  rUme- 
rick  County,  West)  asked  the  Chief 
Seorotary  to  the  Lord  Lieutaiant  of 
Ir^and,  Whether  the  vacancies  on  the 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Limerick 
District  Lunatic  Asylum,  caused  by  the 
death  of  the  Most  Rev.  Dr.  Butier, 
Bishop  of  Limeriok,  and  the  Very  Rev. 
Dean  O'Brien,  will  be  filled  immediately 
by  the  appointment  of  Catholic  ecclesias- 
tics? 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
John  Moelby)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
What  the  hon.  Member  suggests  ap- 
pears to  me  to  be  a  very  proper  thing 
to  do,  and  I  will  ocnnmunicate  with  the 
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Iiord  Lientenant  about  it.  Some  little 
time  will  necessarily  be  oooapied  in 
making  the  usual  inquiries. 

COMMISSIONERS  OF  NATIONAL  EDTJ- 
OATION  (IRELAND)— SELEonON  OF 
TEACHERS  FOR  MODEL  SCHOOLS. 

Me.  MAOARTNET  (Antrim,  S.)  (for 
Major  Saumdehbon)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  a  principle  in  the 
management  of  the  model  schools  under 
the  control  of  the  Commissioners  of 
National  Education  in  Ireland  to  se- 
lect teachers  belonging  to  the  rarious 
Chnrches,  so  that  their  number  may  be 
in  proportion  to  the  number  of  pupils 
belonging  to  those  Churches,  who  at- 
tend the  model  schools ;  whether  the 
Goventment  is  aware  that,  in  the  Belfast 
Model  School,  there  are  five  Homan 
Catholics  in  the  Teaohing  Staff  to  nine- 
teen Boman  Catholic  pupils,  and  only 
two  Methodists  in  the  Teachini^  Staff  to 
one  hundred  and  fifty-five  Methodist 
papils;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
GoTomment  will  take  steps  to  have  this 
inequality  remedied  in  future  appoint- 
ments? 

The  chief  SECEETART  (Mr.  John 
Morlet)  (Newcastle- on-Tyne)  :  The 
Commissioners  of  National  Education 
inform  me  that  it  is  their  practice  to  be 
guided  by  the  principle  enunciated  in 
uie  first  paragraph  of  the  Question.  The 
undue  proportion  of  Catholic  teachers 
to  pupils  in  the  Belfast  Model  School  is 
due  to  the  fact  that  some  years  ago 
there  was  a  very  large  attendance  of 
Catholic  pupils  at  the  school,  as  many  as 
600  appearing  on  tiie  rolls.  I  am,  how- 
ever, assured  that  advantage  is  taken  of 
every  opportunity  to  remedy  the  exist- 
ing inequality.  I  should  add  that,  be- 
sides the  two  Methodist  teachers  re- 
ferred to,  there  are  two  resident  Metho- 
dist pnpU  teachers  in  the  school. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)- 
THREATENING  LETTERS  —  CASE  OF 
MB.  ROBERT  TESEEY,  CUBBAHEEN, 
CO.  LIMERICK. 

Captaik  M'CALMONT  (Antrim,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Kobert  Teskey,  of  Curra- 
heen,  county  Limerick,  has  received  a 
letter  threatening  the  life  of  his  wife, 
who  gave  evideoooe  at  the  recent  anises 


agaiost  the  men  charged  with  making 
an  attack  on  his  house,  upon  which  oc- 
casion Mr.  Teskey  was  severely  injured  ; 
whether,  at  the  trial  in  question,  the 
jury  acquitted  the  prisoner,  notwith- 
standing his  identification  by  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Teakey,  and  the  strongest  circum- 
stantial evidence  against  him ;  whether 
the  Judge  who  presided  at  the  trial  has 
been  asked  to  make  any  report  thereon 
to  the  Government ;  and,  if  the  trial  of 
the  other  prisoners  has  been  postponed ; 
and,  if  so,  for  what  reason  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jomr 
Morlby)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  Mr. 
T68keyreceivedonthel2thinstantaletter 
threatening  his  own  life  and  warning 
him  to  leave  his  home.  At  the  trial  on 
the  6th  instant  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Teskey  iden- 
tified the  prisoner,  and  there  was  also 
circumstantial  evidence,  as  well  as  some 
suspicious  circumstances,  against  him  ; 
but  the  jury,  acting  on  evidence  of  an 
alihi  submitted  to  them,  found  a  verdict 
of  acquittal.  In  consequence  of  that 
decision,  the  Crown  counsel  did  not  think 
it  desirable  to  proceed  with  Uie  cases 
against  the  other  prisoners  at  the  pre- 
sent Assizes,  and  they  were  accordingly 
admitted  to  bail  to  stand  thar  trial  at 
the  next  Assizes.  The  Judge  has  not 
been  asked  to  make  a  Beport  on  the 
case.  It  is  not  tiie  praotioe  to  ask  for 
such  Reports  in  oases  of  the  kind. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND)-MR. 
ORAWTOBD,  SHERIFF  CLERK  OF 
BERWICKSHIRE. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow.  College) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  memorial 
presented  from  the  Solicitors  and  Pro- 
curators of  Berwickshire,  complaining 
that  Mr.  Crawford,  recently  appointed 
sheriff  derk  of  the  county,  holds  a  num- 
ber of  public  appointments,  and  was  and 
still  practically  continues  to  be  a  partner 
in  a  firm  of  solicitors  practising  in  the 
district;  and,  whether  he  has  made  any 
inquiry  as  to  the  truth  of  the  statements 
oontuned  in  the  memorial ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  purposes  taking  any  action 
in ^6  case? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balvovb)  (Clackmannan,  &c.):  I  have 
seen  this  memorial,  and  made  inquiry 
in  regard  to  the  allegations  which  it 
contains.  The  information  which  I  have 
received  is,  that  Mr.  Crawford  does  hold 
a  number  of  public  appointments,  and 
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althoagli  these  constitute  a  large  oon- 
centration  of  offices  in  the  same  hands 
I  cannot  say  that  his  tenure  of  them  is 
a  violation  of  the  terms  of  his  commis- 
sion  or  of  the  genersl  law.  The  com* 
mission  contains  a  stipulation  that  Mr. 
Crawford  shall  not  practise  as  a  solicitor 
or  law  agent,  or  he  a  partner  of  any 
firm  of  solicitors  or  law  agents ;  and  I 
am  informed  that  he  is  complying  with 
this  condition — that  he  is  not  practising 
as  a  solicitor  or  law  agent,  either  per- 
sonally or  through  anyone  else,  and  that 
he  is  not  a  partner  of  any  legal  firm. 

BUFL0TEB8'  UABIUTT  ACT,  1880  — 

THE  LONDON  AND  N0BTH-WE8TERN 

KAILWAT  COMPANY. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  U  he  will  cause  inquiry  to  be 
made  whether,  after  the  passing  of ' '  The 
Employers*  Liability  Act,  1880,"  the 
London  and  North  Western  ^ilway 
Company  induced  their  employes  to  con- 
tract themselves  out  of  the  Act ;  whe- 
ther, since  the  introduction  of  the  Em- 
ployers' Liability  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment Bill,  the  same  Company  have 
called  upon  their  employes  to  sign  an- 
other document  to  the  effect  that  they 
are  satisfied  with  the  Act  as  it  stands ; 
and,  whether  the  men  signing  this  docu- 
ment are  doing  so  under  the  under- 
standing that  it  will  be  worse  for  them 
if  they  do  not  ? 

Thk  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Mundella) 
(Sheffield,  Bnghtside) :  I  have  no  infor- 
mation on  the  subject  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Question ;  but  such  as  has  been 
furnished  by  the  officials  of  the  Com- 
pany, who  state  that  in  18711,  prior  to 
the  passing  of  the  Employers'  Liability 
Act,  the  workmen  in  the  employ  of  the 
Company  had  established  an  insurance 
fund  to  meet  cases  of  accident.  In  1881, 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act,  the  Com- 
pany offered  considerable  advantage  to 
the  men  forming  that  society  by  masing 
a  large  contributiou  to  its  fiuds,  on  the 
understanding  that  it  was  to  cover  all 
risks  thai  might  arise  under  the  Act. 
Fifty-three  thousand  men  in  the  service 
of  the  Company  voluntarily  acceded  to 
this  arrangement.  SubsequenUy,  it  was 
made  a  condition  that  all  new  workmen 
should  enter  into  a  similar  arrangement. 
The  Company  state  that  the  insurance 
society  has  acted  very  advantageously 
to  the  interests  of  the  workmen,  and 
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that  its  accounts  show  a  lai^  balance. 
With  regard  to  the  last  paragraph  of 
the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I  under- 
stand that  the  workmen  are  petttiomng 
Parliament  in  order  that  their  represen- 
tatives may  be  heard  before  the  Select 
Committee  to  which  the  Bill  is  referred, 
when  there  will  be  an  opportunity  for  a 
full  statement  of  their  case. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (SUgo.  S.)  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whellier  he  had 
any  information  to  tiie  effect  that  certain 
mphyii  who  had  reftised  to  contract 
themselves  out  of  the  Act  had  bem  ^ 
missed  ? 

Mb.  MITNDELLA  said,  that  he  hsd 
no  information  on  the  subject  b^ond 
what  he  had  stated. 

PIERS  AND  HAHBOUES  CIRELAND)- 
WICKLOW  HARBOTJE— LOAN  TO  THE 
COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wioklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether,  under 
sees.  13  and  14  of  43  and  44  Yic.  c.  14, 
the  provisions  of  sec.  14  of  43  Vic.  c.  4, 
apply  to  the  county  cess  levied  for  re* 

{>ayment  of  the  loan  made  to  the  Wick- 
ow  Harbour  CommisMoners  under  sec. 
6  of  44  and  45  Yio.  o.  38 ;  and,  whether 
it  is  a  fact  that,  up  to  this,  the  landlords 
have  made  no  allowance  to  the  tenants 
in  respect  of  the  sums  levied  for  repay- 
ment of  the  loan  ;  and,  if  such  is  toe 
case,  how  should  they  act? 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jobs 
Mohlby)  (Newcastle- on -Tyne),  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  applied  to  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  who  informed  him 
that  this  question  affected  private  rights, 
and  sufficient  materials  did  not  exist  to 
enable  him  to  answer  the  Question.  la 
any  case,  the  Question  was  one  that 
ought  to  be  addressed  to  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury. 

Mb.  W.  J.  GOBBET  gave  Notice  of 
a  fiurther  Question  on  the  subject. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  CIRELAND)-THB 
SUMMONING  OF  JURORS. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Sligo,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Law  as  to  sam- 
moniog  jurors  in  Lwland  requires  thai 
the  panel  should  be  exhausted  before 
ao^  juror  is  summoned  twice;  whether 
it  IB  the  fact  that  in  Antrim  and  other 
Irish  counties  some  jurors  are  sum- 
moned frequently,  and  others  not  at  all; 
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and,  what  steps  will  be  taken  to  secure 
the  even  and  impartial  operation  of  the 
Law? 

The  chief  SEORETART(Mr.  John 
Moelbt)  (Newcastle  -  on  -  Tyne) :  The 
Juries  Act  contains  a  provision  for  the 
purpose  stated  in  the  Question.  I  am 
not  aware  whether  any  such  practice 
exists  as  that  stated  in  ike  second  para- 

Saph  of  the  Question  ;  but  if  the  hon. 
ember  will  kindly  Airnish  particulars 
of  what  he  complains  of,  I  will  see  that 
oareful  inquiries  are  made.  The  law  is, 
that  if  any  juror  was  snmmoned  out  of 
his  turn  he  can  make  a  complunt,  and 
if  it  is  proved  the  returaiog  officer  is 
liable  to  be  fined,  and  the  fine  might  be 
paid  to  the  juror  to  recoup  his  personal 
expenses. 

IRELAND— DISTRESS  IN  DUBLIN. 

Dr.  fox  (King's  County,  Tulhunore) 
asked  the  Onief  Secretaiy  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenent  of  Ireland,  Whether,  in  view 
of  the  urgent  need  of  employment  caused 
by  existing  distress,  the  Irish  Local  0o- 
remment  Board  will  immediately  com- 
municate to  the  South  Dublin  Board  of 
Guardians  their  decision  as  to  the  drain- 
age of  Lower  Bathfornham,  concerning 
which  one  of  their  inspectors,  Mr.  B. 
O'Brien  Smyth,  held  an  inquiry  about 
two  months  ago  ? 

The  chief  SECBETART  (Mr.  John 
Moblet)  (Newoastle*on-Tyne) :  What 
the  hon.  Member  suggests  has  been 
done. 

FISHfiBT  FIERS  AND  HABBOTTBS  (SCOT- 
LAND)—GIRVAN  HARBOUR. 

Ma.  MACFABLANE  (Argyll)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  con- 
dition of  the  harbour  of  Girvan,  in  Ayr- 
shire, and  to  the  complaints  of  fishermen 
that  heavy  dues  are  exacted  from  them 
under  the  Provisional  Order  granted  for 
the  construction  of  the  harbour;  the 
original  oondition  being  that  a  depth  of 
four  feet  would  be  maintained  at  low 
water,  whereas  the  depUi  at  low  water 
does  not  now  exceed  two  feet,  that  por- 
tions of  the  quay  have  follen  in,  and 
that  the  harbour  ia  in  an  unsafe  condi- 
tion ;  and,  if  he  would  take  immediate 
steps  to  inquire  into  the  case,  and  have 
the  defects  complained  of  remedied  ? 

The  PBESIDENT  (Mr.  MtrnDXiXA) 
(Sheffield}  Brightstde):  I  have  com- 
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municated  with  the  Girvan  Harbour 
Commissioners,  respecting  the  com- 
plaints that  have  been  received  from 
certain  fishermen  as  to  the  condition  of 
the  harbour,  and  the  following  is  the 
substance  of  their  reply: — The  rates 
levied  on  fishing  boats  are  those  autho- 
rized by  Parliament.  The  depth  of 
water  required  in  the  Parliamentary 
plansisSfeet,  andnot4feet.  In  November 
last  there  was  from  18  inches  to  2  feet  of 
water  in  excess  of  this.  The  bar  and 
entrance  is  a  shifting  one,  and  during 
the  winter  the  depth  of  water  has  been 
somewhat  reduced ;  but  the  first  ^>od  or 
scour  will  probably  remove  the  accumu- 
lated silt,  which  cannot  be  dredged  in 
the  winter  months.  A  small  portion 
(about  35  feet)  of  the  old  boulder  wall 
— 600  feet  in  length — has  been  under- 
mined in  consequenceof  dredging  opera- 
tions ;  but  this  will  be  rebuilt  when  the 
weather  admits.  The  fairway  is  in  no 
way  obstructed  and  no  accidents  have 
occurred,  the  fishing  boats  going  in  and 
out  every  day  that  weather  admits. 

Mb.  MACFABLANE  said,  that  the 
complaint  of  the  fishermen  was  as  to 
the  small  depth  of  water  at  low  water, 
which  compelled  thom  to  lie  to  at  half- 
tide  at  the  entrance.  He  would  ask,  if 
it  was  possible  for  fishing  boats  to  enter 
the  harbour  in  safety  at  low  water? 

Kb.  MTTNDEiaiiA  said,  he  had  sent 
the  complaint  to  the  Harbour  Commis- 
sioners, and  he  had  given  exactly  their 
reply.  Anything  further  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  desired  he  would  be  happy 
to  forward  to  the  Commissioners,  and  he 
would  show  the  hon.  Gentleman  any 
Correspondence  that  might  take  place. 
But  he  would  point  out  that  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  no  power  to  compel  them 
to  adhere  to  their  arrangements.  That 
could  only  be  done  by  Courts  of  Law. 

KITCHEN  AND  REFBE3HMENT  ROOMS, 
HOUSE  OF  COMMONS— THE  CON- 
TRACT. 

Mb.  B.  KELLY  (Donegal,  S.)  asked 
the  Chairman  of  the  Eitdien  Committee, 
Whether  the  refreshment  contraotora 
receive  five  hundred  ponnds  per  annum 
for  plate ;  five  hundred  pounds  per  an- 
nnm  for  servants ;  pay  no  rent,  no  rates ; 
have  firing,  light,  and  table  appoint- 
ments free  of  charge;  whether  they 
charge  higher  prices  to  one  class  of  cus- 
tomers than  to  another ;  and,  whether 
he  would  consider  the  desirability  of 
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throwing  the  contract  ior  refreshment 
open  to  competition  on  the  next  vacanoy? 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAET  DYKE  (Kent, 
Dartford),  in  reply,  said,  that,  for  a 

fwat  number  of  years,  a  subsidy  of 
500  had  been  granted  by  the  House  to 
the  refreshment  contractor.  In  1882  an 
exbanstiTe  inquiry  "was  made  by  a  Sub- 
committee into  the  whole  financial  con- 
dition of  the  undertaking  of  the  con- 
tractor, and  their  Heport  contained  a 
strong  recommendation  to  the  Treasury 
that  uie  subsidy  should  be  increased  to 
£1,000.  It  was  true  that  the  ref^sh- 
ment  contractor  had  no  liability  as  re- 
garded gas,  rent,  rates,  and  firing,  and 
that  table  appointments  were  found  free 
of  charge.  As  to  theobjection  that  higher 
prices  were  charged  to  one  class  of  cus- 
tomers than  to  another,  there  was  a  very 
slight  change  made  in  the  charge  to 
officials  of  the  House;  in  other  respects 
the  prices  were  absolutely  uniform.  As 
to  the  last  paragraph  of  the  Question, 
he  believed  that  whenever  a  vacancy 
had  occurred  in  the  past  the  contract 
had  been  thrown  open  to  competition ; 
but  on  the  last  ocoasion  very  few  offers 
liad  been  sent  in. 

BDUOATION  DEPARTMENT  (SCOTLAN  D) 
—THE  NEW  CODE. 

Mb.  BOTD-KINNEAB  (Fif^.  East) 
asked  the  Secretary  for  Soottand,  Whe- 
ther the  New  Code  will  form  the  basis 

of  school  examinations  in  Scotland  after 
the  3l8t  March  1887,  or  what  date? 

The  SECEETAEY  fob  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Tretelyan)  (Hawick,  &c.):  The 
New  Scotch  Code  will  form  the  basis  of 
examination  in  Scotland  in  all  schools  of 
which  the  school  year  ends  on  the  31st 
of  March,  1887,  and  any  subsequent 
dato. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  EOECES)-THE 
VOLUNTEER  FORCE— VACANCIES  FOR 
SUBALTERNS. 

Mb  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  How  many  vacanoies  tiiere  now 
are  for  officers  on  the  established  regi- 
mental strength  of  every  branch  of  the 
Volunteer  Force  ? 

Thb  SECEETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Cahfbkll-Banhbbhah)  (Stirling  &c.) : 
The  deficiencies  are — in  the  Light  Horse, 
four ;  Artillery,  325  ;  Engineers,  48 ; 
Bifies,  849;  giving  a  total  of  1,226.  As 
a  set-off,  there  are  in  oertain  corps  ISO 
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supernumerary  subalterns,  leaving  a  net 
defioienqy  of  1,096  officers. 

ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  ACCTOENTS 
IN  MINE8-THE  REPORT. 
Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  (Lanca- 
shire, S.W.,  Newton)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  Stato  for  the  Home  Department, 
When  the  Reports  of  the  Bc^al  Com- 
mission on  Accidents  in  Mines  will  be 
in  the  hands  of  Members  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOB  THX  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Hr.  Bboadhubst)  (Birmingham, 
Bordesley)  (who  replied)  said  :  I  hope  it 
will  be  possible  to  lay  the  Report  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  on  Mondsy 
next,  and  it  will  probably  be  in  the 
hands  of  Members  on  the  next  day. 

OHAHBEBS  OF  0031UEBCE  —  DISTBI- 
BTITION  OF  PARLIAMEa^TART 
PAPERS. 

Me.  BADEN-POWELL  (Lirerpool, 
Kirkdale)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Whether  he  will  consider  the 
desirability  of  making  arrangemeats 
that  copies  of  all  Parliamentary  Papers 
be  issued  gratuitously  to  the  accredited 
agents  of  the  Incorporated  Chambers  of 
Commerce  of  the  United  Kingdom  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Hbhrt  H.  Fowleb)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  If  it  should  be  still 
possible  to  make  the  necessary  arrange* 
ments,  I  think  that  Chambm  of  Com- 
merce might  be  granted  the  same  ad- 
vantages in  this  respect  as  free  libraries, 
which  I  explained  in  my  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham. 

THE  IRISH  NATIONAL  LEAQUE-MEBl'- 
ING  OF  THE  KILBRIDE  BRANCH. 
Ma.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutonant  of  Ireland,  Whether  a  meet- 
ing of  the  Kilbride  Braoch  of  the  Irish 
National  League  was  held  on  Sunday, 
February  21st  1886,  at  the  house  of 
James  Oreighton,  Ballinderry,  county 
Roscommon;  whether  John  O'Connor, 
herd  to  Mr.  Keegan,  was  directed  to 
appear  before  this  meeting,  and  explaia 
why  he  allowed  some  cattle,  the  pro- 
perty of  Patrick  Hunt,  of  Ballindeny, 
to  grase  on  Mr.  Keegan's  farm;  whe- 
ther Mr.  Keegan  has  been,  and  is  now, 
boycotted ;  whether  two  head  of  cattle 
belonging  to  Patrick  Hunt  have  since 
been  removed  &om  Mr.  Keegan's  farm ; 
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and,  whether  the  Government  intend  to 
take  steps  to  eecure  freedom  of  action 
in  county  Boscommon  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAET  (Mr. 
John  Moblet)  (Newcastle-on-Tjme) : 
As  the  Question  infers,  the  meeting 
alluded  to  was  a  private  one,  and  the 
mlioe  were  not  present.  I  am  informed 
that  John  O'Clonnor  was  direoted  to 
ajppear  at  the  meeting.   He  declines  to 

f:iTe  any  evidence  <n  what  happened, 
t  is  the  case  that  Patrick  Hunt  removed 
hia  cattle  from  Mr.  Keegan's  land  a  few 
days  afterwards.  Mr.  Keegan  is  stated 
to  be  "Boycotted"  in  consequence  of 
the  raising  of  certain  conaore  rente  on 
the  property  on  which  he  is  bailiff  being 
attributed  to  him.  He  is  under  police 
protection.  I  am  not  aware  of  anything 
in  the  circumstances  of  the  county  of 
Bo£oommon  calling  for  isolated  action 

with  respect  to  it.  

Mb.  MAOAETNET  asked,  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  give  any 
inficmnation  aa  to  what  statement  had 
been  made  to  the  police  in  connection 

with  this  matter  ?   

Mb;  JOHN  MOBLEY :  I  gather  that 
no  statement  has  been  made— that  those 
who  could  have  made  it  declined  to  give 
it. 

PAELIAMBNTABY  PRAKOHISE  (DVB- 
LIN)  —  THE  OOLLECTOH  GENERAL 
OF  RATES. 

Mr.  sexton  (Sligo.  S.)  asked  the 
Cliief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  hia  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Ferry, 
chief  clerk  in  the  office  of  the  Collector 
General  of  Bates,  Dublin,  has  this  year 
made  an  alteration  in  the  rate  hooks 
which  is  calculated  to  deprive  of  their 
franchise  rights  persons  occupying  pre- 
mises rated  to  the  relief  of  the  poor 
under  the  annual  value  of  eight  pounds ; 
whether  the  chief  clerk  is  a  member  of 
local  Conservative  clubs  ;  and,  what  the 
Qovernment  will  do  to  prevent  illegal 
tampering  by  officials  vrith  the  franchise 
rights  of  occupiers  ? 

The  chief  SEOEETABS"  (Mr.  John 
Mobley)  (Newcastle  -  on -Tyne) :  lam 
informed  that  any  changes  which  have 
been  made  in  the  Dublin  rate  book  this 
year  were  made  by  direction,  not  of  Mr. 
Perry,  but  of  the  Collector  General,  act- 
ing on  the  legal  advice  of  the  late  Attor- 
ney General  tor  Ireland  and  Mr.  Carton, 
Q.O.  The  Oolleotoi  G«neral  reports  that 


every  person  has  been  rated  who  is 
entitled  to  appear,  so  far  as  the  collec- 
tors of  the  various  wards  have  been 
able  to  ascertain.  It  does  not  rest  with 
the  Collector  General,  nor  with  anyone 
in  his  Office,  to  decide  who  is  entitled  to 
the  franchise, 

BANKRTJPTCT  COURT  (LONDON)-AP- 

POINTMENT  OP  MR.  OIFPARD  AS 
REGISTRAR. 

Mb.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  By  whom  was  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  Gififard  as  head  of 
the  Bankruptcy  Court  in  London  lately 
made,  at  a  salary  of  £2,000  a-year; 
and,  whether  he  was  entitled  to  the  ap- 
pointment as  being  next  on  the  rota  for 
promotion  ? 

Thk  UNDEB  SECBETABY  of 
STATE  sx)E  THE  HOME  DEPABT- 
MENT  (Mr.  Bkoadhuest)  (Birming- 
ham, Bordeeley)  (who  replied)  said,  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  Gififard  as  one  of  the 
Bankruptoy  Begistrars  (not  head)  was, 
by  virtue  of  the  Bankruptoy  Act,  1883, 
made  by  the  then  Lord  Ohanoellor.  The 
salary  is  the  same  as  that  of  the  then 
existing  Begistrars  —  namely,  £1,500, 
not  £2,000.  The  ooncLuding  paragraph 
of  the  Question  it  is  not  necessary  for 
me  to  answer. 

Mb.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  asked, 
whether  it  was  the  case  that  Mr.  Giffard 
was  a  brother  of  the  late  Lord  Chan- 
cellor? 

Mr.  BB0ADHUB8T  said,  that  he 
could  not  give  any  answer  to  that  Ques- 
titm. 

POLICE  (SCOTLAND)— DISMISSAL  OP 
JAMES  MARTIN,  POLICE  CON- 
STABLE, ABERDEEN. 

Kb.  HUNTEB  (Aberdeen,  N.)  asked 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  Whether  he 
has  received  a  memorial  from  James 
Martin,  lately  in  the  police  force  in 
Aberdeen ;  whether  the  circumstances 
of  the  dismissal  of  James  Martin  are 
correctly  set  forth  in  the  following  state- 
ment made  by  him  : — 

"At  Whitehall  Boad,  where  my  boat  was 
situated,  early  ia  the  morning  of  the  29th 
October  last,  a  young  man  named  Corbett  was 
suffering  from  a  severe  attack  of  asthma,  and 
had  been  under  the  care  of  a  doctor  for  a  con- 
siderable time.  When  going  my  roonds  I 
heard  several  times  the  shouts  of  the  sufferer. 
A  little  a£terfive  o'clock  ia  the  momiiig  one  of 
hia  female  attendants  asked  me  to  procure  some 
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'  brandj  for  him.  As  they  had  no  dootor'a  pre- 
Bcripfion  for  it,  it  was  with  a  considerable 
amonnt  of  heattation  that  I  said  I  would  en- 
deavour to  get  it.  Mr.  Craighead,  grocer,  lived 
not  far  off,  so  I  went  to  his  house,  rang  the  bell, 
and  explained  the  state  of  niatteta.  He  gave 
me  a  bottle  of  brandy  on  the  condition  that  I 
would  replace  it  next  day  along  with  a  doctor's 
line,  certifying  that  t&x.  Corbett  was  really  in 
want  of  it.  I  duly  replaced  the  brandy,  along 
with  a  line  from  Dr.  Wyness,  who  was  attend- 
ing the  sufferer.  Kext  night  I  explained  the 
matter  to  mf  seiveant,  Daniel  Eoss,  the  con- 
sflqnenca  being  that  Superintendent  Wyneea 
dismiased  me  from  the  service  without  any  fur- 
ther investigation ; " 

whether  it  is  the  practice  when  a  police- 
man has  been  dismissed  from  the  force  in 
one  place  to  consider  him  ineligible  for 
appointment  in  any  other  place ;  and, 
whether  he  will  consider  the  propriety  of 
proposing  such  a  change  in  the  law  as 
will  give  dismissed  policemen  a  right  of 
appeal  to  the  Watch  Committees  or 
similar  authority  ? 

The  SEOKETARY  fob  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Teeteltan)  (Hawick,  &c.) :  I 
have  received  the  memorial  in  question, 
and  think  it  right  that  the  superin- 
tendent of  police  should  hare  an  oppor- 
tunity of  fumisbing  me  with  an  expla- 
nation of  the  case,  which  I  have  asked 
for.  The  practice  referred  to  in  the 
third  part  of  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion is  laid  down  as  a  rule  of  the  Police 
Force  by  an  Order  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  under  the  Scottish  Police  Act  of 
1867.  The  Police  Act  of  1862  gives  the 
superintendent  of  police  the  right  of 
appointing  and  removing  constables  at 
his  pleasure ;  but  I  will  consider  the 
question  of  providing  for  appeals  in 
such  cases  in  connection  with  the  Police 
Bill  now  before  the  House  of  Lords. 

LOCAL  TAXATION— THE  SELECT  COM- 
MITTEE OK  TOWK  HOLDINGS- 
TAXATION  OF  RAILWAY  STOCKS. 
Me.  MILNES  -  GASKELL  (York, 
"W.R.,  Morley)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  If  the  Select  Committee 
on  Town  Holdings  has,  under  its  en- 
larged powers,  authority  to  take  into 
consideration  the  expediency  of  render- 
ing all  Corporation  Stocks  and  all  De- 
benture Stocks  of  Bail  ways  in  the 
United  Kingdom  liable  to  local  taxa- 
tion;  and,  if  not,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment would  consent  to  the  appointment 
of  a  Select  Committee  to  consider  the 
subject  ? 

&  CHANCELLOB  of  thb  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  WiUJAU  Haboovkt) 

J/r.  Bunttr 


(Derby),  in  reply,  said,  it  was  his  im- 
pression that  this  question  would  not 
come  within  the  scope  of  the  Committee 
on  Town  Holdings,  but  that  it  rather 
referred  \a  the  question  of  local  govem- 
ment,  with  regard  to  which  Her  Ma* 
jesty's  Goremment  intended  introduciog 
a  Bill. 

mOH  COUKT  OF  JUSTICE— ciacoiT 
AltRANGEMENTS. 
Mr.  MORGAN  HOWAED  (Camber- 
well,  Dulwioh^  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  'Whe- 
ther, by  reason  of  existing  Circuit  ar- 
rangements, many  of  the  Judges  of  the 
High  Court  are  withdrawn  K>ur  times 
yearly  from  the  Metropolis  to  the  Pro- 
vinces, where  much  of  their  time  is 
occupied  in  disposing  of  oriminal  oases, 
of  whidi.  a  laive  numbw  aro  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  Courts  of  Quarter  Ses- 
sions ;  whether  the  oonsequent  diminu- 
tion of  judicial  strength  in  the  Metro- 
polis leads  to  a  serious  arrear  of  untried 
causes,  and  to  loss  and  detriment  to 
suitors;  and,  whether  the  Government 
contemplate  an  early  alteration  of  pre- 
sent Circuit  arrangements,  or  intend 
otherwise  to  provide  for  more  speedy 
and  continuous  trial  of  actions  in  the 
Metropolis  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOB  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Broadhtjbst)  (Birming- 
ham, Bordesley] :  In  reply  to  the  hon, 
and  learned  Gentleman  I  have  to  say 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  has  made  in- 
quiries, and  he  does  not  find  that  much 
of  the  time  of  the  Jud^  on  Circuit'  » 
spent  on  Quarter  Sessions  cases.  New 
Circuit  arrangements  have  very  recently 
been  made  with  a  view  to  the  best  dis- 
tribution of  judicial  time  between  the 
Metropolis  and  the  Provinces ;  and  the 
Lord  Chancellor  and  the  Judges  keep 
the  subject  always  under  their  attention 
with  a  view  to  any  alterations  which  may 
from  time  to  time  appear  desirable  and 
practicable. 

DEFENCES  OF  THE  EMPIRE- 
COALING  STATIONS. 
Mb.  'VP".  H.  SMITH  (Strand,  "West- 
minster)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  "War,  If  he  will  state  what  provision 
is  made  in  the  Estimates  for  1886-7  for 
Uie  defences  of  the  coaling  stations,  the 
military  ports  and  the  commercial  ports 
respectively,  and  the  specific  purposes  in 
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each  case  to  which  the  mon^  abeady 
Toted  and  now  asked  for  has  been  or 
will  be  applied ;  and,  whether  he  will 

lay  upon  the  Table  a  Paper  showing  the 
original  Estimates  for  the  seTeraf  de- 
fences, and  the  progress  made  in  pro- 
viding them  ? 

The  SEORETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Oaupbeix-Bannsbuan)  (Stirling,  &o.) : 
I  have  already  stated  in  answer  to  Ques- 
tions the  sums  proposed  for  coaling  sta- 
tions. As  regards  military  and  commer- 
cial ports,  we  do  not  intend  to  go  beyond 
the  normal  provision,  exoeptingin  subma- 
rine mining  defences,  for  which  £40,000 
will  be  provided  under  Vote  13.  With 
regard  to  "  the  specific  purposes  in  each 
case,"  as  to  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
inquires,  I  will  ask  him  to  allow  me  to 
foliow  the  example  set  by  himself  last 
year,  and  to  decline,  in  the  interests  of 
the  Public  Serrioe,  to  give  detfuls  of  the 
precise  places  anid  manner  at  and  in 
which  the  money  should  be  expended. 

AFRICA  (EAST  0OAST)-GEBMAN  AN- 
NEXATION  OF  TERRITORY  BE- 
LONGING  TO  ZANZIBAR. 

Mb.  J.  F.  HUTTON  (Manchester,  N.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  received  an^  informa- 
tion confirming  or  contradicting  a  tele- 
gram in  T^a  T^nut  of  the  1 5th  instant, 
that  Lieutenant  Andersen,  on  behalf  of 
the  German  East  African  Society,  had 
acquired  the  Sabaki  territory  lying  be< 
tween  the  Zanribar  Ooast  and  Kilima- 
Njaro,  and  that  the  expedition  had  been 
fired  on  by  the  soldiers  fA  the  Sultan  of 
Zanribar ;  and,  whether  Her  Majasty's 
Chovemment  has  received  any  informa- 
tion relative  to  a  telegram  in  the  daily 
papers,  dated  Yienna,  16th  instant,  to 
the  effect  that  the  Sultan  of  the  Comoro 
Islands,  who  hitherto  had  been  under 
the  nominal  protectorate  of  the  Sultan 
of  Zanzibar,  had  accepted  the  protecto- 
rate of,  and  had  oonofuded  an  offensive 
and  defensive  alliance  with,  the  Ghivem- 
ment  of  the  French  Republic  ? 

The  TJNDEB  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (Mr.  Bbtoe)  (Aberdeen,  S.): 
As  to  the  first  part  of  the  Question,  no 
information  of  any  sort  has  been  re- 
ceived. No  official  information  has 
reached  Her  MajesU'a  Government  of 
the  reports  which  have  appeared  in 
Tarioos  newspapers  as  to  the  extenrion 
of  the  Fioteototate  of  Vtsatae,  which  has 


for  some  time  existed  in  Mayotte,  oret 
any  other  Idand  of  the  Comoro  Group. 

INLAND  BBVENtJB  —  TAXATION  OF 
DOGS— EXEMPTION  OP  LIFE- 
SAVING  DOGS. 

Mr.  MILDMAY  (Devon,  Totnes) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  the  fishermen 
on  the  coast  of  the  Start  Bay,  South 
Devon,  having  no  harbour  accommoda- 
tion of  any  kind,  and  having,  in  oonae- 
quence,  to  beach  their  boats,  in  all  kinds 
of  weather,  on  their  return  to  shore, 
have  a  special  breed  of  Newfoundland 
dogs,  trained  to  swim  out  and  meet 
these  boats  in  rough  weather,  and  to 
bring  ashore  ropes,  without  which  it 
would  be  impossible  to  beach  the  boats ; 
and,  whether,  seeing  that  sheep  dogs 
are  exempted  from  taxation,  on  the  plea 
that  they  are  labour-saring,  he  will  con- 
sider the  expediency  of  exempting  these 
life-saving  dogs  from  a  tax,  tiie  strict 
enforcement  of  which  threatens  to  cause 
the  extinction  of  the  breed  ?   

TheOHANCELLORop  theEXOHE- 
QirER(SirWrLLiAMHAHOouRT)(Derby}: 
The  subject  is  a  new  one  to  me,  but  it  is 
a  very  interesting  one,  and  I  will  make 
inquiry  into  the  matter. 

THE  BI8HOPHI0  OF  JERUSALEM. 

Mr.  SEAGER  hunt  (Marylebone, 
W.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, If  the  Bishopric  of  Jerusalem  is 
still  vacant ;  if  so,  whether  the  appoint- 
ment to  it  rests  with  the  German  Go- 
vernment ;  uid,  if  it  does,  whether  ho 
can  tell  the  House  the  reason  why  the 
German  Government  have  not  filled  up 
the  vacant  appointment  ? 

The  PIROT  LORD  (Mr.  W.  B.  Glad- 
stone) (Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  I 
believe  the  state  of  the  facts  to  be  this — 
In  the  first  place,  the  Bishopric  in  ques- 
tion is  still  vacant;  and,  in  the  second, 
it  is  the  turn  of  the  Emperor  of  Germany, 
under  the  existing  arrangement,  to  nomi- 
nate a  successor  to  the  late  Bishop.  But 
His  Imperial  Majesty  has  made  a  com- 
munication to  this  country,  that  he  de- 
sires the  arrangement  made  in  1841  to 
be  either  moiufied  or  abrogated  idto- 
gether.  Under  these  circumstances,  I 
understand  a  communication  has  been 
recently  received  from  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury  consenting,  on  behalf  of  the 
British  Trustees  to  the  British  deed  of 
endowment,  tiiat  the  present  arrange- 
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ment  should  he  ahrogated.  What  will 
be  put  in  Its  place  I  am  not  in  a  position 
to  say. 

IREIJLKD— POLICY  OP  THE  MIKISTRY. 

Snt  MICHAEL  HICKS  •  BKACH 
(Bristol,  W.)  ad^ed  the  First  Lord  of 
the  T^easnxy,  Whether,  as  the  most 
urgent  matters  of  Supply  will  probably 
he  disposed  of  by  Monday  next,  he  can 
now  state  when  he  will  be  in  a  condition 
to  make  that  further  indication  to  the 
House  aa  to  the  whole  or  some  part  of 
the  proposals  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment for  dealing  with  the  question  of  the 
state  of  Ireland,  which,  on  the  18th  of 
February,  he  hoped  to  be  able  to  give 
by  the  22nd  of  March? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
store)  (Fdinburgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  The 
terms  used  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
are  not,  I  think,  quite  precisely  accurate. 
On  referring  to  my  words,  I  find  that 
they  are,  "  that  after  the  Yotes  in 
Supply  are  concluded  " — for  which  date 
I  named  the  22nd,  as  to  he,  in  fact,  the 
probable  and  neceesary  day  for  the  Votes 
of  Supply  to  be  taken— "by  that  time  I 
shall  be  able,  I  hope,  to  make  some 
announcement."  I  have  no  change  to 
make  in  the  statement  I  then  made 
before  the  House.  Next  week  I  hope 
to  name  a  day  for  the  purpose  of  redeem- 
ing the  pledge  I  then  gave.  Perhaps  I 
may  be  permitted  to  repeat  the  caution 
which  I  ventured  to  impress  upon  the 
House  on  a  former  occasion,  and  to  re- 
commend, in  regard  to  current  rumour 
upon  matters — the  truth  of  which  it  is 
impoasible  to  make  known  at  the  prraent 
time  without  a  breach  of  an  honourable 
engagement — that,  with  regard  to  those 
rumours,  they  should  ezeroise  a  prudent 
reserre.  I  may  even  rentore  to  say  a 
wholesome  scepticism.  Another  word  I 
have  to  say  is  this — it  would  be  a  com- 
paratively simple  proceeding  for  mvaelf 
and  my  Colleagues,  if  we  bad  nothing 
to  do  but  to  announce  the  day  when  that 
statement  could  be  made  in  a  speech  to 
the  House.  But,  Sir,  it  would  be  most 
unsatisfactory,  I  think,  to  the  House  if, 
upon  any  particular  day,  I  were  to  rise 
to  make  a  statement,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  were  not  able  to  inform  the  House 
that  the  Bill  for  giving  effect  to  that 
statement  had  been  drawn,  and  would 
be  very  promptly  iu  the  hands  of  the 
House.  It  is  quite  evident  that  a  state- 
nent  of  that  Idud  itself  may  be  im- 

Mr,  W.  E.  OMidm 


portant  and  interesting,  notwithstanding 
the  defects  of  the  Shaker ;  but,  how- 
ever important  and  interesting  it  may 
be,  it  cannot  form  an  authentic  bans  for 
the  judgment  of  the  House.  It  is  the 
Bill  itself  that  can  only  become  that 
The  drawing  of  Bills  upon  a  subjeci 
sooh  aa  may  be  in  prospoct  ia  a  matter 
of  considerable  delicai^  as  well  as  im- 
portance, and  therefore  it  cannot  be 
carried  beyond  a  certain  point.  I  can, 
however,  assure  the  House  that  since  I 
spoke  to  them  on  the  subject  I  can  really 
say  with  truth  that  not  a  day  has  been 
lost,  and  that  not  a  day  will  be  lost. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Might  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
if  he  will  be  in  a  position  to  auswer  the 
Question  on  Monday?  I  would  also  ask 
him  what  Business  he  proposes  ^onld 
be  taken  on  Thursday  next  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  cannot 
add  anything  to  what  I  have  said.  That 
is,  that  some  day  next  week  I  h^e  to 
name  a  day.  On  Thursday  next  I  pro- 
pc»e  to  take  a  measure  which  is  really 
urgent — the  Crofters'  Bill — ^whidi  has 
been  delayed  somewhat  beyond  our  ex- 
pectations. 

IBELANP  — THE  DTSSENTINa  BODIES 
ANT>  HOME  KULE. 

Mr.  DE  OOBAIN  (Belfast,  E.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  Address 
presented  by  the  representatives  of  the 
Methodist  Church  in  Ireland,  which  com- 
prised over  two  hundred  Ministers,  and 
more  than  fifty  thousand  adherents,  to 
His  Excellency  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
protesting  against  any  legislation  in  the 
direction  of  Home  .Rule;  and,  if  the 
Right  honourable  GenUeman  would 
direct  a  Copy  of  the  Address  to  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  this  House  P 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Tyrone,  S.):  In 
connection  with  this  Qoeetion,  might  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether 
he  is  aware  that  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Clare  is  one  of  ihe 
S0,000  Methodists  who  are  referred  to 
in  the  Question  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jomr 
Morlbt)  (Newcastle  -  on  -  Tyue)  :  My 
right  hon.  Friend  has  asked  me  to 
answer  this  Question.  As  I  stated  in 
reply  to  a  similar  proposal  or  suggestion 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Belfast 
(Mr.  Johnston),  I  confess  I  soe  no  use 
in  prodooing  aod  plooing  on  the  Table 

Digitized  by  Google 


1878   G^nwwfwM  ofJkMa—    {ICaboh  19,  1S&6}         Th$  CmmitUe.  1874 


of  the  House  a  doouiaeat  vluoh  has  been 
already  direotly  acoesaible  to  the  public 
in  the  newspapen.  The  other  day  my 
right  hon.  Friead  stated  hie  intention  to 
lay  before  the  House  various  pieces  of 
information  laid  before  him.  I  think  it 
is  Texy  likely  that  this  particular  doou- 
ment  will  find  its  place  amongst  theae. 

PABUAMENT  —  BUSINESS    OP  THE 
HOUSE  —  THE    PROPOSED  NEW 
RULES  OP  PROCEDURE. 
IfR.  BAIKES  asked,  Whether  the 
document  that  had  appeared  in  that 
morning's  papers,  purporting  to  be  the 
Oovemment  scheme,  was  genuine ;  and, 
if  eo,  how  it  was  that  it  had  been  com- 
municated to  the  newspapers  before 
being  circnlated  to  Uembers  of  the 
House? 

Thb  OHANOELLOS  or  the  BX- 
OHEaUER  (Sir  Wnxuuc  Harcottrt) 
(Derby),  in  reply,  said,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  attended  the  first  meet- 
ing of  the  Committee  yesterday  he  would 
have  got  a  copy  of  the  OTopoeed  Rules, 
as  other  Members  did.  He  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  thought  it  was  desirable  that 
the  public  and  the  Members  of  the  House 
not  on  the  Committee  should  see  these 
Bules ;  and,  therefore,  with  the  full 
assent  and  consent  of  the  Committee, 
they  were  sent  to  the  newspapers. 

PARLIAMENT  — BUSINESS   OF  THB 
HOUSE— ARRANQEMENT  OP  THE 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAT. 
Mr.  BAIEES  (Cambridge  TTniver- 
sity) :  I  wish,  Sir,  with  your  permission, 
to  put  a  Question  to  ^ou.  I  wish  to  ask 
whether,  in  your  opinion,  the  Orders  of 
the  Day,  as  they  appear  upon  the  Paper, 
have  been  properly  made  out  ?  Until 
this  morning  a  BiU  which  stands  in  my 
name — the  Tithe  Bent-Charge  Becorery 
Bill — stood  first  on  the  Onlets  of  the 
Day.  It  was,  in  fact,  an  unopposed  Bill 
until  this  morning.  I  now  find  that  there 
are  on  the  Kotioe  Paper  seren  Orders 
before  it,  inoluding  Supply.  Six  of  these 
Orders  are  Government  Orders,  as  to 
which,  of  course,  there  is  no  question,  as 
this  is  a  Government  night ;  but  I  find, 
Sir,  that  among  the  O^ers  the  second 
on  the  list  is  the  Labourers  (Ireland) 
Acts  Amendment  Bill,  which  is  not  a 
Government  Bill,  but  a  Bill  introduced 
by  a  private  Member.  Standing  Order 
No.  96  is  as  follows 


' '  The  OrdwB  of  the  Dav  are  to  be  dispoeed 
of  in  the  order  in  which  they  stand  opon  the 
Paper;  the  right  being  reserved  to  aet  Ma- 
jeety'i  Ministen  of  placing  Oovermnent  Orders 
at  tie  head  of  the  Uat,  in  the  ro^tion  in  vhich 
they  are  to  be  taken,  on  the  days  on  wliieb 
Govemment  Bills  have  preoedence.*' 

Now,  I  do  not  see  in  that  Order  any 
power  given  to  Her  Maje8ty*8  Gfovem- 
ment  to  give  precedence  to  one  private 
Member's  Bill  over  that  of  another  pri- 
vate Member ;  and  as  it  appears  to  me 
that  this  is  a  matter  of  very  considerable 
importance  with  regard  to  the  Business 
of  the  House,  I  venture,  very  humbly,  to 
ask  your  opinion  on  the  subject  whether 
this  Order  Paper  to-day  has  been  pro- 
perly made  out,  seeing  that  it  gives  pre- 
cedence to  one  private  Member's  Bill 
over  that  of  another  private  Member, 
which  stood  first  on  the  Older  Paper 
until  this  morning? 

Mr.  SPEAKFTR  :  There  hare  been 
repeated  oases  in  which  the  course  ob- 
jected to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Hnivenity  of  Cambridge 
has  been  taken.  For  instance,  the  Uni- 
versity Tests  (Dublin)  Bill  was  jntt  down 
as  the  first  Order  of  the  Day  in  1873, 
taking  precedence  of  other  Orders  which 
originally  stood  before  it.  There  have 
been  other  instances,  to  which,  however, 
I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  of  re- 
ferring. 

Mr.  BAIEES  :  Do  I  understand  you 
to  rule,  Sir,  that  it  is  competent  tu  the 
Government  to  give  precedence  to  any 
Bill  they  prefer  over  the  Bills  of  othw 
private  Members  ? 

Mr.  SPBAKEB  :  Yes ;  on  the  da^s 
on  which  the  Ghivemment  have  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Business,  that  is  so. 

GOVERNMENT  OF  INDIA— THE 
COMMITTEE. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Maqruo, 

The  PIBST  LOBD  of  thi  TBEA.- 
ST7BT  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstokb)  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian)  said,  some  delay 
had  occurred  owin^  to  the  necessi^  of 
communications  with  the  other  House 
with  regard  to  this  Committee,  in  con- 
sequence of  some  doubts  as  to  its  con- 
stitution and  numbera ;  but  he  hoped  it 
would  be  nominated  in  two  or  three 
days.  When  they  were  informed  of  the 
Members  to  be  appointed  by  the  House 
of  Lords,  there  would  be  no  serious 
delay  in  completing  the  nomination  of 
the  Monbers. 
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ORDERS  OF  TBE  DAY, 


SUPPLY.— COMMrrrBB. 

Order  for  Ckmunittee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

CROWN  DUTIES.— EE80LUTI0N. 

Mb.  GBEGOBT  (Sussex,  East  Orin- 
stead),  in  calling  attention  to  the  posi- 
tion of  trustees,  executors,  and  others 
liable  to  the  payment  of  duties  to  the 
Orown,  said,  that  the  existing  law  was 
based  upon  the  old  principle,  that "  Nul- 
lum tmput  oecurrit  regi;  butthat  prin- 
ciple had  already  been  departed  from, 
particularly  with  reference  to  the  claims 
of  the  Grown  to  real  property,  which,  by 
statute,  were  now  limited  to  a  period  of 
60  years.  No  exception  to  it,  however, 
had  been  made  in  the  case  of  Succession, 
Probate,  or  liSgacy  Duties,  which  were, 
oonseqnentiy,  die  subject  of  claims  by 
Bevenue  authorities  for  an  indefinite 
period  of  time.  Nor  "was  that  all.  The 
w>wn  oonld  claim  interest  at  4  per 
cent  on  unpaid  duties,  and  the  right  to 
such  interest  aoorued  firom  the  mommt 
when  the  dutiM  were  legally  due.  It 
was  obvious  that  this  must  be  the 
cause  of  great  hardship — he  might  aay  of 
injustice — to  many  persons;  and  he  had 
in  his  hand  numerous  instances  of  this, 
with  the  whole  of  which  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  trouble  the  House  ;  but  he  would 

give  one  or  two  illustrations.  Isabella 
ampbell  died  in  October,  1807.  She 
directed  her  real  estate  to  be  sold  on  the 
death  of  Isabella  Qilmore.  The  Legacy 
and  Probate  Duties  were  diily  paid  on 
tiie  personalty.  The  real  estate  was 
•old  in  1 840,  and  the  datj  was  demanded 
in  1880  upon  it.  Thomas  Ledwell  died  in 
1803,  bequeathing iheinterestof  £1,710 
Beduced  to  an  illegitimate  daughter 
for  life.  Tnuteesof  the  will  were  ap- 
pointed by  the  Court  of  Chancery  in 
1805.  In  1829  fresh  trustees  were  ap- 
pointed, and  the  present  trustees  in  De- 
cember, 1852.  The  daughter  died  in 
May,  1885,  and  duty  was  claimed  on  the 
dividends  paid  to  her  from  1808.  The 
claim  was  compromised  by  the  payment 
of  the  duty  from  1852.  A.  and  B. 
settled  £14,000  in  1833  upon  trust  to 

Say  the  income  to  a  siBter  0.,  and  on  her 
eathforher  children  D.andE.  D.mar- 
ried  in  1849,  when  her  share  of  the  fund 


was  settiied.  E.  married  in  1852,  when 
her  share  was  settled.  0.  died  in  October, 
1 853,  when  the  funds  were  transferred. 
The  Succession  Duty  Act  came  into  ope- 
ration in  May,  1853  ;  the  duty  was 
claimed  in  1885.  Lord  Pomfret  died  in 
1 838.  A  elaim  on  jointure  was  made  in 
1865  under  his  will,  executed  in  aooOTd- 
ance  with  a  power  in  his  brother's  will. 
Acoounts  of  both  estates  passed,  and  Uie 
estate  of  Lord  Pomfret  was  administered 
in  the  Court  of  Chancery.  Duty  was 
claimed  at  10  per  cent,  and  the  claim 
was  settled  for  £1,024.  Those,  he 
thought,  were  sufficient  to  support  his 
view  of  the  harsh  operation  of  the  pre- 
sent law;  but  there  was  another  and 
very  important  aspect  in  which  it  had  to 
be  regarded — namely,  the  title  to  real 
property.  As  the  law  stood,  it  was  neces- 
sary for  a  purchaser  of  any  property  to 
ascertain  whether  and  how  it  had  be- 
come liable  to  Succession  Duty  at  any 
time  since  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
1853;  and  whether  all  such  dutieahad 
been  paid.  If  he  did  not  do  so,  he 
might  be  liable  at  any  time  to  have  a 
claim  for  such  duty  sprung  upon  him ; 
and  any  solicitor  passing  a  title  liable  to 
it  would  be  personally  responsible  to  his 
client  for  having  done  so.  It  was  evi- 
dent, therefore,  that  all  their  efforts  to 
limit  or  shorten  the  title  to  real  pro- 
perty would  be  in  vain  whilst  the  claims 
to  Succession  Duty  remained  in  their 
present  position.  He  hoped  that  he  had 
shown  enough  of  the  operation  of  the 
law  as  regarded  individuals,  personal 
property,  and  real  estate,  to  justify  his 
calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
subject.  He  would  conclude  by  moving 
"that  a  limitation  in  point  of  time 
should  be  applicable  to  liabilities  for 
duties  to  the  Crown." 

Mb.  DODDS  (Stockton),  in  rising  to 
second  the  Motion,  said,  that  the  fact 
that  it  emanated  from  his  hon.  Friend 
opposite  (Mr.  Qregory)  was  suflScient 
to  commend  it  to  the  House,  for  he 
nerer  made  a  proposition  in  the  House 
that  was  not  worthy  of  consideration, 
and  generally  of  adoption.  He  was 
quite  sure  that  if  hon.  Members  would 
look  into  the  facts  with  reference  to 
this  matter  they  would  be  satisfied 
that  this  Motion  ought  to  be  adopted. 
The  time  within  which  the  Crown  should 
prosecute  its  claim  ought  to  bear  some 
reference  to  the  time  to  which  indiriduals 
were  limited  for  taking  aoti<m.   He  had 
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no  hesitation  in  eaying  that  in  agreeing 
to  this  Motion  hon.  Members  would  be 
taking  a  step  towards  the  cheapeniDg  of 
the  transfer  of  land.  He  was  very  glad 
it  fell  to  the  lot  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler)  to  reply  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  opposite,  as  from  his 
extended  experience  in  these  matters  he 
would  understand  the  value  of  the  Mo- 
tion. If  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
prepared  to  accept  the  Motion  abso- 
lutely, he  trusted  that  he  would  be  able, 
in  conjunction  with  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  to  introduce  into  the  Budget 
the  su^estion  he  had  made  in  1879  that 
there  should  be  but  one  duty  payable 
ou  the  death  of  the  testator.  He  com- 
mended the  Motion  heartily  to  the  con- 
sideration of  Her  Higesty's  GoTem- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  tho  words 
"  a  limitation  in  point  of  time  should  bo  appli- 
cable to  liabilities  for  dntifis  to  tba  CrowD,*' — 
{Mr.  Oregory,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tho 
Question." 

Me.  ABTHTJB  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.),  in  supporting  the  Motion,  said, 
he  did  so  with  special  pleasure,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  he  was  acquainted 
with  a  case  in  the  county  he  represented 
(Donegal)  which  raised  the  point  at 
issue.  A  man  named  M'Donnell  be- 
queathed his  property,  a  small  one,  to 
the  Moat  Bev.  Dr.  Murray,  then  Bishop 
of  the  diocese,  for  charitable  purposes, 
giving,  however,  a  life  interest  to  his 
widow.  The  latter  outlived  Dr.  Murray, 
and  the  property  came  to  his  successor, 
Cardinal  OuUen,  who,  yielding  to  the 
representations  of  the  then  Bishop  of 
Saphoe,  handed  over  the  property  to 
his  Lordship  to  be  used  strictly  in  charity,  . 
but  always  having  regard  to  the  claims 
of  an  old  priest.  Father  Brady,  a  rela- 
tive of  the  testator.  For  a  very  long 
time  the  Inland  Bevenue  officers  ap- 
peared to  have  taken  no  steps  whatever, 
though  they  had  had  full  information. 
After  the  lapse  of  a  considerable  period 
of  time,  however,  they  suddenly  un- 
earthed this  old  priest  and  came  on  him 
for  a  large  amount  of  Succession  Duty. 
They  not  only  charged  the  Succession 
Duty,  but  also  a  large  amount  of  in- 
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terest  in  respect  of  the  years  during 
which  they  had  neglected  to  collect  the 
duty.  As  he,  however,  was  not  in  any 
way  legally  the  owner  of  the  property 
and  not  liable,  they  then  unearthed  the 
Most  Rev.  Dr.  Logue,  the  present  Bishop 
of  Raphoe,  and  compelled  him  to  pay 
£168  Succession  Duty — the  nominal 
value  of  the  property  was  about  £100 
a-year~but  in  consequence  of  the  neces- 
sary reduction  of  rents  the  actual  amount 
was  only  £60.  His  Lordship  had,  by 
the  exercise  of  very  great  economy,  put 
together  enough  money  to  build  a  much- 
needed  school-house  for  the  tenants. 
The  ground  for  this  was  marked  off  and 
the  materials  got  ready  for  the  schools, 
when  down  came  the  Inland  Revenue, 
and  not  only  demanded  £168  Succession 
Duty,  but  interest  for  the  many  years  in 
which  they  had  been  lying  idle  to  the 
amount  of  £51  in  addition.  The  con- 
sequence was,  that  the  Bishop  was 
obliged  to  communicate  with  the  priests 
of  the  parish  that  all  his  economy  had 
gone  for  nothing,  had  been  in  vain,  and 
that  the  school  so  bsdiy  needed  could 
not  be  built,  as  he  had  not  one  farthing 
left,  having  to  surrender  aU  he  had  to 
pay  the  Inland  Revenue  o^im.  He  be- 
ueved,  however,  that  the  Revenue  aut^ 
rities  had  a  legal  claim  to  the  money ; 
but,  whether  that  was  so  or  not,  their 
conduct  in  the  matter  was  harsh  in  the 
extreme.  Considering  the  lapse  of  time 
that  had  taken  place,  this  was  really 
most  inequitable  ;  and  he  believed  that 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sussex  would  prevent  the  recurrence  of 
such  injustice.  Such  cases  as  these 
showed  that  the  law  was  not  in  a  satis- 
factory state,  and  he  was  of  opinion  that 
the  Motion  ought  to  bo  accepted. 

Mb.  COBB  (Warwick,  8.E.,  Rugby), 
in  supporting  the  Resolution,  said,  the 
risks  to  which  trustees  were  exposed 
were  often  at  the  bands  of  those  whom 
they  sought  to  benefit ;  and  he  thought 
that,  though  what  was  asked  was  a 
small  instalment,  it  was  worth  gin^. 
He  hoped  bis  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  would  speak  on  this  subject  as 
a  member  of  the  Frofesedon,  and  not 
merely  as  Secretary  to  the  Treasury. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowleb)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  said,  that  the  high 
authority  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Ghregon'),  and  the  uniformly  fair  way  in 
which  he  always  stated  his  case,  invested 
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hie  ouDiODB  with  a  weight  which  at- 
tached to  few  hon.  Membere  of  the 
House,  and  made  it  difficult  to  answer 
him.  His  hon.  Friend  had  laid  before 
the  House  the  case  of  the  executors  and 
teastem,  bat  did  not  state  the  case  of 
the  Government.  No  one  knew  better 
than  his  hon.  Friend  that  hard  cases 
made  bad  law.  And  it  would  be  impos* 
sible  to  administer  any  law  which  did 
not  entail  some  hardship  of  which  the 
taxpayer  might  properly  complain.  He 
would  explain  how  the  question  stood, 
and  show  that  it  would  be  unwise  to  agree 
to  such  a  limit  as  his  hon.  Friend  would 
propose.  The  Duties  to  which  his  hon. 
Friend  referred  were  Death  Duties,  and 
to  these  he  would  confine  his  observa- 
tions. There  were  four  descriptions  of 
duties  levied  under  that  head — namely, 
Probate  Duty,  Account  Duty,  Succession 
Duty,  and  liogacy  Duty.  Aa  to  the 
first,  the  Probate  Duty,  there  was  no 
difficulty  about  its  collection.  It  was 
bound  to  be  paid  within  six  months  of 
the  testator's  death.  The  Aocount  Duty, 
which  was  not  generally  known  to  the 
public,  but  which  had  been  introduced 
within  the  last  few  years,  was  practically 
a  sort  of  subsidiary  Probate  Duty,  and 
was  intended  to  touch  property  made 
the  subject  of  voluntary  settlement  or 
given  in  anticipation  of  death  to  evade 
the  payment  of  Probate  Duty.  In  that 
case,  also,  the  executors  were  bound  to 
pay  the  duty  within  the  proper  time. 
Coming,  then,  to  the  Legacy  and  Suo- 
cession  Duties,  when  was  the  Legacy 
Duty  payable?  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Stockton  (Mr.  Dodds)  would 
have  one  uniform  rate  levied  totally 
irrespective  of  the  devolution  of  ttie  pro- 
perty, and  no  Legacy  or  Succession  Doty 
should  be  afterwards  charged.  It  was 
not  for  him  to  anticipate  the  statement 
of  the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Bxohequer ;  bnt 
he  was  bound  to  admit  that  there  was  a 
great  deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of  that 
view,  and  if  such  a  tax  could  be  imposed 
so  as  not  to  create  a  loss  to  the  Exche- 
quer it  might  recommend  itself  to  the 
House  and  the  country.  In  1881  the 
Prime  Miniater  (Mr.  Gladstone)  made  a 
change  approved  by  the  country  gene- 
rally, in  which  he  substituted  an  uniform 
Probate  Duty  of  3  per  cent,  and  where 
the  property  descended  to  the  children 
or  lineal  descendants  no  further  duty 
was  imposed.  But  at  present  they  had 
to  deal  with  a  most  complicated  system 
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under  which  legacies  were  bequeathed. 
The  Legacy  Duty  was  not  payable  un^ 
the  legacy  itself  was  payable.  It  might 
possibly  be  in  12  months  after  the  tes- 
tator's death ;  it  might  possibly  be  not 
for  years  afterwards.  Suppose  a  man 
left  property  to  his  widow,  then  to  his 
married  daughter,  and  then  to  her  chil- 
dren. No  Legacy  Dut^  accrued  until 
after  the  death  of  the  widow.  It  would 
be  impossible  to  ascertain  what  the  duty 
was  until  the  time  of  its  payment  had 
arrived ;  but  how  could  they  fix  a  date 
of  that  kind  ?  His  hon.  Friend  said 
30  years  might  be  fixed.  But  in  a  recent 
case  the  tenant  for  life  survived  the 
testator  60  yeard,  a  sum  of  £  100,000  had 
to  be  divided,  and  99  estates  to  be 
grappled  with.  The  whole  of  his  argu- 
ment rested  upon  this — that  the  duty 
ought  to  be  paid  before  the  legacy  was 
paid,  or  before  the  property  was  divided, 
that  the  only  person  who  had  control  of 
the  property  was  the  executor  or  trustee 
as  the  case  might  be,  and  if  the  exeontor 
or  trustee  did  not  pay,  bnt  divided  the 
property,  the  executor  or  trustee  ought 
to  be  liable  to  pay  the  duty  which  the 
Crown  had  lost.  If  the  Legislature  was 
prepared  to  extend  the  legislation  of  1 881 
and  say  that  the  whole  might  be  com- 
muted by  an  additional  ^  per  cent,  a 
settlement  might  be  made,  and  perhaps 
the  country  might  be  a  gainer.  The 
Inland  Revenue  had  between  60,000 
and  100,000  cases  waiting  the  death  of 
various  persons  upon  whose  death  the 
duty  would  accrue,  and  the  I  per 
cent  payable  by  the  children  or  their 
descendants  was  estimated  at  not  less 
than  £2,000,000  payable  to  the  Grown. 
He  did  not  mean  £2,000,000  on  which 
the  duty  had  to  be  paid,  but  £2,000,000 
of  duty.  A  great  point  had  been  made 
with  reference  to  the  Succession  Duties; 
and  he  thought  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  moved  the  Amendment  must  have 
forgotten  tiiat  the  Commissioners  were 
bound  to  certify  that  the  duty  was  paid, 
and  that,  therefore,  there  wae  no  diffi- 
culty iu  showing  that  it  had  been  paid. 
"Whether  it  was  real  or  personal  pro- 
perty, if  the  trustee  did  his  duty  and 
paid  the  tax  there  would  be  no  question 
or  difficulty.  But  they  were  asked  to 
say  that  they  would  give  the  executor 
a  certain  number  of  years  in  which  he 
might  or  might  not  pay  the  tax,  and  if 
he  did  not  pay  the  tax  then  he  was  to 
go  soot-fne,  and  the  Grown  was  to  have 
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no  opportunity  of  foUowiug  him.  There 
was  another  serious  question  in  which 
the  Berenue  was  concerned.  If  a  Statute 
of  limitations  were  passed  the  effect 
would  be  that  the  duties  would  not  be 
paid  until  the  period  had  run  out,  and 
then  the  Crown  would  find  that  the 
parties  had  gone.  The  broad  principle 
upon  which  the  law  rested  was  this — 
all  property  under  settlement  under 
intestacy  was  in  the  le^al  hands  of 
trustees,  or  executors,  or  administrators, 
as  the  case  might  be.  It  was  their  duty 
before  they  parted  with  property  to  see 
that  the  taxation  which  me  Legislature 
had  imposed  upon  it  was  paid.  If  they 
diecharged  that  duty  they  were  subject 
to  no  further  liability  or  risk ;  if  they 
did  not  they  ran  a  risk.  Then  it  was 
said  that  the  period  within  which  the 

{tayment  should  be  made  ought  to  be 
imited.  He  contended  that  a  statutory 
limitation  of  this  description  would  be 
an  incentive  to  fraud,  a  premium  on 
carelessness,  and  would  seriously  affect 
the  whole  working  of  the  duties  and 
injure  the  Revenue.  On  these  grounds 
ho  aeked  the  House  to  negative  the 
Amendment. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  (Islo  of 
Wight)  said,  that  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  hon.  Member  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  had  really  lost  sight  of  the  case 
put  forward  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory).  He 
did  not  understand  that  his  hon.  Friend 
had  any  objection  to  proper  provisions 
being  made  to  protect  the  Revenue. 
What  he  did  understand  him  to  say  was 
that  the  Crown  should  not  have  an  un- 
limited period  during  which  they  might 
come  down  on  innocent  parties  for  sums 
of  money  for  which  they  were  not 
liable  morally  and  scarcely  legally.  A 
number  of  cases  had  been  put  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  length  of 
time  during  which  executors  had  been 
administering  estates ;  but  his  hon. 
Friend  did  not  suggest  that  the  time  of 
limitation  should  run  for  any  period 
before  the  day  on  which  the  duty  became 
payable.  His  point  was,  however,  that, 
assuming  the  duties  had  become  payable, 
there  should  be  some  time,  be  did  not 
say  what  time — a  long  time  if  they 
liked — but  some  period  of  limitation  as 
against  the  Crown.  The  Secretary  to  tho 
l^easury  had  referred  to  a  life  interest 
lasting  over  60  years,  at  the  termina- 


tion of  which  period  the  duty  became 
payable.  As  he  nnderatood  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sussex,  he  suggested  that 
when  the  duty  became  payable  at  the 
end  of  the  60  years,  or  at  any  other 
period,  there  should  be  a  time  within 
which  the  duty  could  be  recovered.  He 
desired  to  say  that  he  would  not  will- 
ingly be  a  party  to  any  scheme  which 
would  open  a  door  to  fraud ;  and  his 
hon.  Friend  would  agree  that  in  any 
scheme  such  as  that  which  ho  had  put 
forward  proper  provisions  should  be  in- 
serted to  protect  the  Government  in  case 
of  fraud.  He  could  not  but  think  that 
it  was  for  the  protection  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  there  should  be  a  period 
within  which  claims  could  be  recovered. 
Tho  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  H. 
H.  Fowler)  had  said  that  the  result  of 
adopting  such  a  proposal  as  that  sug- 
gested  by  his  hon.  Friend  would  be 
that  the  duties  would  not  be  paid  until 
after  the  day  fixed  by  Statute  had 
elapsed.  That  meant  that  the  law  would 
be  evaded  ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
Department  did  find  people  out  who  had 
not  paid  the  duties ;  and  in  cases  which 
had  come  under  his  notice  proceedings 
had  been  taken  and  money  recovered. 
Hesubmitted  that  Gome  limitation  should 
be  fixed,  under  proper  safeguards,  within 
which  the  duties  should  be  paid  to  the 
Revenue. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian)  said,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  (Sir  Bichard  Webster) 
had  stated  that  bis  hon.  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  had  not  met  the  question  as 
put  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sussex 
(Mr.  Gregory).  He  (Mr.  Gladstone)  was 
rather  tempted  to  retaliate,  and  to  say 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
not  met  the  point  of  his  hon.  Friend's 
speech.  The  Government  could  not  ac- 
cede to  a  Resolution  of  this  nature  on 
the  Motion  that  the  Speaker  do  leave 
the  Chair.  They  could  not  give  a  pro- 
mise to  deal  with  a  subject  of  this  kind 
until  they  saw  the  manner  and  form  in 
which  it  was  proposed  to  be  dealt  with, 
and  until  they  were  themselves  prepared 
with  a  satisfactory  form.  They  had  not 
yet  reached  that  stage.  He  would  sug- 
gest this  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Sussex 
— that  if  he  raised  a  substantive  Motion 
— and  he  did  not  say  it  was  at  all  im- 
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possible — ^he  ooiild  promise  liim  that  it 
would  be  received  oy  iha  Government 
mtirely  in  a  practical  spirit.  It  was 
impossible  to  take  exception  to  the  gene- 
ral doctrine  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Sir  Bichard  "Webster)  who 
had  joat  sat  down,  or  to  that  of  the 
ICoTer  of  the  Amendment.  Frimd  facie, 
there  was  something  plausible  and  equi- 
table in  the  application  for  limitation  of 
the  Grown  rights  in  this  case.  He  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  hoped  the  day  would  come 
when  his  hon.  Friend  behind  him  (Mr. 
Dodde)  might  well  see  effect  given  to 
his  views.  They  had  done  a  little  in 
that  respeot,  and  he  trusted  that  the 
time  would  come  when  all  these  life- 
long daims  would  be  got  rid  of  by  a 
great  change  in  the  Law  of  Death 
Duties.  Any  proposal  such  as  the  one 
now  before  them  was,  only  at  best,  a 
modification  of  an  extremely  compli- 
cated and  very  objectionable  eystem. 
He  understood  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemim  to  say  that  they  should  not 
punish  innocent  parties  who  bad  never 
been  bound  to  perform  any  legal  aot  and 
never  would  be  bound  to  perform  any 
legal  aot  in  this  respect.  But  the  Go- 
Temment  case  was  this — The  duties 
passed  through  the  medium  of  executors 
who  bad  no  beneficial  interest  in  the 
matter.  They  could  hardly  expect  them 
to  be  very  zealous  and  to  give  the  ne- 
cessary notice  to  the  Revenue  Depart- 
ment. It  was  exceedingly  difficult  for 
the  Department  of  Inland  Kevenue  to 
obtain  precise  knowledge  as  to  when 
the  claims  of  the  Crown  accrued  and  the 
legacy  became  payable.  And  if  the  un- 
limited right  of  the  Crown  should  be 
subjected  to  limitation  it  would  cripple 
exceedingly  the  representatives  of  the 
public — ^the  heads  of  the  Department— 
in  the  performance  of  their  important 
duty,  because  they  had  no  distinct 
means  of  ascertaining  wbon  the  legacy 
became  payable,  and  the  only  way  of 
obtaining  the  dut^  in  many  oases  was 
to  enforce  the  (daims  when  they  dis- 
covered them.  Of  course,  it  was  ob- 
vious that  they  were  not  likely  to  post- 
one  the  matter  unduly.  They  did  not 
eep  these  things  hanging  over  the 
beads  of  persons  liable  to  pay  through 
any  default  of  their  own ;  and  although 
it  might  be  perfectly  true  that  the  person 
upon  whom  they  came  down  might  be 
an  innocent  person,  and  might  not  him- 
self have  been  guilty  of  the  fault,  Uie 


ersons  through  whom  his  interests  had 
een  transferred — namely,  the  executors 
— were  the  persons  that  nod  been  guilty 
of  default.  The  House  might  not  be 
able  to  lay  very  heavy  blame  upon  them. 
One  could  not  say  that  they  had  com- 
mitted any  grave  legal  or  moral  offence. 
The  wonder  rather  was  how  people  in 
this  country  we^  induced  to  perform 
without  remuneration  so  indomitably  as 
they  did  the  enormous  mass  of  dutiu 
— difficult  and  irksome  duties— that 
were  incumbent  upon  trustees  and  exe- 
cutors. That  being  tbe  state  of  the 
case,  the  Government  did  not  give  a 
pledge  prematurely  upon  the  subject ; 
but  if  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Ghregoryj 
thought  he  could  frame  a  proposition, 
he  could  assure  him  it  should  have  from 
the  Government  a  fair  and  candid  con- 
sideration, with  no  indisposition  to  give 
fair  scope  to  the  general  views  which  he 
had  urged  upon  tbe  House. 

8ia  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.) :  If  I  rise  to  say  a  few 
words  on  this  matter,  Sir,  it  is  not  with 
any  wish  to  criticize  anything  that  has 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
in  regard  to  a  very  complicated  questaon, 
which  perhaps  can  only  be  fully  under- 
stood by  those  who  have  practical  ex- 
perience of  the  work  of  collecting  the 
duty.  After  the  discussion  which  has 
taken  place  on  the  Motion  of  my  hon. 
JEViend  (Mr.  Gregory),  on  which  I  do 
not  now  desire  to  express  any  opinion, 
it  will  be  seen  that  there  is  very  great 
difficulty  in  dealing  with,  this  question- 
We  remember  cases  of  hardship  suf- 
fered by  trustees  and  executors  as  well 
as  by  persons  themselves  having  an 
interest  in  the  property  on  which  the 
duty  has  to  be  paid ;  but  we  must  be 
careful  that  in  our  desire  to  protect 
individuals  from  hardship  we  do  not 
do  anything  to  damage  the  Bevenne. 
I  think  that  the  introduction  of  a 
limitation  in  all  cases  would  give  an 
opening  for  fraud,  and  I  will  suggest 
in  support  of  this  argument  one  point 
in  connection  with  the  payment  of  the 
Succession  Duty.  If  I  am  wrong  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Kr. 
Gladstone)  will  correct  me ;  but  I  think 
that  when  the  Succession  Duty  was  first 
imposed  it  was  given  as  a  boon  to  real 
property,  that  the  duty  on  timber  should 
not  be  paid  when  the  inheritance  ac- 
crued, but  only  when .  the  timber  was 
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Bold  in  after  jeare.  Therefore,  there 
might  be  the  risk  that  if  a  limitation 
vere  introdaoed  it  would  tempt  penons 
ta  delay  making  retuma  which  the  law 
requires  them  to  make,  and.  m  evade 
the  duty  altogether.  I  hope  that  my 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gregory)  will  be 
content  with  the  assurance  he  has  re- 
ceired  from  the  Prime  Minister,  that 
if  he  undertakes  to  bring  in  s  Bill  on 
the  subject — and  there  is  no  one  bettor 

Jaalified  for  the  task  than  the  hon. 
[ember — that  Bill  will  hare  the  favour- 
able consideration  of  the  Gtovemment; 
and  I  hope  that,  while  it  may  afford  re- 
lief to  individuals,  it  will  at  the  same 
time  prove  a  measure  which  will  secure 
the  Kevenuea  of  the  country  from  fraud. 

Mb.  WAEMINaTON  (Monmouth, 
W.)  said,  that  already  executors  bur- 
dened with  a  trust  had  the  power,  under 
the  Act  43  Vict.,  to  go  to  the  Inland 
Bevenue  Department  and  ask  the  duty 
to  be  assessed  once  for  all,  and,  that 
being  done,  the  Inland  Bevenue  could 

S've  a  full  discharge  to  the  executors, 
lerefore,  if  any  executors  had  any 
difficulty  they  had  only  to  avail  them- 
selves of  that  Act  of  Parliament,  so  that 
no  hardship  could  accrue  to  them.  If 
some  similar  provision  were  inserted  in 
regard  to  Succession  Duty  no  hardship 
wonld  be  felt  at  all.  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, the  House  would  not  think  that 
trustees  were  liable  to  such  hardships  as 
had  been  represented. 

Ma.  LIONEL  COHEN  (Paddington, 
N.)  complained  of  the  hardship  inflicted 
in  consequence  of  the  Inland  Kevenue 
Department  requiring  payment  from  in- 
dividuals not  only  of  the  principal  sum 
due  as  duty,  but  also  of  compound  in- 
terest, which,  in  one  case  he  knew  of,  had 
been  exacted  for  a  period  of  23  years. 
He  would  suggest  that  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter should  use  his  influence  with  the 
Department  until  there  was  some  re- 
laxation of  the  law  to  induce  them  to 
act  somewhat  less  stringently  than  they 
did  in  enforcing  paymentsof  interest  such 
OS  had  been  complained  of. 

Ur.  GBEaOBY  said,  that  the  offer 
of  the  Government  was  very  flattering 
and  very  diflBcult.  After,  however,  the 
satisfactory  statement  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, he  wonld  accept  it,  and  would, 
therefore,  ask  leave  to  withdraw  his 
Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  tnthdraten. 


NATIONAL  ENOAaEMBNTS. 

BESOLUTIOH. 

Mb.  BIGHAHD  (Merthyr  Tydvil),  in 
rising  to  move — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  not 
jnst  or  expedient  to  emhark  in  war,  contmct 
engragementa  inTolving  grave  responubilities 
for  the  Nation,  and  add  territories  to  the  Empire 
without  the  knowledge  aud  coQaent  of  Farlia- 
ment," 

aaid :  We  are  a  people  who  pride  our- 
selves not  a  little  upon  being  a  soli- 
governing  nation.  AVe  are  apt  to  look 
with  a  good  deal  of  pity,  not  perhaps 
quite  unmingled  with  contempt,  upon 
communities  which  are  subject  to  des- 
potic rule  and  have  no  voice  in  the  dis- 
posal of  their  own  destinies.  Aod  in 
all  minor  matters  we  are  ready  to  defend 
this  right  of  self-government  vrith  great 
tenacity.  If  any  attempt  were  made  to 
levy  the  smallest  tax,  or  to  impose  any 
civic  obligation  upon  our  people,  without 
the  authority  of  Parliament,  the  country 
would  be  convulsed  with  excitement  and 
indignation.  And  yet,  in  regard  to  one 
Department  of  Government,  dealing 
with  matters  which  are  of  the  highest 
importance,  and  which  involve  far  - 
reaching  iasuea  and  consequences,  the 
Department  which  controls  all  ques- 
tions of  foreign  policy,  we  are  prac- 
tically, as  far  as  X  can  see,  absolutely 
powerless  and  helpless.  Any  official, 
acting  in  our  name,  in  any  part  of  the 
world,  may  plunge  us  into  war,  with  all 
the  sacrifices  of  treasure  and  blood,  and 
all  the  solemn  responsibilities  which  a 
state  of  war  involves ;  or  may  contract 
engagements  on  our  behalf,  entailing 
grave  and  lasting  obligations ;  or  may 
make  large  additions  to  our  dominions, 
the  care  of  which,  and  the  defence  of 
which,  devolve  upon  the  nation  ;  and  all 
this  may  be  done  without  our  knowledge 
and  consent.  Perhaps  I  may  be  told 
that  the  matters  I  specify  belong  to  the 
Royal  Prerogative,  that  the  Sovereign 
alone  has  the  right  to  make  war  and 
contract  treaties,  and  enlarge  the  boun- 
daries of  the  Empire ;  but  we  all  know 
perfectly  well  that,  whatever  may  have 
been  the  case  in  former  times,  that  is 
now  a  mere  fiction,  and  a  very  mia- 
chievous  fiction,  too,  which  may  enable 
an  ambitious  or  unscrupulous  Minister 
to  hide  himself  behind  tne  Throne,  and 
so  escape  the  responsibili^  of  his  own 
acts ;  for,  as  Sir  Henry  Uayne  says,  in 
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hiB  recent  work  oa  Popular  Oovtrnmmt, 
spealdnff  of  the  cliaiige  that,  in  this 
respect,  nas  come  over,  if  not  our  Con- 
stitution, atleost  our  habitual  practice— 

"  At  present  the  Sovereign  can  make  neither 
war,  nor  treaty  ;  he  can  appoint  neither  Am- 
bassador, nor  Judge ;  he  can  do  oo  exeeutive 
act  AU  these  powers  have  gone  over  to  what 
is  a  sort  of  Committee  of  Parliament,  calling 
themselves  the  Cabinet,'* 

who  are  practically  irresponsible.  That 
was  not  always  the  case  in  this  country. 
Our  ancestors  were  extremely  jealous  of 
intrusting  these  formidable  powers  to 
an  irresponsible  Executive.  For  many 
generations,  scrupulous  care  was  taken 
to  associate  the  Great  Council  of  the 
Nation,  or  Parliament,  with  the  Sovereign 
in  regard  to  war-making  and  Treaty- 
makiDf .  Mr.  Freeman,  in  his  Stttory 
of  tkt  £(orman  Conquest,  tells  us  that,  in 
Anglo-Saxon  times,  the  Great  Council 
of  the  Nation  had  its  active  share  in 
those  branches  of  Qtivernment  which 
modem  Constitutional  theories  mark  as 
the  special  domain  of  the  Executive. 
He  says — 

"  Tbe  King  and  his  Witan,  and  not  the  King 
alone,  cooeluded  treaties,  made  grants  of  folk- 
land,  ordained  the  assemblage  of  fleets  and 
armies,"  &c 

And  far  further  down  than  that  in  our 
history,  in  those  periods  when  we  are 
apt  to  imagine  that  the  King  was  with- 
out Constitutional  chock,  Mr.  Toulmiu 
Smith,  in  his  learned  publication, 
larliamentat y  Jiemembraneer,  has  ad- 
duced a  series  of  precedents,  extending 
over  several  centuries,  to  prove  that  it 
was  a  well-defined  rule,  which,  our 
boldest  Kings  dared  not  violate,  that 
the  consent  of  the  Great  Council,  and 
afterwards  of  the  Parliament,  was  neces- 
sary to  a  war,  or  a  Treaty.  I  will  not 
weary  the  House  by  reciting  tbe  many 
cases  which  he  quotes  from  the  EoUs  of 
Parliament,  and  other  authorities,  in 
proof  of  this.  I  will  mention  only,  as 
a  sample,  one  ease,  which  seems  to  me 
to  be  one  of  singular  interest.  In  the 
fifth  year  of  Edward  III.,  the  King's 
Chancellor,  addressing  Parliament,  said 
that  he — 

"  Snmmmdd  the  Parliament  in  order  to  make 

peace  or  other  issue  to  the  dissensions  between 
the  Kings  of  England  and  France.*'  .  .  ,  "The 
said  Chancellor,"  says  the  Rolls  of  Parliament, 
"  on  the  part  of  our  Lord  the  King,  asked  of 
all  the  Barons  and  great  men  then  assembled 
whether  the  King  should  take  the  way  of  arbi- 
txaUon,  as  the  King  of  Prance  had  proposed,  or 


should  make  war.  The  Prelates,  Earls,  Baronr, 
and  other  great  men  counselled  as  the  best,  that 
the  King  should  make  a  friendly  treaty  with 
the  King  of  Prance  on  the  aforesaid  matters." 

Now  I  want  to  know,  why  this  House 
and  the  "  Prelates,  Earls,  and  Barons"  of 
the  other  House  should  not  have  the 
opportunity,  as  their  predecessors  had, 
of  recommending  arbitration,  as  a  sab- 
stitute  for  war,  in  some  of  the  many 
quarrels  in  which  this  country  gets  in- 
volved in  all  parte  of  the  world  ?  After 
a  while,  the  power  and  the  right  of 
counselling  the  Executive  Government 
on  matters  of  peace  and  war,  seem  to 
have  been  gradually  devolved  upon  the 
Privy  Council,  at  a  time  when  that 
Body  was  a  reality,  and  not,  as  it  is 
now,  a  sham.  I  believe  that  this  con- 
tinued until  the  Beign  of  Charles  H., 
when  the  King,  as  Ur.  Hallam  says, 
"  wanted  to  be  absolute,  for  which  both 
he  and  his  brother  had  a  great  pre- 
dilection." I  have  no  doubt  they  had. 
[^LaughterS^  There  were  many  bad 
things  done  in  the  Beign  of  Charles  II., 
and  this  was  one  of  them ;  after  which, 
Mr.  Hallam  says  there  is  no  tangible 
character  to  which  responsibility  is  at- 
tached. That  learned  historian  has  some 
instructive  remarks  on  this  subject,  to 
which  I  venture  to  ask  the  attention  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  who  smiled  rather 
incredulously  just  now,  when  I  spoke  of 
the  Cabinet  as  an  irresponsible  Body. 
Mr.  Hallam  says — 

"  It  may  he  that  no  absolute  oonective  is 
practicable  for  this  apparent  deficiency  in  our 
constitutional  security ;  but  it  is  expedient  to 
keep  it  well  in  mind,  because  all  Ministers  speak 
loudly  of  their  responsibility,  and  are  apt,  upon 
faith  of  this  imaginary  guarantee,  to  obtain  a 
previous  confidence  from  Parliament  which  they 
may,  in  fact,  abuse  with  impunity.  For  should 
the  bad  success,  or  detected  guilt,  of  thdr  mea- 
sures raise  a  popular  cry  against  them,  and 
censure  or  penalty  be  demanded  by  their  op- 
ponents, they  will  mfallibly  shroud  their  persons 
in  the  dark  recesses  of  the  Cabinet,  and  em- 
ploy every  art  to  shift  off  the  burthen  of  in- 
dividuul  liability." 

Wo  may  be  told  that  Parliament  has  a 
check  upon  war-making,  because  it 
holds  the  power  of  the  purse,  and  the 
Government  must  come  to  this  and  the 
other  House  for  a  Vote  of  Credit,  which 
they  may  refuse.  But  that  power  is  per- 
fectly illusory,  because  almost  invariably 
the  war  ia  idready  made.  Our  ships  of 
war  are  in  active  operation,  shelling  the 
enemy's  coasts,  bombarding  towns,  and 
committiog  generally  all  the  havoo  they 
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can,  and  our  troops  have  marohed  to  the 
frontier,  and  are  in  the  field,  before  the 
Ministere  come  to  Farliammt  and  ask 
for  money.  And  then,  if  there  is  any 
demur,  we  are  met  with  snoh  exclama- 
tions as  these — *'  "What !  are  we  now  to 
draw  back,  after  we  have  commenced 
hostilities  ?  Eight  or  wrong,  we  must 
go  forward,  and  not  forsake  the  brare 
men  who  are  fighting  for  us."  I  can 
give  a  practical  illustration  of  this. 
When  the  question  as  to  the  source 
from  which  the  expenses  of  the  last 
Afghan  "War  was  to  be  defrayed  was 
first  mooted  in  this  House,  my  late  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Fawoett)  moved  an 
Amendment,  to  the  effect  that  it  would 
be  unjust  to  apply  the  Bevenues  of 
Lidia  for  that  purpose.  I  believe  there 
was  no  man  in  this  House,  or  the  coun- 
try, more  strenuously  opposed  to  that 
policy  of  aggression,  which  led  to  the 
AfgluinWar,  than  Kr.  Fawcett.  But 
he  was  veiy  careful  to  disclaim  any  in- 
tention of  wishing  to  stop  the  supplies 
for  the  war.    These  were  his  words — 

"  Before  Parliament  met,  ho  declared  to  bis 
conetitnteiita  ....  that  when  war  had  once 
been  commenced,  nothing  was  ao  idle  as  to  sup- 
pose that  the  House  of  Cktmmons  could  stop  the 
expenditure  which  had  been  incurred.  .  .  .  ^o 
■ouiers  who  were  in  the  field  mast  be  paid,  the 
stores  procured,  or  ordered,  must  be  paid  for. 
.  .  .  Indeed  80  absolutely  impossible,  when  a 
war  had  had  once  begun,  was  it  to  stop  Sup- 
plies, that  the  House  of  Commons  could  prac- 
tically exercise  no  control ;  and  he  felt  this  bo 
itroDgly  that  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
he  did  everythhig  in  his  power  to  get  Parliament 
summoned  before  war  was  declared  ;  and  ho  felt 
that  had  that  been  done,  and  if,  before  the  war, 
they  had  only  had  the  information  thej  now 
possessed,  this  war  would  never  have  began." — 
(3  Santard,  [343]  8S6.) 

Just  BO ;  but  we  never  do  get  the  infor- 
mation that  would  guide  our  judgment, 
before  the  war  bre^s  out.  And  it  ap- 
pears to  be  a  received  maxim  of  our 
national  morality,  that  when  war  has 
broken  out,  it  must  be  prosecuted  to  the 
bitter  end,  however  unjust  it  may  be, 
even  in  the  estimation  of  those  who  en- 
courage and  promote  it.  I  know  of  only 
one  instance  in  our  history,  when  war, 
having  been  commenced,  it  was  sus- 
pended because  the  Qovernment  in 
power  had  become  convinced  that  it 
was  an  unjust  war.  That  was  the  wax 
in  the  Transvaal,  when  the  former  Mi- 
nistry of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  dis- 
coming  that  they  and  their  Fredeces- 
aors  hfn  been  grossly  mided  by  the 


representations  of  their  own  officials,  as 
to  the  circumstances  which  led  to  hostili- 
ties, deemed  it  right  to  arrest  the  war 
even  in  the  face  of  defeat.  And  I  am 
glad  of  this  opportunity  to  declare  that, 
in  my  opinion,  that  was  one  of  the 
noblest  acts  of  courageous  Christiau 
statesmanship  recorded  in  our  annals. 
But,  as  a  rule,  our  principle  is,  when  we 
have  once  embarked  in  war,  to  stick  to 
our  work;  and  nothing  is  more  vain  or 
hopeless,  than  to  appeal  to  this  House, 
to  use  what  is  called  the  power  of  the 
purse  to  put  a  stop  to  the  enterprize. 
How  was  it  with  regard  to  the  Egyptian 
War  ?  When  the  Government  asked  for 
the  first  Vote  of  Oredit,  on  that  account, 
the  war  was  already  begun.  Alexandria 
had  been  bombarded,  and  that  great  city 
of  170,000  inhabitants  had  been  de- 
stroyed ;  not  directly  by  us,  it  is  true, 
but  entirely  in  consequence  of  what  we 
bad  done.  It  is  triie  there  was  op- 
position to  the  Vote.  There  were  a 
few  English  and  Irish  Members  who 
had  the  courage  of  their  convictions,  and 
were  determined  to  wash  their  hands  of 
all  complicity  in  that  war,  and  to  divide 
against  the  Vote,  if  it  were  only  as  a 
protest.  I  was  one  of  them,  and  I  never 
gave  a  vote  in  this  House  to  which  I  look 
back  with  more  unqualified  satisfaction. 
But  how  many  did  we  count?  Just  21 
against  277.  It  is  true  that  there  were 
125  Members  of  the  Liberal  Party  who 
abstained,  or,  at  least,  were  absent; 
which  showed  that  there  was  some 
remnant  of  conscience  left  to  them. 
For,  obviously,  they  were  not  satisfied 
with  the  justice  of  ue  war.  But  I  have 
no  doubt  that,  if  they  had  any  appre- 
hension that  the  Vote  would  have  been 
refused,  they  would  not  have  been  ab- 
sent. But  they  trusted  to  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  and  trusted  not  in  vain,  to 
support  the  Government  in  that  warlike 
policy,  as  they  may  be  always  trusted  to 
support  any  policy  tending  to  war.  Tho 
Prime  Minister,  in  a  speech  recently 
made— and  if  I  venture  to  impugn  any 
opinion  of  his,  I  beg  him  to  believe  that 
I  do  so  with  the  utmost  hesitation  and 
deference — stated  his  belief  that,  in  re- 
spect of  war  and  warlike  preparations  in 
alt  parts  of  the  globe,  we  have  a  toler- 
ably effective  control.  Buttbeonlyillus- 
tration  he  gave,  from  hie  vast  stores  of 
Parliamentary  experience,  was  the  Mo- 
tion of  Mr.  Boebuck,  to  inflict  retrospec- 
tively a  Oensure  of  this  House  on  the 
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Ooverament  respecting  the  first  Afghan 
"War.  But  that  was  three  or  four  years 
after  the  event.  And  if  Mr.  Eoebuck 
could  have  carried  his  Motion,  and  had 
even  impeached  Lord  Palmerston,  or 
whoever  waa  responsible  for  that  war, 
what  satisfaction  would  that  have 
afforded  for  the  unspeakable  atrocities 
and  horrors  endured  and  inflicted  in  that 
war,  and  for  the  £17.000,000  of  money 
spent  upon  it?  Ko  doubt,  there  are 
cases  where  the  Executive  may  not  be 
able  to  wait  for  Parliamentary  sanction, 
cases  of  invasion  or  sudden  attack,  in 
regard  to  which  there  must  be  large  dis- 
cretion intrusted  to  the  Qovemment. 
But  I  contend  that,  in  the  immeuse  ma- 
jority of  cases,  the  wars  in  which  we  get 
engaged  are  not  of  that  nature.  If  we 
look  at  those  wars  in  which  we  have 
borne  a  part,  during  what  I  may  cali  the 
present  generation — and  Heaven  knows 
they  are  numerous  enough — the  first 
Afghan  War,  the  Syrian  War,  the  Seinde 
War.  the  first  Burmese  War,  the  Chinese 
War,  the  Persian  War,  the  war  in  Japan, 
when  we  destroyed  Kagosima,  the  war 
in  Abyssinia,  in  Ashantee,  and  our  al- 
most countless  wars  in  South  Africa,  our 
second  Afghan  War — none  of  these  can 
be  said  to  have  been  occasioned  by  sudden 
and  u^^nt  necessity.  Indeed,  in  the  gi-eat 
majority  of  them,  they  were  not,  in  any 
honest  sense,  wars  of  self-defence  at  all ; 
for,  in  almost  all  of  them,  we  were  the 
aggressors.  There  was  ample  time  and 
opportunity,  without  doing  harm  to  any 
interest  involved,  to  examine  and  discuss 
the  merits  of  the  case,  and  to  consult  the 
nation  how  far  it  was  willing  to  embark 
on  that  sea  of  blood.  We  now  come  to 
the  question  of  Treaties,  or  engagements 
contracted  in  the  name  of  the  nation, 
and  involving  grave  national  responsi- 
bilities. Here,  again.  Parliament  is  ab- 
solutely helpless.  In  other  countries, 
the  right  of  making  Treaties  is  subject 
to  the  approval  of  the  Legislature.  In 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  it 
is  enacted — 

"  That  the  Fresideat  shall  have  power,  by 
aod  with  the  advice  of  the  Senate,  to  make 
Treaties,  provided  two-thirds  of  the  Senators 
present  concur." 

In  the  Conetitutional  Laws  of  the  French 
Hepublio  also,  we  find  an  Article  to  the 
effect  that— 

"  Treaties  of  Peace  and  Commerce,  TreaUes 
which  engage  the  finances  of  the  StatOf  &c.,  are 

Mr.  Richard 


binding  only  after  being  voted  by  tiie  two 
Chambers." 

We  have  no  such  control  over  eng^e- 
ments  made  in  our  name,  and  which  may 
commit  us  to  serious  and  illimitable 
obligations.  In  my  opinion,  the  fewer 
Treaties  there  are  between  our  own  and 
other  Governments  the  better.  Mr. 
Oobden  had  a  maxim,  which  he  fre- 
quently enforced,  to  this  effect — 

"  The  ereatest  possible  contact  between 
peoples  and  the  least  possible  contact  betweeo 
Govemmenta ;  because  the  contact  of  peopleB 
promotes  peace,  and  the  contact  of  Govennnenti 
endangers  peace." 

I  believe  there  are  far  fewer  of  those 
entangling  engagements  than  there  were 
in  former  times,  though  there  are  too 
many  still.  In  the  year  1 859 — I  was  not 
then  a  Member  of  this  House— my 
friend  (Mr.  Hadfield),  the  then  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield,  at  my  suggestion,  moved 
for — 

"  Copies  of  such  parts  of  all  Treaties  and 
Conventions  now  existing  and  still  obligatory, 
under  which  the  Government  of  thia  country  is 
engaged,  separately  or  in  coqjanoUoD  with  any 
other  Power  or  Powers,  to  interfere  by  force  of 
arms,  or  by  armed  demonstration,  or  by  the 
contribution  of  any  military  contingent  or  pecu- 
niary subsidy,  to  attack  or  defend  any  Qovem- 
ment or  Nation  with  referooce  to  its  internal 
arrangements  or  foreign  relations,  or  on  any 
other  contingoccy  whatsoever." 

The  Betum  forms  a  notable  monumoot 
of  the  folly  of  our  ancestors.  It  relates 
to  only  one  class  of  Treaties — namely, 
Treaties  of  Guarantee.  There  are.  in 
all,  37  different  Instruments  binding 
Great  Britain  to  onerous  obligations  in 
all  parts  of  the  world.  Well,  in  1871. 
Lord  Salisbury  moved,  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  that  this  Paper  should  be  re- 
printed, with  the  addition  of  any  Gua- 
rantees contracted  since  that  time.  In 
making  this  Motion,  he  delivered  a 
long  and  powerful  speech,  in  which  he 
said — 

"  Wo  have  been  accaaed  of  being  a  shop- 
keeping  nation.  Now,  I  want  your  Lordships 
to  oxamine  your  ledgers,  and  see  what  is  the 
condition  'of  your  obligations— to  see  in  com- 
mercial language  what  are  your  liabilities  and 
what  are  yoor  assets.  I  want  yon  jnat  to  look 
and  count  ap  the  obligations  you  have  incurred 
in  the  past,  to  calculate  the  results  of  those  obli- 
gations, and  to  look  round  and  see  what  are 
jour  means  of  satisfying  them.  Now,  my 
Lords,  what  are  those  liabilities  F  ....  Oar 
guarantees  extend  over  the  whole  of  Eniope, 
and  even  into  the  other  hemisphere.  I  will  not 
follow  them  beyond  the  Atlantic,  bat  will  simply 
ask,  what  are  the  goaraotees  which  we  have 
undertaken  in  this  qoarter  of  the  world  F  Be- 
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ginning  from  the  "Westward,  we  have  puarau- 
teed  the  territory  of  Portugal,  the  territory  of 
Belgian),  of  Switzra-land,  of  Gh«ece,  of  Turkey, 
and  of  Sweden.'*— (3  Uansard,  [204]  1361-2.) 

Some  of  these  are  very  ancient,  extend- 
ing back  to  the  14th  century.  But  by 
far  the  larger  number  are  modom,  and 
all  were  contracted  absolutely  without 
the  consent,  and,  generally  I  believe, 
without  the  knowledge  of  the  nation. 
Now,  I  do  ask,  is  it  not  a  monstrous 
thing  that  the  blood  and  treasure  and 
moral  responsibility  of  a  great  nation 
like  ours  should  be  pledged  for  all  time 
behind  our  backs  ?  Now,  I  come  to  the 
third  point  referred  to  in  my  Motion, 
vhioh  rolates  to  new  annezationB  of 
territory  to  the  ^Empire.  And  it  is  all 
the  more  necessary  to  dwell  upon  this 
point,  as  there  is  really  a  perfect  mania 
for  annexation  among  our  countrymen 
in  all  parts  of  the  world.  It  is  estimated 
that  we  already  possess  one-fifth  of  the 
surface  of  the  Globe.  We  have,  in 
Oaneda,  in  Australasia,  and  South  Africa 
an  extent  of  territory  which  affords  scope 
enough  for  the  expansion  of  the  Anglo- 
Saxon  race  for  1,000  years  to  come.  But 
our  earth-hunger  is  insatiable,  and  re- 
minds one  of  the  ironical  stories  told  at 
the  expense  of  some  of  tbe  earlier  Puri- 
tans— that  to  justify  the  grabbing  pro- 

Sensities  which  began  even  then  to  be 
ereloped  by  men  of  our  race,  they 
adopted  this  oonrenient  logical  fonnolii 
— "  It  is  said  that  the  saints  shall  inherit 
the  earth  \  resolved,  first,  tbat  we  are  tbe 
saints,  and  therefore,  secondly,  that  the 
eaitli  belongs  to  us."  If  anything  can 
exceed  the  eagerness  with  which  we 
covet  the  extension  of  territory,  it  is  the 
righteous  indignation  with  which  we  de- 
nounce the  iniquitous  rapacity  of  other 
nations,  and  seems  to  justify  the  sar- 
casm of  Mr.  Froude,  the  historian,  who 
saya — 

"  The  English  nation  is  the  most  conscien- 
tious in  the  world  in  judging  of  the  fanlts  of  its 
ncii^hbours.  If  France,  or  Germany,  or  Kussia 
annexes  territories  belonging  to  other  people, 
we  cannot  expresa  our  disapprobation  too 
Btrungly.  Wo  ourselves  have  swallowed  more 
territory  than  all  the  other  nations  pat  to- 
gether, but  we  only  do  it  for  the  b(»ieflt  of 
monldDd.*' 

IThere  are  some  who  believe  that  our 
Empire  is  already  large  enough ;  that 
we  possess  as  many  territories,  in  all 
parts  of  the  world,  as  we  know  how  to 
administer  wisely,  and  to  defend  effec- 
tually.  Many  years  ago,  the  Duke  of 


Wellington  said  of  India,  what  seems 
applicable  to  our  whole  Empire.  He 

said — 

"  In  my  opinion,  the  extension  of  our  terri- 
tory and  iDnuence  has  been  greater  than  our  ' 
meaoB." 

But  I  can  give  the  House  another  more 
modern  authority  on  this  point,  to  which 
I  am  sure  the  House  will  listen  with  the 
greatest  deference.  In  an  article  which 
appeared  in  The  Nineteenth  Century,  iu 
1877,  the  right  hon.  Qentlemau  the 
present  Prime  Minister  used  these 
words — 

"It  is  my  firm  conviction,  derived,  I  think, 
from  my  political  pastors  and  masters,  and  con- 
firmed hy  the  facts  of  much  experience,  that,  as 
a  general  rule,  enlargements  of  the  Empire  are, 
for  us,  an  evil  fraught  with  serious,  though  pos- 
sibly not  with  immediate,  danger.  I  do  not 
affirm  that  they  can  always  be  avoided,  but  that 
they  ehonld  never  be  accepted  except  under  cir- 
cumataDcee  of  a  strict  and  jealously  examined 
necessity.  I  object  to  them,  bocauso  they  ore 
rarely  effected  except  by  means  that  are  more 
or  less  questionable,  and  that  they  tend  to  com- 
promitte  British  character  in  the  judgment  of 
the  impartial  world,  a  judgment  which,  I  hope, 
will  grow  from  age  to  age  more  and  more  opera- 
tive in  impuaing  moral  restraint  on  the  proceed- 
ings of  each  particular  State.  I  object  to  them 
because  we  already  have  our  hands  too  full.  We 
have  undertaken  responsibilities  of  Qovemment 
such  as  never  were  assumed  before  in  the  whole 
history  of  the  world.  The  cares  of  the  govern- 
ing body  is  the  Itomaa  Empire,  with  its  com- 
pact oontinuity  of  ground,  were  light  in  com- 
parison with  the  demands  now  made  upon  the 
Parliament  and  Executive  of  the  United  King- 
dom We  who  hail,  with  more  than 

readiness,  annexations  and  other  transactions 
which  extend  and  complicate  our  responsibili- 
ties abroad,  who  are  always  ready  for  a  new 
task,  vet  leave  many  of  the  old  tasks  un- 
done.'*^ 

In  my  opinion,  these  are  wise  words, 
worthy  of  a  sagacious,  far-seeing,  and 
patriotic  statesman.  But,  whether  it  is 
expedient  or  not  to  add  indefinitely  to 
our  Dominions,  one  thing  seems  to  me 
perfectly  clear — that  those  additions 
should  not  be  made  without  the  distinct 
knowledge  and  deliberate  consent  of  the 
nation.  I  hold  that  opinion  on  this 
simple  principle— that  all  such  annexa- 
tions involve  national  responsibilities, 
and  generally  responsibilities  of  a  very 
grave  character,  and  that,  therefore,  the 
Representatives  of  the  people  ought  to 
have  a  voice  in  deciding  whether  the 
nation  should  incur  those  responsibili- 
ties. At  present,  it  seems  to  be  in  the 
power  of  any  petty  officer  in  the  Service 
of  the  Qoveroment,  or,  indeed,  of  any 
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private  adventurer,  to  take  over  large 
territories,  and  saddle  the  duty  of  main- 
taining and  defending  them  on  the  Bn- 
tiah  people,  so  lax  has  often  been  the 
acceptance  of  these  acquisitions  by  the 
Gbveraments  of  the  day.  I  have  often 
spoken  in  this  House  before  on  these 
and  kindred  questions.  I  am  afraid  my 
voice  was  too  often  like  that  of  one 
"crying  in  the  wilderness;"  but  I 
speak  to-night  with  more  hope  than  I 
ever  did  before,  because  I  believe  there 
is  a  much  larger  number  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  who  are  in  sympathy 
with  the  principles  I  have  tried  to  advo- 
cate than  there  has  been  in  any  former 
Parliament.  Indeed,  as  regards  all 
questions  of  this  nature  my  hope  is 
in  the  Democracy.  I  have  lost  all  faith 
in  the  Governments ;  they  seem  to  have 
delivered  themselves  up,  bound  hand 
and  foot,  to  the  power  of  the  rampant 
militarism,  which  is  the  curse  of  Europe. 
The  one  topic  which  seems  really  and 
BUpremdy  to  interest  them,  is  to  make 
preparations  for  fighting.  At  this  very 
time,  when  bitter  destitution  and  distress 
prevail  in  every  country  of  Europe — 
when  there  are  millions  of  men,  not  be- 
longing to  the  worthless,  improvident, 
vicious  classes,  but  honest  and  indus- 
trious men,  who  desire  nothing  more  than 
to  earn  their  bread  by  the  sweat  of  their 
brow — who  are  trembling  on  the  verge 
of  starvation,  what  do  the  Governments 
do?  The  one  thing  that  pre-occupiea 
their  mind,  and  on  which  they  are 
squandering  the  millions  wrung  from 
the  hard  hand  of  toil,  is  to  add  to  their 
armaments  on  a  system  of  insane  rivalry 
to  which  there  is  no  limit.  So  that  the 
condition  of  Burope  may  now  bs  do- 
aoribed  by  two  wor^ — arming  and  starv- 
ing. I  hope  that  the  increasing  power 
of  the  people  will  tend  in  lavour  of 
peace.  I  think  I  can  see  some  significant 
symptoms  that  the  great  body  of  the 
working  men.  and  especially  of  the  more 
educated  and  intelligent  among  them, 
are  coming  more  and  more  to  abhor  war, 
and  the  warlike  armaments  by  which 
they  are  crushed  to  the  ground.  There 
are  some  facts  in  the  recent  history  of 
France  wliioh  are  full  of  hope.  For  we 
have  seen  Government  after  Govern- 
ment overturned  in  that  country,  because 
the  people  object  to  a  warlike  and  filli- 
bustering  policy.  In  1881,  the  Chamber 
upset  the  first  Ferry  Ministry  by  a  ma- 
jority of  355  to  68,  on  account  of  the 

Mr.  Siffhard 


Expedition  to  Tunis.  In  1882,  the  Frey- 
oinet  Ministry  was  defeated  on  the  Vote 
of  Credit  it  asked  to  enable  France  to 
join  England  in  armed  interv^tion  in 
Egypt.  In  1885,  the  second  Feny  Mi- 
nistry was  overturned  a  majority  of 
306  to  149,  on  a  question  arising  ont 
of  the  Tonquin  Expedition.  Mum  the 
same  has  been  our  own  experience.  The 
Conservative  Government  of  Lord  Bea- 
con afield,  which  came  in  with  so  over- 
whelming a  majority,  was  utterly  routed 
in  1880,  on  account  of  its  aggressive 
foreign  policy ;  and,  I  am  sorry  to  add, 
thattheformerGovemmentofthepresent 
Prime  Minister  fell  on  the  same  ground. 
[Mr.  Gladstohe  dissented.]  WeB,  I  am 
quite  convinced  that  the  late  Ministry  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  have 
been  overthrown,  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  unfortunate  !%yptian  business.  I 
devoutly  hope  that,  as  time  goes  on,  the 
Democracies  throughout  Europe  will  lift 
up  their  voices,  and  show  ihsit  deter^ 
mination  no  longer  to  support  the  pre- 
sent  system—that  they  will  make  the 
Governments  understand  that  if  they 
want  fighting,  they  had  better  do  it 
themselves,  and  so  fulfil  the  words  of 
the  old  song — 

"  Let  tho  mon  that  make  the  quarreU 
Be  the  only  men  to  flght." 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Questioo,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  in  tho  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  not  just  or 
expedient  to  emhark  in  war,  contmct  engage- 
menta  involving  grave  responaihilities  for  the 
Nation,  and  add  territories  to  the  £mpire  with- 
out the  knowledge  and  coosent  of  Parliament" 
— (Jfr.  Siehard,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  KYLANDS  (Burnley)  said,  they 
must  all  be  agreed  that  it  was  desirable 
that  the  House  of  Commons  should  have 
the  opportunity  of  controlling  the  policy 
of  thu  Government  with  regard  to  the 
making  of  Treaties,  tho  declaring  of 
war,  and  the  annexation  of  territory. 
But,  under  present  circumstances,  that 
control  was  very  slight,  or  could  only  be 
brought  to  bear  when  it  was  too  late 
to  effect  any  good  purpose.  Party  ties 
gave  the  Government  of  the  day  an 
enormous  power  in  forcing  the  House  of 
Commons  to  accept  any  decision,  how- 
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orer  nDjost  and  however  dangerous,  at 
which  tnej  might  have  arrived  in  their 
secret  Cabinet  Couneila.  No  doubt,  the 
.GoTernment  were  responsible,  to  a  slight 
extent,  for  their  decisions ;  but  their  re- 
sponsibility was  now  a  very  different 
thiaf(  from  what  it  was  in  former  timeb. 
He  knew  they  would  be  met  by  the 
Prime  Minister  with  the  answer  that 
whilst  it  might  be  desirable  that  the 
House  of  Commons  should  have  this 
control,  it  was  impracticable.  On  a 
former  occasion,  when  he  brought  for- 
ward a  Motion  similar  to  this,  the  Prime 
Mini&ter  said  it  was  altogether  impos- 
sible to  have  open  diplomacy.  But  this 
Motion  did  not  recommend  open  diplo- 
macy, which  would  have  the  effect  of 
ioflaming  public  feeling.  The  Prime 
Minister  also  urged  that  there  would  be 
great  difficulty  in  carrying  on  nego- 
tiations if  the  QoTernment  had  to  con- 
sult Parliament  during  their  jprogroes. 
Of  course,  there  would  be  a  difficulty  in 
that  course.  But  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Hiohard)  did  not  adtrocate  that  while 
negotiations  were  in  progress  between  a 
Foreign  Qovernment  and  our  own  they 
should  submit  to  Parliament  the  result 
of  the  negotiations  as  far  as  they  had 
proceeded.  All  he  contended  for  was 
that  when  the  negotiations  had  reached 
a  oonclttsion,  and  before  ratifying  a 
Treaty,  the  Government  should  come  to 
Parliament  and  lay  the  proviaions  of  the 
Treaty  before  them.  In  the  Congo  de- 
bate, on  April  3,  1883,  p!<ord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice,  the  then  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  disputed  the  general 
proposition  that  the  Crown  had  the 
absolute  power  of  making  Treaties,  and 
that  those  Treaties  were  ratified  before 
the  House  of  Commons  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  an  opinion  upon 
them.    He  said — 

**  What  generally  happened  was  this,  that  a 
Treaty  waa  negotiated  with  the  conseat  of  the 
Cabinet  and  through  the  medium  of  the  Foreign 
Office,  aad  that  at  some  stage,  which  varied  m 
regard  to  time  and  place,  and  aeoording  to  the 
lf»Tity  of  the  ntaatioD,  Parliament  had,  as  a 
role,  an  opportunity  of  ezpreBsing  an  opinion 
before  it  was  ratified.  In  im  those  cases  which 
were  of  real  importance  Parliament  had  an 
opportaoity  of  ezpresnng,  if  not  directly,  at 
leut  indirectly,  an  opinion.  .\.  misconceptioa 
appeared  to  arise  in  regard  to  the  term  ratifi- 
catioo.  Hha  ratification  did  not  take  place  at 
the  time  of  the  signature,  hot  at  a  later  stage." 
—(8  am-r4.  [377]  1801-9.) 

Of  course,  the  House  did  not  require  to 
be  told  Uuit  the  signature  of  Treaties 


preceded  their  ratification ;  but  Uiat  fact, 

practically,  made  no  difference.  Occa- 
sionally, no  doubt,  Parliament  did  bo-  . 
come  acquainted  with  the  provisions  of 
a  Treaty  before  it  had  been  ratified ;  but 
the  accident  of  its  doing  so  did  not  in 
any  way  give  Parliament  the  right  of 
preventing  the  ratification.  There  was 
the  instance  of  the  Washington  Treaty 
in  1871,  which  was  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  both  Houses  before  it  was  ratified. 
Lord  Russell  took  the  opportunity,  on 
the  12th  of  June,  1S71,  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  of  moving  an  Address  to  the 
Crown,  praying  Her  Majesty  not  to 
ratify  the  Treaty — and  how  waa  that 
Motion  met  ?  The  House  of  Lords  felt 
itself  barred,  by  the  terms  under  which 
our  Plenipotentiaries  were  appointed, 
from  intenering  in  the  matter.  A  noble 
and  learned  Lord  of  very  high  authority 
(the  late  Lord  Cairns)  put  the  case  very 
strongly.  He  contrasted  the  credentials 
of  the  Commissioners  of  the  United 
States,  which  consisted  merely  of  an 
authority  to  diacues  and  sign  a  Treaty 
Bubjeet  to  the  ratification  ot  the  Senate, 
with  the  credentials  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Her  Majesty  conferring  Pleni- 
potentiary powers.  Those  credentials 
were  in  the  usual  terms ;  but  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  thought  them  so  im- 
portant that  he  quoted  them  at  length, 
and  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
Queen  "engaged  and  promised  upon 
the  Boyal  wora"  that  the  acts  of  the 
Commissioners  should  be  "agreed  to, 
acknowledged,  and  accepted "  by  the 
Crown  in  the  "  fullest  manner,"  and 
were  to  be  taken  with  "  equal  force  and 
efficacy  "  as  if  done  by  the  Queen  her- 
self.  Lord  Cairns  added — 

"  I  refer  to  these  words  for  this  purpose.  I 
am  as  jealous  as  any  of  your  Lordships  can  he 
to  preserve  intact  and  in  full  the  proper  power 
of  Parliament;  but  I  maintain  that  when  a 
Treaty  has  heen  signed,  as  this  Treaty  has 
been,  by  Plenipotentiaries  possessing  the  powers 
I  have  read,  the  mete  accidental  circumstance 
that  the  ratiflcatioDS  have  not  been  actimlly  cx< 
changed  makea  no  diSeronce  to  tlio  substance 
though  it  may  to  the  form;  so  that,  to  all 
intents  and  purposes,  this  Treaty  is  at  this 
moment,  in  hooour  and  honesty,  as  binding 
upon  this  country,  accordingto  the  Constitution 
o!  the  country,  as  if  the  raUfications  had  been 
actually  exchanged." 

The  House  of  Ijords  were  evidently  im- 
pressed with  this  view  of  the  case,  and 
there  was  no  division  on  Lord  Kuseell's 
Eesolution.  The  Prime  Minister  bad 
more  than  once  pointed  out  that  Treaties 
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most  soletnoly  entered  into  often  meant 
very  little,  because  a  great  deal  of 
discretion  was  left  to  the  contracting 
Powers  ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  referred  to  Lord  Palraeraton's  dictum 
to  the  effect  that  though,  the  contents  of 
some  Treaties  might  give  a  Power  the 
right  to  interfere  in  the  concerns  of  an- 
other, they  did  not  impose  any  absolute 
obligation  to  interfere.  John  Stuart 
Mill  had  laid  down  that  Treaties  were 
not  eternal ;  and  George  Washington 
had  left  it  on  record  that  nations  did  not 
respeot  Oonrentions  when  it  ceased  to 
be  to  their  interest  to  ohserre  them. 
But,  admitting  that  OoTernments  were 
not  bound  to  recognize  a  duty  of  inter- 
ference when  Treaties  were  eet  at 
naught,  interference,  according  to  exist- 
ing notions,  was  possible,  and,  as  there 
was  no  knowing  what  Government  would 
bo  in  power  at  any  particular  date,  such 
a  possibility  constituted  a  danger.  When 
HuHsia  proclaimed  her  intention  to  dis- 
regard the  stipulations  of  the  Treaty  of 
1856  with  reference  to  the  Black  Sea, 
this  country  acted  at  first  in  a  manner 
which  might  have  resulted  in  war.  Lord 
Odo  Bussell  was  sent  specially  to  Ger- 
many; but  though  he  threatened  that 
England  would  fight  Bussia  if  the  stipu- 
lations of  the  Treaty  were  broken,  he 
failed  to  secure  Germany's  co-operation. 
In  the  end,  but  only  after  much  excite- 
ment, Busaia  was  relieved  from  the 
humiliating  restrictions  imposed  upon 
her  by  the  Treaty.  That  same  Treaty 
of  1856  contained  the  understanding  of 
the  Great  Powers  to  maintain  the  in- 
tegrity of  Turkey ;  and  when  the  subject 
came  before  Europe  in  a  practical  form 
in  subsequent  yearj,  it  was  only  after 
this  country  had  almost  reached  the 
verge  of  war  that  the  claim  to  maintain 
the  integrity  of  the  Sultan's  Dominiuns 
was  abandoned.  In  1878  he  brought 
forward  a  Besolution  in  the  House  of 
Commons  in  favour  of  the  submission  of 
Treaties  to  Farltament,  and  on  that  oc- 
casion the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister,  then  on  the  Pront 
Opposition  Bench,  replied  that  there  was 
a  great  Eafeguard  in  the  determination 
of  Treaties  in  conaequenco  of  their  only 
being  made  in  accordance  with  recog- 
nized public  opinion.  But  a  very  short 
time  after  that  discussion  the  country 
was  astonished  by  the  Anglo-Turkish 
Convention,  which  had  been  secretly 
negotiated  at  the  instance  of  Lord 


Beaconsfield's  Government,  and  in  which 
this  country  was  committed  in  a  most 
serious  manner.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  present  Prime  Minister  very 
properly  condemned  that  Treaty  as  au 
abuse  of  Treaty-making  powers.  la 
1883  there  was  an  important  debate  la 
the  House  on  the  Congo  Treaty ;  and  ia 
the  course  of  that  debate,  in  reply  to 
Mr.  Jacob  Bright,  who  brought  forward 
the  Motion,  the  right  hon.  Oentlemui 
the  Prime  Ministcor  referred  to  a  fbrmer 
speech  of  his  objecting  to  any  inter- 
ference with  Treaty-making  powers  on 
the  ground  that  no  Gtovemment  would 
ever  venture  to  make  Treaties  on  serious 
matters  behind  the  back  of  Parliament 
And  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that, 
owing  to  what  had' happened,  he  was 
not  prepared  to  repeat  that  assurance; 
and,  consequently,  he  undertook  tiiat 
any  Treaty  made  by  the  Government 
with  reference  to  the  affairs  of  the 
Congo  should  be  made  known  to  Par- 
liament in  such  a  way,  and  with  the  ia- 
tervention  of  such  an  interval,  that  Par- 
liament should  be  enabled  to  exercise 
an  independent  judffmentupon  it.  That 
was  an  important  advance  on  the  part  of 
the  Prime  Minister  in  recognizing  the 
right  of  Parliament  to  consider  effec- 
tively the  terms  of  a  Treaty  before  rati- 
fication, and  he  (Mr.  Bylands)  trusted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  the  House  some  asaurance  that 
further  progress  would  be  made  in  the 
same  direction. 

The  FIB8T  LOBD  of  the  TEEA- 
STTEY  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstoi,-b)  :  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian)  said :  Before  I 
make  any  particular  remarks  on  the 
subject  of  debate,  I  venture  to  offer 
a  few  preliminary  observations.  In 
the  first  place,  I  am  extremely  glad 
that  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Richard), 
in  making  this  Motion,  has  entirely 
detached  it  and  kept  it  apart  from 
any  particular  aubject  of  controversy. 
It  raises  a  general  question  of  the 
utmost  importance ;  and  it  would  an- 
doubtedljii'  have  been  interposiog  an 
obstable  in  his  own  way  if  he  had  ap- 
proached the  subject  in  a  controverswl 
spirit,  with  tho  iatention  of  either  di- 
rectly asserting  or  indirectly  insinuating 
tliat  there  has  been  in  recent  periods 
any  particular  case  of  abuse  of  the  Treaty 
power  enjoyed  by  the  Crown.  So  far  as 
we  are  concerned  the  matter  stands 
I  sufficiently  detached  from  any  polemical 
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consideratioDB  to  enable  us  to  look  at  it 
— as  we  ought  to  look  at  it— in  the  ab- 
stract, and  any  illustrations  that  are 
necessary  may  be  drawn  from  a  period 
sufficiently  remote  not  to  raise  any  diffi- 
culties of  that  kind.  Secondlpr,  I  hope 
I  may  express  the  expectation,  upon 
two  grounds,  that  my  hon.  Friend  has 
had  it  for  his  object  to  raise  a  discussion 
on  this  important  matter,  and  that  he 
does  not  mean  to  endearour  to  pledge 
tlie  House  to  the  proposition  he  has  put 
before  it— were  it  only  on  the  ground 
that  inasmuch  as  it  has  become  almost 
a  stereotyped  rule  to  deal  by  way  of 
negative  with  the  first  Motion  on  Friday 
night's  Supply,  and  as  it  was  only  owing 
to  quite  exceptional  circumstances  that 
that  rule  was  not  obeerred  on  the  present 
occasion,  there  would  be  no  expectation 
on  the  part  of  the  House  generally  that 
the  proposition  of  my  hon.  Friend  would 
become  the  subject  of  a  vote  of  the 
House;  so  that  any  vote  which  would 
be  obtained  would  not  probably  be  a 
satisfactory  expression  of  the  deliberate 
judgment  of  the  House.  I  may  also 
observe  that  the  extreme  breadth  of  the 
proposition  itself  would,  in  my  opinion, 
make  it  exceedingly  unwise  for  the 
House  to  commit  itself  after  an  inci- 
dental discussion — such  as  this  must 
necessarily  be — to  changes  of  such  range 
and  such  vast  importance,  entailing 
consequences  so  manifold  and  so  remote 
that  we  can  hardly  measure  them  ;  and 
we  ought  not  to  be  asked  to  commit  our- 
selves to  such  a  proposition  at  what  I 
may  call  a  moment's  notice,  or  rather 
without  any  practical  notice  at  all,  on 
account  of  the  consideration  to  which  I 
have  referred.  But,  in  saying  that,  it 
appears  to  me  I  leave  to  my  hon.  Friend 
an  ample  margin  and  justification  for 
raisinff  a  diaoussion  of  this  kind ;  be- 
cause it  is  very  well  that  the  minds  of 
hon.  Mombers,  apt  to  be  occupied  f^m 
day  to  day  with  the  particular  cases  that 
are  continually  pressmg  themselves  upon 
us  for  notice  and  decision,  should  be 
occasionally  brought  back  to  the  con- 
sideration of  general  rules  and  practices, 
which  are  undoubtedly  in  themselves 
of  Tast  importance.  Looking,  therefore, 
not  at  the  proposition  as  put  to  me  with 
a  demand  for  its  immediate  acceptance, 
but  looking  to  the  general  principles  on 
which  my  hon.  Friend  stands  and  the 
objects  he  has  in  view,  I  confess  that  I 
have  always  regarded  them  with  a  cer- 


tain amount  of  sympathy,  and  that  I  do 
not  find  as  I  grow  older  that  sympathy 
becomes  in  any  degree  less.  I  desire  so 
much  that  the  powers  that  are  exercised 
by  the  Executive  Government  should  be 
exercised,  not  only  with  general  modera- 
tion, but  also  with  a  very  strong  and  full 
sense  of  what  is  due  to  Parliament  and 
the  country;  and  I  am  very  sensible 
that  through  the  necoaeary  infirmity  of 
human  nature,  and  without  the  smai  [lest 
reference  to  the  acts  of  any  one  Gorern- 
ment  or  another,  the  present  system 
cannot  possibly  be  defended  as  an  ideal 
system — that  is  to  say,  wo  cannot  say 
that  in  every  instance  the  maximum  of 
security  is  afforded  to  the  country 
against  either  its  going  wrong  or  its 
being  betrayed  into  acts  which,  whether 
right  or  wrong,  are  acts  of  which  it  h<ts 
no  cognizance  and  on  which  it  has  had 
no  opportunity  of  pronouncing  its  judg- 
ment. But  I  would  observe  that  here 
we  have  before  us  three  cases  which  are 
entirely  distinct  from  one  another,  but 
which  my  hon.  Friend— for  the  acquittal, 
n.0  doubt,  of  his  own  conscience  and  for 
the  full  expression  of  his  views — ^haa 
combined  in  one  single  proposition — the 
cases  of  territories,  Treaties,  and  war. 
Many  of  the  important  considerations 
which  apply  to  one  case  do  not  apply,  or 
do  not  apply  with  equal  force,  to  the 
others.  For  example,  take  the  case  of 
territorial  annexations.  These  are  sub- 
ject to  revocation  by  this  House.  I  have 
often  said  that  this  is  a  power  which,  in 
the  abstract,  is  greater  than  it  is  in 
practice.  But  why  is  it  limited  in  prac- 
tice ?  Not  because  of  what  belongs  to 
the  annexation  itself ;  hut  the  difficulty 
arises  in  consequence  of  the  political 
considerations  which  have  grown,  not 
out  of  the  mere  act  of  annexation — I  do 
not  know  that  a  single  case  can  be  quoted 
where  a  difficulty  has  arisen  simply  out 
of  an  act  of  annexation— but  on  account 
of  the  liberty  which  has  been  assumed 
by  the  Executive  Government  in  political 
and  warlike  proceedin^ps  antecedent  to 
the  annexation.  That  is  what  makes  it 
difficult  to  deal  with  an  annexation.  If 
I  refer  to  the  case  of  Burmah — I  have 
not  heard  it  named  in  the  way  of  cen- 
sure, and  I  am  not  going  to  refer  to  it 
in  that  sense — it  is  simply  because  it 
happens  to  be  the  last  act  of  annexation. 
It  would  be  a  difftcult  matter  at  this 
moment  to  revoke  the  annexation  of 
Burmah.   Irrespective  of  the  question 
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of  the  fulness  of  the  jastifioation  for  the 
annexation,  there  would  be  difficulty  in 
doing  it,  for  tiie  difi&oult;  there  arises 
out  of  the  warlike  operations  which  pre- 
ceded it  and  not  out  of  the  act  of  an- 
nexation itself,  so  that  the  matter  re- 
solves itself  very  much  into  the  con- 
sideration of  that  part  of  the  Motion 
which  relates  to  war.  With  regard  to 
Treaties,  it  is  true  that  in  very  rare  cases 
Treaties,  and  imporcant  Treaties,  have 
been  made,  as  it  were,  behind  the  back 
of  the  country  ;  but  these  cases  are 
exceedingly  rare.  In  the  main  the 
Treaties  made  by  the  Government  over 
a  long  series  of  years  have  been  agree- 
able to  the  sense  of  the  country.  I  take 
as  an  illustration  of  my  argument  the 
instance  quoted  with  much  force  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Seconder  of  the  Motion 
(Mr.  Dodds).  My  hon.  Friend  greatly 
disapproves  of  the  Black  Sea  Clause,  as 
it  is  called,  in  the  Treaty  of  1856.  As 
far  as  I  recollect,  I  disapproved  of  it  at 
the  time ;  but  I  think  it  was  irrelevant 
and  unfortunate  to  introduce  that  sub- 
ject in  reference  to  the  argument  my 
hon.  Friend  had  to  support.  The  coun- 
try was  perfectly  cognizant  of  that 
clause.  The  proceedings  in  connection 
with  the  Treaty  of  Paris  were,  accord- 
ing to  my  recollection,  a  subject  of  very 
long  discussion  in  Paris,  conducted  by 
the  Beprcsentatires  of  many  Powers, 
and  extending  over  such  a  considerable 
period  of  time  that  it  was  impossible 
that  they  should  remain  se^et.  They 
were  matter  of  notoriety  to  tiie  whole 
world  before  the  Treaty  was  concluded. 
If  Parliament  had  been  consulted  upon 
the  subject  and  asked  to  give  a  formal 
judgment  upon  the  clause,  I  have  not 
the  smallest  doubt  tiiat  it  would  have 
given  its  full  consent.  Therefore,  it  is 
impossible  to  derive  an  argument  from 
that  in  support  of  my  hon.  Friend's  con- 
tention. I  do  not  think  my  hon.  Friend 
has  been  too  severe  upon  that  clause.  It 
was  a  clause  impossible  permanently  to 
maintain.  I  believe  I  stated  in  this 
House  many  years  ago  that  Lord 
Palmerston,  who  was  more  responsible 
for  that  clause  than  any  other  statesman 
in  Europe,  had  no  idea  that  it  could  be 
permanently  maintained ;  but  he  thought 
it  a  valuable  provision  to  maintain  for 
a  certain  time,  the  great  object  of  the 
Treaty  of  Paris  being  to  give  a  breath- 
ing time  to  Europe.  There  was  never 
any  idea  of  threateniug  Bussia  with  war 
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upon  the  subject.  My  hon.  FHend  re> 
f  erred  to  a  passage  in  a  despatch  of  Lord 
Odo  Buasell,  whose  services  are  nnh^i- 
pily  now  lost  to  the  country ;  bnt  that 
passage  had  no  connection  with  any 
instructions  he  had  received  from  the 
Government  at  home.  I  have  quoted 
that  Treaty  as  a  very  remarkable  in- 
stance of  a  European  negotiation,  where 
it  was  quite  true  that  the  Crown  made 
the  engagement  without  the  formal 
assent  of  Parliament ;  but  I  am  bound 
to  say  I  believe  it  was  a  Treaty  which 
was  made  with  the  thorough  cognizance 
and  in  accordance  with  the  prevailing 
and  general  feeling  of  the  country,  and 
therefore  in  faithful  execution  of  the 
powers  committed  to  the  Executive. 
Now,  with  regard  to  war,  my  hon. 
Friend  wishes  to  commit  the  House  to 
an  opinion  that  it  is  neither  just  nor 
expedient  to  embark  in  war  without  the 
knowledge  and  consent  of  Parliament 
Does  my  hon.  Friend  use  the  word 
"war"  in  its  technical  sense,  as  de- 
scribing a  state  of  things  known  to 
International  Law  ?  No  ;  he  means  to 
include  warlike  operations.  I  am  not 
sure  that  any  instance  could  be  quoted 
in  which  the  Queen  has  engaged  in  war 
in  any  technical  sense  without  the  con- 
sent of  Parliament.  Now,  is  it  possible 
for  the  House  to  commit  itself  to  such 
a  proposition  as  that  warlike  operations 
are  not  to  be  engaged  in  without  the 
full  knowledge  and  consent  of  Parlia- 
ment, or  that  Treaties  ai-e  not  to  be  con- 
cluded without  the  full  knowledge  and 
consent  of  Parliament  ?  If  a  proposi- 
tion of  this  kind  were  adopted  by  rar- 
liament>  there  are  no  persons  who  wonid 
profit  so  much  by  it  as  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown.  It  would  be  an  enormous  light- 
ening of  their  responsibility,  as  it  would 
throw  over  the  responsibility  to  other 
shoulders ;  therefore,  they  have  every 
reason  for  favouring  the  adoption  of 
such  a  rule  if  it  could  be  safely  adopted 
andactedupon.  Myhon.Friendaskedme, 
if  I  am  not  mistaken,  whether  some  pro- 
gress in  that  direction  has  not  been  made 
by  the  course  adopted  in  the  case  of  the 
Congo  Treaty.  Well,  wherever  it  can 
be  done,  I  think  it  is  desirable  that  the 
Government  of  the  day  should  take  the 
country  into  its  confidence ;  but  we  can- 
not make  a  general  rule  to  that  effect, 
it  is  impossible  to  do  so.  If  it  ven  the 
judgment  of  Parliament  that  it  vss 
necessary  to  impose  some  wliolesome 
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restrictions  npon  the  proceedings  of  the 
Executive  OoTemroent  in  this  important 
respect,  how  would  Parliament  have  to 
proceed  ?  Sfy  hon.  Friend  is .  perfectly 
right  when  he  says  that  in  other  times 
such  restrictions  did  prevail.  As  late 
as  the  last  century,  undoubtedly,  it  was 
the  practice  of  the  Grown  to  hold  prior 
communication  with  the  Houses  of 
Parliameoton  Treaties  which  were  about 
to  be  concluded.  Would  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber like  that  practice  to  be  revived?  No 
doubt  he  would.  "What  would  be  the 
consequence  of  that  ?  You  must  go  back 
to  the  state  of  things  which  existed  when 
these  communications  were  made  and 
when  the  debates  of  this  House  were 
not  reported  to  the  country.  You  must 
have  a  secret  organization  in  this  House ; 
you  must  have  another  Cabinet  within 
the  House.  I  am  not  objecting  to  that ; 
but  I  b^  my  hon.  Friend  to  consider 
what  difficulties  that  would  entail  and 
vhat  sort  of  confidence  would  be  given 
to  the  judgment  of  the  House  upon  the 
resolutions  adopted  about  war  and 
Treaties  by  a  Secret  Committee  of  the 
House.  No;  I  do  not  think  my  hon. 
Friend  would  accept  such  a  Committee. 
How  is  it  possible  to  carry  on  whole 
negotiations  in  the  face  of  the  world 
and  subject  to  the  comments  of  the  Press 
— invaluable  for  every  purpose  of  do- 
mestic policy,  but  as  regards  such  mat- 
ters of  public  policy  totally  unfit  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  on  such  negotia- 
tions ?  It  would  be  totally  alien  from 
our  ideas  of  a  free  Parliament,  where 
everything  is  spoken  out  and  nothing  is 
ooncealed,  if  the  House  determined  to 
have  such  a  change  in  the  relations  of 
the  Executive  and  Parliament.  After 
all,  my  hon.  Friend  does  not  get  oat  of 
his  difficulty.  What  does  he  say  took 
place  in  respect  to  the  bombardment  of 
Alexandria  7  It  was  quite  open  to 
Parliament  to  censure  the  Government, 
so  said  my  hon.  Friend.  Ho  said  there 
were  121  hon.  Members  disposed  to 
do  80,  though  they  had  not  sufficient 
awakening  of  conscience  in  them  to  in- 
duce them  to  take  one  side  or  the  other, 
like  the  angels  of  whom  the  great  Italian 
poet  speaks  in  the  war  in  Heaven  who 
were  neither  for  God  nor  Satan.  Two 
hundred  and  twenty-seven  hon.  Mem- 
bers came  down  and  voted  against  my 
hon.  Friend,  bo  that,  after  all,  my  hon. 
Friend's  instance  did  not  seem  to  do 
much  for  him.   I,  for  my  part,  would 


be  delighted  if  it  were  practicable  to 
associate  the  Executive  more  with  the 
Legislature  in  these  great  and  respon- 
sible proceedings,  but  I  do  not  see  now 
it  can  be  done.  If  it  can  be  done,  let 
my  hon.  Friwd  show  me  the  mode,  and 
I,  for  one,  am  quite  ready  to  consider 
it.  In  the  case  of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  you  have  undoubtedly  a 
most  efficient  control  over  the  Execu- 
tive; but  you  have  it  associated  witli 
the  power  of  secrecy,  which  is  freely 
used  in  America,  but  the  introduction 
of  which  would  be  contrary  to  the  spirit 
of  this  House,  and  would  be  a  matter  of 
the  greatest  difficulty  even  to  persons 
anxious  to  limit  the  powers  of  the  Execu- 
tive. With  regard  to  warlike  operations 
it  is  quite  impossible  it  could  be  done. 
The  check  upon  the  Executive,  I  am 
sure,  with  regard  to  warlike  operations 
would  be  very  feeble.  Let  me  take  a 
case,  not  without  interest,  as  sufficiently 
remote  to  be  referred  to  without  passing 
feeling.  I  refer  to  the  case  of  the  loroha 
Arrow  in  connection  with  the  difficulty 
with  China  in  1857.  That  was  a  case  in 
which  it  would  have  been  perfectly  pos- 
sible for  the  Executive  Government,  if 
they  had  been  so  mioded,  to  communi- 
cate the  proceedings  to  the  House ;  but 
they  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  do  so. 
It  was  not  like  the  conquest  of  Scinde, 
and  many  others.  They  might  have 
disowned  it,  but  they  did  not.  The  late 
Lord  Derby  had  the  strongest  feeling 
upon  the  subject.  He  raised  the  ques- 
tion in  the  House  of  Lords  and  moved  a 
Yote  of  Censure ;  butthe  House  of  Lords 
supported  the  Government.  The  ques- 
tion was  raised  here,  and  I  took  a  stirong 
part  with  persons  of  various  political 
shades  of  omnion,  and  we  beat  the  Go- 
vernment. But  what  happened  ?  When 
we  went  to  our  constituents  a  great 
many  of  us  lost  our  seats,  and  the  coun- 
try determined  to  support  the  Govern- 
ment in  that  very  case.  So  I  am  afraid 
it  would  be  in  other  matters,  and  that 
you  would  not  be  able  to  attain  the  ob- 
ject you  had  in  view.  It  is,  however, 
with  the  utmost  satisfaction  that  I  see 
both  here  and  elsewhere  the  sense  of 
the  people  much  less  favourable  now  on 
■various  occasions  to  wars  than  it  used  to 
be  ;  but  there  is  still  great  danger.  The 
case  of  the  China  War  is  rather  a  re- 
markable one  in  that  sense.  Now  let 
us  suppose  that  Lord  Palmerston  was 
quite  right  and  that  military  operations 
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were  neceasaiy.  Evidently  it  vas  a  case 
in  vbich  there  iras  no  oaoioe.  It  the 
thing:  was  rig:ht  to  be  done  it  was  right 
to  be  done  then.  You  could  not  refer 
to  Parliament,  you  could  not  eren  obtain 
the  judgment  of  the  Goverument  by 
telegraph  before  Sir  John  Bowring  took 
action.  Or  to  take  another  instance— I 
hope  the  last  of  all  possible  apprehen- 
sions of  war,  though  one  must  not  be  too 
sanquine,  between  us  and  our  kinsmen 
on  the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic — I  mean 
the  ease  of  Mason  and  Slidell.  The  ap- 
prehension occurred  when  Parliament 
was  not  sitting.  The  OoTemment  of 
Lord  Falmerstott  thought,  as  the  Qo- 
remment  of  the  United  States  after- 
wards admitted,  that  it  was  a  clear  case 
of  Tiolation  of  IntematioDal  Law.  The 
Government  immediately  made  their  de- 
mands, and  the  sending  of  10,000  troops 
to  British  North  America  showed  that 
they  were  in  earnest.  Although  that 
waa  not  strictly  the  case  of  warlike 
operations,  it  undoubtedly  committed 
the  British  Government  and  the  coun- 
try to  war  if  the  Government  of  America 
had  not  concurred  in  their  view.  That 
waa  in  itself  a  breach  of  International 
Law  inadvertently  committed.  But  does 
anybody  think  it  would  have  been  pos- 
sible for  the  Queen  to  have  summoned 
Parliament  on  that  occasion  and  to  ask 
the  two  Houses,  one  of  which  might 
have  voted  one  way  and  the  other  the 
other  vias,  whetKer  it  was  right  for  the 
British  Government  to  make  a  demand 
for  the  release  of  Hason  and  Slidell,  and 
if  they  made  the  demand  with  what 
practical  and  executive  measures  it  was 
to  be  accompanied  ?  I  go  with  my  hon. 
Friend  with  all  he  says  against  the  mili- 
tarism state  of  Europe,  and  when  he 
says  he  has  lost  his  faith  in  Governments 
and  places  it  in  the  people,  to  a  con- 
siderable extent  I  go  with  him.  If  we 
can  in  any  way  adopt  any  rational  and 
practical  rule  that  will  enlarge  the  dis- 
cretion and  power  on  the  part  of  Parlia- 
ment towards  the  Executive  Government, 
I  shall  be  glad  to  listen  to  any  such  pro- 
position if  it  is  of  a  practical  nature. 
But  my  hon.  Friend,  in  endeavouring 
to  induce  the  House  to  support  a  Mo- 
tion of  this  kind,  is  practically  endea- 
vouring to  do  what  is  in  the  nature  of 
things  impossible — namely,  to  make  the 
Legislative  power  the  Executive.  The 
Legislative  power  and  the  Executive 
power  are  essentially  distinct.    In  this 
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great  country  and  its  complex  Empire, 
ramified  all  over  ih»  globe,  you  cannot 
avoid  giving  great  confidence  and  great 

disf-Tetion  to  the  Executive.  If  you  give 
that  great  confidence  and  discretion  you 
must  be  prepared  for  its  being  occa- 
sionally, through  error  of  judgment, 
misused.  It  is  very  sad  that  the  nation 
should  be  subjected  to  such  a  risk ;  but 
it  is  in  the  nature  of  things,  and  canilot 
be  rooted  out,  and  any  attempt  to  con- 
found together  these  two  great  provinces 
of  Government  —  the  provinces  of  the 
Legislature  and  of  the  Executive— will 
only  produce  confusion  worse  confounded 
ana  be  liable  to  bring  about  an  enor- 
mous extension  of  practical  mischief. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  expresses  feelings 
and  propositions  in  his  speech  to  which 
I  heartily  wish^well ;  but  I  trust  he  will 
not  expect  us,  or  ask  the  House,  to  ac- 
cept a  Motion  involving  results  which,  I 
think,  be  is  hardly  able  to  measure,  and 
which.  I  am  sure  the  House  is  not  able, 
after  an  incidental  discussion,  adequately 
to  appreciate,  and  which,  I  am  afraid, 
will  produce  many  consequences  not  only 
not  agreeable  to  the  views  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  but  the  very  reverse  of  those 
views,  and  calculated  to  be  detrimental 
to  the  high  and  sacred  purposes  which 
he  so  justly  advocates  and  has  at  heart. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
(Paddington,  S.)  said :  I  will  not  tres- 
pass for  more  than  a  few  minutes  upon 
the  attention  of  the  House,  especially  as 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Geutlemui 
CUr.  Gladstone)  who  has  just  sat  down 
deals  absolutely  with  the  views  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr.  Richard), 
who  brought  forward  this  Motion,  and 
as  he  said  nothing  with  which  we  on 
this  side  of  the  House  would  be  disposed 
to  disagree.  But  it  is  absolutely  impos- 
sible for  us  on  this  side  of  the  House  to 
sit  quietly  and  patiently  while  hon. 
Members  opposite,  below  the  Gangway, 
choose  to  occupy  on  this  great  question 
of  State  policy  a  high  moral  position, 
and  choose  to  assert  by  their  expressions, 
and  to  insinuate  by  their  motions,  that 
everybody  on  this  side  is  far  below  them 
in  high  moral  wisdom,  and,  in  fact,  that 
they  ore  persons  for  whom  is  reserved 
the  "blackness  of  darkness"  for  ever. 
I  am  quite  familiar  with  the  attitude  of 
the  hoD.  Member  for  Merthyr  on  this 
great  question  of  peace  and  war  and  in- 
ternational arbitration.  I  have  often 
heard  him  make  very  much  the  same 
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speMh;  but  I  bare 
to  take  a  single  practical  step  towards 
carryioff  out  the  policy  whicli  he  advo- 
cates. To  a  great  extent,  I  go  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  in  the  Motion 
he  has  moved.  And,  more  than  that,  I 
eay  that  it  is  not  possible,  practically, 
for  the  Executive  Government  either 
*'to  embark  in  war,"  or  to  "contract 
engagements,"  or  "add  territories  to 
the  Empire"  without  the  consent  or 
knowledge  of  Parliament.  What  are 
the  three  principal  engagements  which 
govern  our  foreign  policy  at  the  present 
moment  —  engagements  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buroley  (Mr.  Bylande)  hare 
been  consenting  parties  ?  The  first  is 
our  engagement  to  the  Ameer  of  Af- 
ghanistan, entered  into  by  the  Prime 
Minister  in  1880  to  defend,  under  cer- 
tain circumstances,  the  territory  of  the 
Ameer  against  Bussia.  That  is  an  en- 
gagement which  at  any  moment,  by 
some  unfortunate  circumstances,  may 
involve  this  country  in  war.  What  is 
the  second  engagement  ?  It  is  an  engage- 
ment to  the  Government  of  the- Khedive, 
the  sacredness  of  which  has  been  dwelt 
on  over  and  over  again  by  the  Fnme 
Minister,  and  which  has  been  recognized 
by  Parliament  and  by  hon.  Members 
below  the  Ministerial  Gangway.  The 
third  eu^gement  is  that  entered  into 
with  the  Powers  of  Eur^e  that  we  will, 
if  necessary,  prevent  Greece  by  force 
from  disturbing  the  European  peace. 
Mark  the  position !  These  are  the  three 
practical  engagements  which  the  present 
Government  is  carrying  out.  Every  one 
of  them  may  at  any  time  involve  this 
country  in  warlike  operations.  Under 
these  circumstances,  if  the  hon.  Member 
for  Merthyr  wished  to  carry  out  his 
policy,  why  did  he  not  take  a  practical 
step  in  that  direction  by  moving  a 
speciBc  Resolution  to  the  effect  that 
these  are  engagements  which  may  involve 
the  country  in  war,  and  that  in  the  opi- 
nion of  this  House  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
GKivemment  to  take  steps  to  withdraw 
from  all  of  them  ?  That  would  be  a 
practical  Motion  which  the  House  could 
assent  to  if  it  agreed  with  it.  I  hope, 
before  the  debate  closes,  that  one  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  Friends  will  answer 
my  question.  Suppose  something  took 
place  under  theso  engagements  which 
did  involve  this  country  in  war,  you 
could  not  say  that  you  were  unable  to 
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assent  to  that  policy  being  carried  out. 
The  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  is  a 
thoroughly  unpractical  and  abstract  Mo- 
tion, and  it  is  purposely  unpractical  and 
abstract.  It  has  been  moved  in  order 
to  enable  the  hon.  Member  and  his 
Friends  to  occupy  a  high  moral  position 
before  the  constituencies,  and  to  go 
about  the  country  on  various  platforms 
and  say — "Here  are  we  bringing  for- 
ward these  Motions,  which,  of  course, 
are  opposed  bythose  warlike  Tories  who 
are  always  crying  out  for  war."  The 
public  is  not  always  going  to  he  blind. 
If  the  Badical  Party  are  so  strong  in 
Parliament— strong  numerically  and  in- 
tellectually— why  do  they  contest  them- 
selves by  moving  abstract  Besolutions, 
and  absolutely  shirk  the  practical  issue  ? 
It  is  shirking  a  plain  and  practical  issue 
when  Motions  of  this  kind  are  made  and 
direct  and  practical  Motions  are  avoided. 
Why  do  not  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  opposite  move  that  this  coun- 
try withdraw  from  the  particular  en- 
gagements I  have  referred  to,  which 
may  involve  us  at  any  time  in  war  ? 
That  is  the  question  that  we  ask  those 
hoD.  Members ;  and  until  they  take  up  a 
plain,  straightforward  position  of  that 
kind,  and  bring  forward  a  practical 
Motion  which  may  have  some  practical 
effect  on  the  Government  of  the  country, 
the  House  of  Commons  will  not  believe 
in  their  sincerity,  and  I  am  certain  also 
that  it  will  always  be  easy  to  dispute 
the  sincerity  of  their  motives  before  the 
country. 

Me.  OCTATnJS  MORGAN  (Batter- 
sea)  said,  he  believed  that  in  the  treat- 
ment of  inferior  races  no  country  in  the 
world  had  been  so  just,  on  the  whole,  as 
this  country.  He  regretted  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter say  that  he  did  not  see  his  way  to 
establish  a  Committee  which  would  have, 
to  some  extent,  the  control  of  foreign 
affairs.  Ho  thought  that  it  was  most 
desirable  that  this  country  should  have 
a  continuous  foreign  policy ;  and  he 
should  like  to  see,  in  addition  to  the 
Foreign  Secretary  and  the  Under  Se- 
cretai-y  for  Foreign  Affairs,  a  Committee 
containing  a  certain  number  of  experi- 
enced Members  of  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament charged  with  their  supervision. 
He  should  like  to  see  foreign  and  Colo- 
nial affairs  kept  altogether  free  from 
Party  politics  in  this  country.  He  be- 
lieved that  we  had  suffered  in  the  past 
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and,  no  doubt,  would  buffer  in  the  future 
by  changing  our  policy  with  every  change 
of  Administration.    He  rejoiced  to  see, 
however,  that  of  late  years  there  had 
been  a  desire  on  the  part  of  one  Govern- 
ment to  pursue  the  policy  pursued  by 
ita  Predecessors.     While  lie  regretted 
that  Lord  Beaconsfield  and  Lord  Salis- 
bury insisted  in  the  Treaty  of  Berlin 
that  Koumelia  should  be  separated  from 
Bulgaria,  he  was  now  glad  to  see  that 
Lord  Salisbury,  when  lately  in  OfSce, 
bad  the  wisdom  to  adopt  a  policy  in  con- 
nection with  this  matter  which  might  be 
described  as  the  Liberal  policy.  We 
had  seen  tbat  in  Gh^ece  also  the  Liberal 
Government  had  followed  the  policy  of 
the  Conservative  Government.   He  felt 
the  greatest  possible  interest  in  the  wel- 
fare of  Greece,  and  he  believed  it  would 
have  been  the  greatest  possible  misfor- 
tnne  if  Greece  had  gone  to  war  with 
Turkey  single-handed.     He  was  glad 
when  it  was  decided  to  do  what  we 
could  to  prevent  Greece  commencing 
military  operations  against  Turkey,  and 
also  when  Lord  Bosebery,  on  acceding 
to  the  Foreign  Office,  determined  to  con- 
tinue the  policy  of  his  Predecessor.  It 
was  fortunate  for  Greece  that  there  had 
been  a  change  of  Administration  in  this 
country,  because  the  Greeks  had  great 
con6denoe  in  the  Liberal  Fartf  in  Eng- 
land,  lie  listened  with  satisfaction  the 
other  night  to  the  speech  on  Egypt  made 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  (Colonel  Duncan)    Two  or  three 
years  ago  it  would  hardly  have  been 
possible  for  such  a  speech  to  havo  been 
delivered  from  the  Conservative  side  of 
the  House-   We  had,  to  some  extent, 
now  arrived  at  a  continuity  of  foreign 
policy.  Since  tho  General  Election  Par- 
liament had  been  able  to  take  new  de- 
partures in  home  affairs,  and  surely  it 
could  do  something  of  the  same  kind  in 
foreign  affairs  ?   He  believed  it  would 
be  wise  to  appoint  a  Committee  upon 
foreign  affairs.  No  doubt  it  would  have 
to  be  a  secret  Committee;  but  if  such  a 
Committee  existed  he  should  feel  more 
con6dent  that  foreign  affairs  were  being 
conducted  with  more  advantage  to  our- 
selves, and  perhaps  with  more  fairness 
to  other  nations.    He  should  certainly 
feel  more  certain  that  continuity  was 
being  maintained  in  our  foreign  policy. 
It  had  been  mentioned  by  the  Prime 
MiDister  that  in  the  United  States  the 
Foreign  Secretary  took  advice  and  in- 
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struction  from  a  Committee  of  the 

Senate.  Certainly  the  United  States 
had  been  remarkably  successful  in  their 
conduct  of  foreign  affairs.  It  was  at 
their  instigation  that  the  French  with- 
drew from  Mexico.  If  the  Uoited  States 
could  carry  on  their  foreign  affairs  by 
means  of  a  Committee,  why  should  we 
not  do  so  ?  There  was  no  validity  in 
tho  excuse  that  it  was  easier  to  adopt  a 
new  course  in  a  new  country  than  it  was 
in  this.  He  was  satisfied  that  we 
could  learn  much  that  would  be  of  ad- 
vantage in  social  legislation  even  from 
the  smallest  of  our  self-governing  Colo- 
nies. They  had  made  experiments,  and 
we  should  not  hesitate  to  do  so. 

Mr.  BOTD-KINNEAR  ( Fife,  E.)  said, 
the  noble  Lord  bad  called  upon  Mem- 
bers who  supported  the  Motion  before 
the  House  to  prove  their  sincerity  by 
moving  a  Resolution  to  upset  certain 
Treaties  which  had  been  entered  into. 
They  did  not  move  any  such  Resolution 
as  that,  because  they  did  not  disapprove 
of  those  engagements.    If  it  were  the 
case  that  they  disapproved  of  these  en- 
gagements, then,  indeed,  a  case  would 
arise  in  which  they  would  challenge  the 
opinion  of  the  House  upon  that  point. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  stated  that  it 
was  in  the  power  of  the  House  to  have 
interposed  in  the  case  of  annexations 
which  had  taken  place,  but  that  it  had 
failed  to  take  advantage  of  that  power, 
because  the  annexations  had  been,  the 
natural  result  of  circumstances  that  had 
occurred  previously.    He  ventured  to 
say  that  in  the  case  of  Burmah  that  was 
a  disputable  proposition.    For  a  long 
time  after  the  war  in  Burmah  bad  been 
successful  it  was  absolutely  uncertain 
whether  annexation  or  withdrawal  was 
to  be  the  issue.    Far  from  its  being  a 
necessary  consequence  that  annexation 
should  take  place,  it  was  quite  pos- 
sible that  the  Government  of  India 
might  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
annexation,  was  not  a  legitimate,  a  satis- 
f  actoty,  or  a  beneficial  conclusion  to  their 
operations.   If  that  were  a  proper  mas- 
ter for  the  Government  of  India  to  con- 
sider and  decide  upon,  was  it  unreason- 
able that  they  shotudsay  it  was  a  proper 
matter  for  the  House  to  express  ito  opi- 
nion upon  it?   And  there  was  no  emer- 
gency, or  anything  calling  for  instant 
detision,  to  prevent  or  hinder  the  sense 
of  the  House  being  taken  upon  the  ques- 
tion.   The  Government  of  India  had 
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hanf^  up  the  matter  for  several  weeks. 
Instead  of  being  a  case  in  wbiob  the 
House  oould  not  have  interposed,  it  was 
precisely  an  iostance  in  which  the  House 
shonld  have  interposed  to  express  its 
opinion.  The  Prime  Minister  had  made 
some  remarks  on  the  Treaty  of  Paris. 
He  said  that  if  the  provisions  of  that 
Treaty  had  been  brought  before  the 
House  they  vroold  have  been  approved 
of ;  but  that  was  surely  an  argument  to 
show  that  the  House  was  a  perfectly 
proper  tribunal  to  bo  consulted  before 
Bucn  engagements  were  entered  into. 
It  was  the  first  time  the  suggestion  had 
been  made  that  those  engagements  were 
intended  to  be  temporary.  They  had 
been  under  the  belief  that  those  engage- 
ments were  intended  to  be  permanent, 
and  that  the  States  of  Europe  who  ac- 
cepted them  were  bound  by  them.  It 
appeared  now,  however,  for  the  first 
time>  that  there  had  been  a  previous 
understanding  to  the  effect  that  these 
engagements  were  only  temporary.  Why 
should  there  be  secret  Treaties  and  secret 
understandings  at  all  ?  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister said  that  it  the  power  of  the  Oo- 
vemment  to  negotiafe  in  secret  were 
abolished  we  should  have  to  return  to 
the  conditions  which  prevailed  when 
Parliamentary  debates  were  not  made 
public.  But  at  the  period  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  there  were 
literary  men  who  attended  the  House, 
and  who  gave  publicity  to  its  pro- 
ceedings. So  eminent  a  man  as  Dr. 
Johnson,  trusting  his  memory  to  a  great 
extent,  did  publish  a  Keport,  in  which 
be  put  better  language  into  the  months 
of  hon.  Members  than  they  had  them- 
selves used.  How  could  there  ever  have 
been  seereey  in  the  consultations  of  600 
Gentitemen  r  Who  ever  heard  of  a  se- 
cret that  was  confided  to  600  Gentlemen  ? 
Though  the  debates  of  that  time  were 
not  published,  tJiere  was  a  real  commu- 
nication of  them  through  the  Members 
to  their  consticuencies ;  and  the  opinion 
of  the  country  was  in  some  measure  ex- 
pressed upon  them.  Why,  he  aeked, 
should  there  be  secrecy  ?  What  was 
there  in  the  engagements  that  we  de- 
sired to  enter  into  which  called  for 
secrecy  ?  Who  had  been  the  most  suc- 
cessful Treaty-maker  of  modem  times  ? 
Everyone  would  answer  Prince  Bismarck, 
whose  doctrine  and  practice  had  been 
to  make  en  open  declaration  of  what  he 
intended  to  do,  and  what  he  meant.  Had 


not  many  of  the  dangers  into  which  we 
had  run  risen  from  the  practice  of  secret 
diplomacy?  Had  they  not  arisen  be- 
cause the  country  had  not  been  aware 
of  the  actions  and  intentions  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  so  could  neither  control 
them  nor  sanction  them  ?  The  Ministers 
were  not  able  to  speak  with  the  authority 
of  the  countiy  to  foreign  nations.  Many 
a  time,  when  the  Ministers  w  ere  ^reaien- 
ing  war,  foreign  nations  believed  that 
war  would  not  be  tolerated  by  the  country ; 
and  the  result  often  was  that  we  drifted 
into  war.  That  was  the  case  in  the 
Crimean  War.  The  Emperor  of  Russia 
did  not  believe  that  this  country  would 
allow  Ministers  to  carry  out  their  threats, 
simply  because,  as  he  was  well  aware, 
the  oountry  was  not  allowed  to  know 
what  was  going  on.  If  Ministers  were 
to  state  openly  what  they  intended  to  do, 
and  if  we  did  away  with  this  system  of 
secrecy,  then  the  nation  would  feel  the 
responsibility  in  which  it  was  involved  ; 
it  would  make  up  its  mind  calmly  and 
deliberately,  and  would  not  be  hurried 
away  by  passion,  because  it  would  not 
be  misled  by  false  rumours  as  to  what 
had  been  done  in  its  name ;  but,  above 
all,  it  would  be  able  to  strengthen  the 
Government,  and  give  it  a  power  which 
it  did  not  possess  just  now,  and  it  would 
make  our  negotintions  infinitely  more 
advantageous  and  successful  to  the  coun- 
try than  they  had  been  in  the  past.  The 
consequence  of  it  might  be  that  hon. 
Members  might  be  turned  out  by  their 
constituencies,  as  the  Prime  Minister  had 
said  they  were  in  the  case  of  the  Ohina 
War ;  but  if  they  should  make  mis- 
takes he  thought  the  sooner  they  were 
turned  out  by  their  conslitueDcies  the 
better.  Beference  had  been  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister  and  others  to  the  neces- 
sity which  might  occasionally  arise  for 
the  GKrvemment  taking  a  sudden  resolu- 
tion; but  no  one  wantm  to  interfere  with 
that.  In  common  life  sometimes  they 
had  to  take  the  law  into  their  own  hand, 
though,  if  there  was  time  for  it,  they 
had  always  to  seek  the  sanction  of  the 
law  in  the  proper  way.  In  precisely  the 
same  manner,  there  was  no  desire  to  in- 
terfere with  the  legitimate  exercise  of 
the  power  of  the  Executive  in  all  cases 
of  emergency ;  on  the  contrary,  they 
should  trust  the  Executive,  and  confirm 
its  action,  whenever  the  occasion  arose 
for  them  to  do  so.  But  what  they  asked 
in  the  Motion  now  before  the  House 
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was  that  where  there  was  no  emer- 
gency, and  where  there  were  negotia- 
tions and  transactions  going  on  for  a 
oonaiderable  period,  the  Government 
should  not  conclude  those  negotiations 
finally  until  they  had  submitted  them 
to  the  consideration  of  the  House.  He 
hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  not  yield 
to  the  appeal  that  had  been  made  to  him 
to  withdraw  his  Motion.  There  were  a 
number  of  hon.  Members  who  were 
pledged  to  the  opinion  that  such  ques- 
tions as  were  embraced  in  tlie  Motion 
should  for  the  future  be  dealt  with  as 
matters  belonging  to  the  nation,  and 
should  be  brought  before  the  nation  for 
its  decision,  instead  of  being  settled  be- 
hind the  back  of  the  nation. 

Mb.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bris- 
tol, £.)  said,  Lord  Beacousfield,  on  a 
well-known  occasion,  gare  expression 
to  a  memorable  saying  when  he  said  that 
the  expenditure  of  a  country  is  governed 
by  itB  policy.  In  that  maxim  he  (Mr. 
Handel  Cossham^  thoroughly  concurred. 
It  would  be  a  happy  day  not  only  for 
this  country,  but  for  the  world  at  large, 
when  the  same  principles  of  honour  and 
justice  governed  our  International  rela- 
tions as  goTerned  the  private  lives  of  most 
of  us.  There  was,  it  would  scarcely  be 
denied,  hardly  anyone  who  would,  in 
his  private  life,  act  upon  the  immoral 
principles  on  which  we  had  gone  fili- 
bustering and  annexing  territory  all  over 
the  world.  He  contested  the  principle 
that  extent  of  territory  made  a  nation 
either  rich  or  great.  A  country  was 
great  not  in  proportion  to  the  extent  of 
its  territory,  out  to  the  happiness  and 
comfort  and  progress  of  its  people.  If, 
indeed,  extension  of  territory  could 
render  a  country  great  and  powerful, 
Bussia,  which  owned  one-seventh  of  the 
world's  surface,  would  be  the  greatest 
and  most  powerful  country  in  the  world. 
The  history  of  the  world  showed  that 
there  were  two  great  things  that  led  to 
national  disaster  and  ruin — one  was  the 
neglect  of  the  poor,  and  the  next  was 
extent  of  territory.  He  asked  the  House 
to  put  a  stop  to  that  excessive  military 
expenditure  and  extension  of  territory, 
which  had  created  that  gigantic  Na- 
tional Debt  now  weighing  so  heavily  on 
the  industry  and  commerce  of  the  coun- 
try? He  could  not  help  observing, 
even  in  that  House,  that  there  was  a 
great  desire  to  spend  large  sums  of 
money  derived  from  the  taxation  of  the 
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country  in  keeping  np  great  arma- 
ments. The  noble  Lord  ^e  Member 
for  South  Faddington  (Lord  Bandolph 

Churchill),  in  the  speech  he  delivered 
that  night,  had  sneered  at  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Merthyr  Tydvil 
(Mr.  Bichard).  He  would  venture 
to  remind  the  noble  Lord  that  his 
family  had  received  more  money,  and 
had  done  less  for  it,  than  any  other  in 
the  country.  He  wished  to  remind  the 
Prime  Minister  that  it  was  the  public 
opinion  of  that  day  which  prevented  this 
country  joining  the  Southern  States; 
and  the  case  of  Slidell  and  Mason,  so 
far  from  supporting,  told  against  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  argument.  The 
hon.  Member  was  proceeding  to  enlarge 
on  this  topic,  when— 

Mn.  SPEAKER  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  travelling  from  tlw  Ho< 
tion. 

.  Mb.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  concluded 
by  saying  that  what  he  wanted  to  see 
was  a  check  put  upon  the  tendency  to 
enter  into  foreign  wars  and  complica- 
tions. He  hoped  that  public  opinion 
would  put  an  end  to  afilibustering  policy 
in  any  part  of  the  world. 

Sir  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham,  Bar- 
nard Castle)  said,  he  should  support  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Richard) 
if  he  went  to  a  division.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  was  very  unfortunate  in  the 
instance  he  had  quoted  as  to  the  Treaties 
he  suggested  they  should  move  to  re- 
peal. Two  of  those  Treaties  certainly 
were  entered  into  long  before  there  was 
time  to  protest,  and  some  of  them  had 
protested  as  soon  aa  they  had  a  chance  of 
doing  so.  It  was  impossible  to  answer 
the  arguments  of  the  Prime  Minister; 
but  imder  the  hon.  Member's  (Mr. 
Bichard's)  Besolution  there  was  a  great 
truth  lying,  condemning  the  policy  of 
entering  upon  wars  which  involved  great 
expenditure  of  blood  and  money  before 
Parliament  had  any  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing an  opinion  on  the  subject. 
With  regard  to  Burmah,  the  policy 
might  be  right  or  wrong;  many  thought 
it  was  wrong ;  but  it  was  alt  over  before 
Parliament  could  say  a  word.  He  con- 
sidered that  before  the  country  was  en- 
tirely committed  to  any  annexation  of 
territory  or  any  war,  and  before  steps 
were  taken  from  which  there  conld  he 
no  retreat  without  disgrace,  the  Hoase 
and  the  oonstitnenoieB  should  on  every 
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possible  opportunity  have  the  aatisfac- 
tioa  of  expressiog  their  opinion. 

Me.  ILLINGWOETH  (Bradford, 
W.)  said,  the  country  would  be  in- 
debted to  hia  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Richard) 
for  bringing  forward  this  matter.  To 
many  hon.  Members  it  was  really  re- 
freshing to  hare  a  night's  debate  of  this 
sort  after  they  had  seen  Parliament 
within  the  last  few  days  spending  money 
with  the  greatest  lavisbness,  and  had 
heard  hon.  Members  speaking  as  if  the 
only  thing  for  which  they  lived  was  to 
complete  instrnmente  of  destruction.  In 
many  points  the  case  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister was  unanswerable';  bat  this  was 
not  a  technical  question.  It  would  be 
lamentable  if,  after  the  extension  of  the 
suffrage,  an  improved  feeling  were  not 
manifested  in  that  House.  He  admitted 
at  once  that  the  House  of  Commons 
might  have  failed  in  its  duty  in  several 
of  tho  instances  mentioned  by  the  noble 
Xx)rdopposite(XiOrd  RandolphOhurohill). 
There  were  diffioulties  in  the  way ;  all 
of  them  were  influenced  more  or  less  by 
Party  considerations,  and  it  was  not 
pleasant  for  them  to  assail  their  Leaders ; 
but  really,  if  they  could  not  insure  to 
the  House  of  Commons  the  security  in- 
dicated by  his  hon.  Fxiend,  they  would 
be  bound  to  have  a  still  higher  regard 
than  hitherto  as  to  the  comp<Mition  of 
Govwnments.  Ko  ^ech  could  have 
been  delivered  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister  which  would 
have  touched  Parliament  or  the  country 
more  than  tho  speech  which  he  had  made 
that  night.  Many  of  them  felt  that  it 
was  only  for  a  comparatively  short  time 
that  he  would  occupy  the  position  he 
now  occupied  in  that  House ;  and  he  had 
left  them,  in  the  utterances  he  had  made 
that  night,  his  latest  conviction  upon 
this  most  solemn  question.  He  hoped 
that  what  had  been  said  in  that  debate 
would  make  such  a  deep  impression  on 
both  sides  that  the  spirit  of  levity,  and 
almost  of  callousness,  with  which  they  had 
entered  on  great  Intemation^  engage- 
ments would  not  be  so  readily  adopted 
in  the  future.  He  was  not  one  of  those 
who  could  look  with  unconcern  upon  the 
continual  extension  of  territory  for  which 
Parliament  was  responsible.  Merd  con- 
siderations of  prudence  should  make 
them  hesitate ;  and  if  Parliament  could 
not  directly  control  the  Government  in 
any  specific  case  the  only  alternative  was 
to  lay  down  Bgeneral  policy.  Many  hon. 


Members  were  subject  to  the  reproach 
of  want  of  patriotism  and  pluck ;  but  he 
said  that  they  on  his  side  were  proud 
of  the  Empire,  and  of  the  position  which 
it  occupied,  and  wished  that  position  to 
be  maintained.    He  was  sorry  to  hear 
the  noble  Lord  impute  to  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Bichard)  the  motive  of  Party  con- 
siderations.   He  believed  there  was  no 
purer-minded  man  in  that  House,  or  one 
freer  from  considerations  of  that  kind. 
During  all  the  time  he  (Mr.  Illingworth) 
had  had  a  seat  in  that  House  he  had 
taken  the  side    of   abstention  from 
meddling  too  readily  in  foreign  affairs ; 
and  he  was  one  of  the  seven  who  in 
1870  refused  to  support  the  Government 
when,  during  the  Franco-German  Wur, 
they  yielded  to  the  panic-mongers  and 
brought  forward  a  Vote  for  an  increase 
of  20,000  men  and  £2,C00,000of  money. 
That  was  his  answer  to  the  noble  Lord, 
who  charged  him  with  acerbity,  for  it 
was  his  duty  then  to  vote  against  his 
own  Party.    "What  he  desired  was  that 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  particularly 
the  peace  Members,  should  be  con- 
tinually on  their  guard,  and  should  work 
superior  to  Party  considerations.  It  was 
true  that  in  several  oases  where  protests 
had  been  made  against  the  interference 
of  the  Government,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
Chinese  War,  the  constituenmes  went 
agaiost  the  peace  Members ;  but  it  must 
be  remembered  that  there  was  then  a 
limited   suffrage,  and  that  while  the 
governing   classes    supported   a  mis- 
chievous foreign  policy  there   was  an 
overwhelming  majority  of  the  masses  of 
the  people  who  did  not  commit  them- 
selves to  or  encourage  interference.  It 
was  the  working  classes  of  this  country, 
the  working  men  of  Lancaster,  and  York- 
shire, and  the  Midlands,  that  prevented 
our  middle  and  governing  classes  from 
having  any  share  in  the  war  between  the 
Northern  and  Southern  States  of  Ame- 
rica.   Although  some  classes  might  at 
times  be  carried  away  by  passion,  he  as- 
serted that  the  feeling  of  tne  Democracy 
was  not  in  favour  of  a  war  system.  They 
w^  hoping  and  panting  for  a  better 
condition  of  things.    War  had  been  the 
pastime  of  the  governing  classes  of  this 
country,  but  the  masses  of  the  peoplehad 
been  the  sufferers  ;  and  he  warned  the 
present  Government,  and  any  succesptve 
Government,  that  with  an  intelligent 
Democracy  finding  expression  for  its 
opinion,  they  would  be  mistaken  if  they 
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did  not  relj  on  calm  judgment  and  moral 
feeling  to  restr&in  them  from  wanton 
aggresBion. 

Mr.  SPICER  (Islington,  8.)  said, 
that  he  hardly  knew  a  war  since  he 
took  an  interest  in  political  liEe  that  we 
were  right  in  going  into ;  and,  though 
strongly  eympathizing  with  the  object 
of  the  MotioD,  he  could  not  support  it, 
for  he  thought  that  it  would  rather  tend 
to  bring  about  than  to  prevent  war. 
During  the  recent  Bussian  scare,  for  in- 
Btanoe,  when  the  Opposition  were  urging 
the  Gtoremment  to  take  warlike  mea- 
sures, anjr  debate  in  the  House  would 
have  done  immense  harm. 

Mb.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston)  said,  he  was  persuaded  that  if  this 
Motion  was  not  carried  to-night  a  similar 
one  would  be  carried  before  long,  for  it 
touched  a  subject  very  near  the  hearts 
of  the  working  men  of  the  country.  He 
believed  it  was  generally  admitted  thatit 
was  the  unenfranchised  masses  which  pre- 
vented this  country  from  being  plunged 
into  war  with  the  United  States  of  Ame- 
rica, and  also  that  it  was  the  same  class 
who,  six  or  seven  years  ago,  prevented 
us  from  going  to  war  with  Russia.  This 
class  was  now  enfranchised,  and  he  be- 
lieved they  still  held  the  same  views,  for 
amongst  the  multitude  of  questions  that 
were  agitated  during  the  late  General 
Election  none  found  more  favour  than 
that  which  was  involved  in  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr. 
Richard).  He  was  of  opinion,  however, 
that  there  was  no  desire  on  the  part  of 
the  Democracy  to  lay  down  any  ha^- 
and-fast  line  in  this  matter,  because  they 
recognized  that  exceptional  circumstances 
might  ariee  which  would  justify  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Executive  Qovernment  with- 
out having  obtained  the  assent  of  Parlia- 
ment. If  the  fire-eating  journalist,  bond- 
holders, and  unprincipled  capitalists  were 
to  leave  the  people  to  themselves  no 
country  would  think  of  invading  the  ter- 
ritory of  its  neighbour.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  if  the  country  had  been  consulted  ae 
to  the  annexation  of  Burmah  before  the 
Expedition  started  an  immense  majority 
would  have  declared  against  it.  But  the 
House  was  not  consult^  until  the  money 
had  been  expended,  the  blood  shed,  and 
the  honour  and  reputation  of  the  country 
more  or  less  involved.  It  was  in  the 
hope  of  preventing  the  repetition  of  this 
kind  of  thing  that  he  would  support  this 
Motion. 

Mr,  lUttiffworth 


Thb    under    SECBETAST  of 
STATE  POE  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr. 
Brtcs)  (Aberdeen,  S.)  said,  he  desired 
to  say  a  few  words  in  answer  to  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  spoken  since 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister.   There  covild  be  no  doubt  that 
the  extension  of  our  Constitutional 
rights  that  had  been  continually  going 
on  had  resulted  in  giving  Parliament  a 
greater  control  over  the  Executive  as 
far  as  related  to  the  foreign  affairs  of 
the  country.    He  did  not  believe  tbat 
there  was  any  Party  in  this  country — 
and  he  said  this  as  much  of  the  Party 
opposite  as  of  that  behind  him — who 
were  anxious  to  ^  beyond  the  neoesu- 
ties  of  the  case  in  making  troablesome 
engagements  with  Foreign  Powers,  or  to 
embark  in  military  operations  without 
the  consent  of  Parliament.   It  was  diffi- 
cult for  the  Executive  to  have  Parlia- 
ment always  at  hand,  and  a  large 
amount  of  responsibility  with  regard  to 
foreign  affairs  must  always  be  left  with 
the  Executive.    Any  Government  which 
took  upon  themselves  so  grave  a  fctep  as 
to  embark  in  military  operations  hnew 
that  they  would  have  to  give  a  strict 
account  of  their  conduct  to  Parliament, 
and  that  if  they  failed  to  obtain  the 
sanction  of  Parliament  for  their  acta 
they  would  incur  the  most  serious  per- 
sonal responsibility,  and  that  they  would 
be  liable  to  be  immediately  dismissed 
from  power.   In  his  opinion,  therefore, 
the  danger  which  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Richard)  who  had  brought  forward  this 
Motion  desired  to  guard  against  was  not 
BO  great  as  was  sometimes  supposed.  It 
was  not  always  possible,  or  even  de- 
sirable, that  Parliament  should  be  con- 
sulted before  military  operations  were 
commenced ;    and,  indeed,  the  hon. 
Member  himself  had  not  indicated  any 
way  in  which  the  authority  of  Parlia- 
ment could  be  better  brought  to  bear  in 
this  matter  than  it  was  under  the  pre- 
sent system.    Unless  the  hon.  Member 
did  that  his  Motion  became  a  mere  ab- 
stract one,  to  which  it  would  be  difficult 
to  give  any  practical  effect.   He  quite 
admitted  that  during  the  last  10  or  16 
years  the  limits  of  Executive  discretion 
had  been  overstepped  upon  more  than 
one  occasion ;  but  it  always  lay  with 
the  Executive  to  allege  that  the  occasion 
in  question  was  an  exceptional  one,  and 
that,  therefore,  they  were  entitled  to 
Parliamentary  indemnity  for  tiieir  aotion. 
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In  these  circumstances,  he  was  afraid 
that  nothing  would  be  gained  by  laying 
down  a  hard-and-fast  line  of  action. 
"With  regard  to  the  method  of  con- 
trolling the  foreign  policy  of  the  Execu- 
tive adopted  in  the  United  States,  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  that  country 
waa  in  a  totally  different  position  with 
regard  to  its  foreign  policy  from  that 
occupied  by  any  European  Power.  The 
United  States  bad  no  foreign  policy  on 
tiiis  side  of  the  Atlantic,  and  their 
foreign  policy  on  their  own  side  of  it 
was  vety  simple.  He  fully  admitted 
that  the  mote  Parliament  was  oonaulted 
and  the  less  secrecy  there  was  about  our 
foreign  policy  the  better.  It  might  be, 
as  in  the  time  of  Lord  Beaconsfield's 
Government,  that  while  the  foreign 
policy  of  this  country  in  1876  never  re- 
ceived the  approTal  of  the  people  at 
large,  still  it  did  receive  the  approval  of 
the  then  Parliament.  If  this  Motion 
were  agreed  to,  the  hon.  Member  would 
have  to  go  a  step  further  and  say  that 
before  the  Government  could  take  any 
important  step  in  foreign  policy  they 
must  take  the  opinion  of  the  electors 
upon  it  He  ventured  to  hope  that  after 
what  had  been  said  on  this  subject  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  the  hon. 
ICraiber  would  be  satisfied^  and  would 
withdraw  his  Uotion. 

Qnestion  pnt. 

The  House  divided  .•—Ayea  108;  Noes 
112:  Majority  4.— (Div.  List,  No.  38.) 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  109;  Noes 
115:  Majority  6. 


AYES. 


Abrnham,  W.  (Ulom.) 
Abraham,  "W.  (Lime- 

rick,  W.) 
Allen,  H.  a. 
AUbd.  W.  8. 
Arcb,  J. 
Barry,  J. 
Beith,  Gr. 
BeoDett,  J. 
Bickford-Smitli,  W. 
Blaine,  A. 
Bolton,  T.  H. 
Boyd-Einnear,  J. 
BradUugh,  C. 
Bright,  right  hon.  J. 
Bright,  W.  L. 
Burt,  T. 
Byrae,  O. 


CamerOQ,  C. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  H. 
Curow,  J.  Jm 
Chance,  P.  A. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Cobbold,  P.  T. 
Coleridge,  hon.  B. 
Conybeare,  C.  A.  V. 
Cook,  W. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Cossham,  H. 
Cox.  J.  K. 
Crawford,  D. 
Oremer,  W.  R. 
OriUy,  1>. 


Dillon,  J. 
Dixon,  G. 
Duiant,  3.  C. 
Esmonde,  Sir  T. 
Esslemont,  F. 
Everett,  R.  L. 
Fenwick,  C. 
Poster,  Dr.  B. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
GiUiooly,  J. 
Gray,  E.  D. 
Harrington,  E. 
Harris,  M. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  C.  Soale- 
Hingley,  B. 
HoweU,  G. 
Hoyle,  r. 
Hunter,  "W.  A. 
Illingworth,  A. 
Ince,  H.  B. 
Jacks,  W. 
Jacoby,  J.  A. 
Jamee,  C. 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
Johns,  J.  W. 
KeUy,  B. 
Kenny,  C.  S. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lane,  W.  J. 
Leicester,  J'. 
M'Arthur,  A. 
M'CuUoch,  J. 
M 'Donald,  P. 
M'Laren,  0.  B.  B. 
Mason,  S. 
Molloy,  B.  C. 
Morgan,  O.  V. 
O'Brien,  W. 


O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J.(Tippry.) 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
O'KfiUv,  3. 
Otter,  F. 
Pease,  Sir  J.  W. 
Piokersgill,  E.  H. 
PoweU,  W.  R.  H. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Priestley,  B. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Redmond.  J.  E. 
Roberts,  J.  ^Int.  Bga.) 
RobeitiK>n,  E. 
Robson,  W.  S. 
Knasell,  E.  R. 
Sexton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
Shoehy,  D. 
Simon,  Serjeant  J. 
Spendey,  H. 
Stack,  J. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Swinbarne,  Sir  J. 
Thomas,  A, 
Tuite.  J. 
Watson,  T. 
Wayman,  T. 
Westlake.  J. 
Will,  3.  S. 
WiUiams,  A.  J. 
WiUiama,  J.  C. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Woodhead,  J. 

TBLLBBS. 

Richard,  H. 
Rylands,  P. 


NOES. 


Acland,  rt.hn.SirT.D. 
AcUnd,  A.  H.  D. 
Acbind,  C.  T.  D. 
Addison,  J.  E.  W. 
Allsopp,  hon.  G. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Baden-Powell,  G.  H. 
Daggallay,  E. 
Baily,  L.  B. 
Baker,  L.  J. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  J.  B. 
Balfonr,  G.  W. 
Bartley,  G.  C.  T. 
Batea,  Sir  E. 
Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Ilicks- 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  0. 
Biddulph,  M. 
BlundeU,CoLH.B.  H. 
Broadhorst,  H. 
Bryce,  J. 
Chamberlain,  R. 
Charrington,  8. 
Cbilders,  it.  hon.  U. 

C.  E. 

Churchill,  rt.  hn.  Lord 

R.  H.  S. 
Commerell,  Adml.  Sir 

J.  E. 

Oompton,  Lord  W.  G. 


Cooto,  T. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Crossley,  E. 
CrosHman,  (Jen.  Sir  W. 
Carzon,  Viscount 
Dawson,  R. 
De  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 
Dimsdule,  Baron  R. 
Dixon-Uartland,  F.  D. 
Douglas,  A.  Akera* 
Duff,  R.  W. 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
Dnncombe,  A. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  .0.  P. 
Fitz-Wygram,  Sir  P. 
Flower,  U. 
Fowler,  H.  H. 
GaskeU,  C.  G.  Milnes- 
Gatbome- Hardy,  hon. 

J.S. 
Gibb,  T.  B. 
Gladstone,  rb.hn.  W.E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Goldaworthy,  M^jor- 

Geoeral  W.  T. 
Gorflt,  Sir  J.  E. 
Gower,  G.  G.  L. 
Haldane,  B.,B. 
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natnley,  Oen-SirRB.  Moltor,  rt.  hon.  J.  W. 
HaTdook  •  AIUd,  Sir   .Menziu,  R.  6- 

H.  M.  Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G.  O. 

Heaton,  J.  H.  Mulholland,  H.  L. 

Herbert,  hon.  S.  Mundolla,  rt.  hn.  A.  J. 

Hill.  Irfird  A.  W.  Murdoch,  C.  T. 

Holmes,  rt.  hon.  H.       Pease,  A.  E. 
Howard,  J.  M.  Pilkington,  G.  A. 

Hughes  -  HaUett,  CoL   Portman,  hon.  E.  B. 

i\  C.  Price,  Captain  G.  E. 

Hutton,  J.  F.  Pugh,  D. 

Jackson.  W.  L.  Roed.  Sir  E.  J. 

James,  hon.  W.  H.  Richardson,  T. 
Jennings,  L.  J.  Russell,  Sir  C. 

Johnson- Ferguson,  J,    Saunders,  W. 

E.  Saunderson,  Maj.  E.J. 

Johnston,  W.  Sidebottom,  T.  H. 

Jones,  P.  Sidebottom,  W. 

Kay-^huttleworth.  Sir   Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 

U.  J.  Spicer,  H. 

Kenyon,  hon.  G.  T.        Tomplo,  Sir  R. 
Kilcoursie,  right  hon.    Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 

Viscount  Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 

Kimber,  H.  Vanderbyl,  P. 

KnatchbuU-HageBsen,   Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 

hon.  H.  T.  Watson,  J. 

Lairrance,  J.  C.  West,  Colonel  W.  C. 

Lawrence,  W.  P.  Wolmer,  Viscount 

Lockwood,  F.  Woodall,  W. 

Lubbock,  Sir  J.  Young,  C  E.  B. 

Macartney,  J.  W.  E. 
Uacdonald,  rt.  hon.  J.  tellbbs. 

H.  A.  Marjohbanks,  rt.  hon. 

Maclnnes,  H.  E. 
Maclean.  F.  W.  Morley,  A. 

M'lver,  L. 

StrpPLY,  —  Oommittee  upon  dfoHday 
next. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— ARRANGEMENT  OF 
SUPPLT.-OBSERVATIONS. 
Mb.  cavendish  BKNTINCK 
(Whitehaven) :  On  Friday  night,  Sir, 
when  a  Motion  like  that  which  tms  just 
heen  negatived  was  taken,  the  custom 
was  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
should  move,  "  That  this  House  imme- 
diately resolve  itself  into  Committee  of 
Supply."  [Mr.  Gladstone  dissented.] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
ehaliea  his  head ;  but  that  was  the  in- 
variable rule  in  former  years,  and  it  was 
adopted  out  of  regard  for  the  surrender 
of  their  privileges  which  private  Mem- 
bera  made  when  the  Motion  for  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  House  on  Friday  night 
was  got  rid  of.  TJulesB  some  special 
oircumetances  intervened,  some  Member 
of  the  Govemmeat  has  always  moved 
that  the  House  should  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  of  Supply.  Now,  on  this 
occasion,  I  and  other  hon.  Members  have 
Motions  on  the  Paper  of  considerable 
importance,  whiuh,  in  all  probability, 
there  will  be  no  opportunity  of  discuss- 


ing again  during  the  present  Session.  I 
would,  therefore,  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  to  follow 
the  long-established  nile  which  he  him- 
self, on  more  than  one  occasion,  has  said 
ought  to  be  observed,  except  in  special 
circumstances.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  those  who  represent  the  Trea- 
sury Bench,  have  always  said  that  the 
Motion  for  Supply  should  be  renewed, 
unless  a  late  hour  of  the  evening  had 
been  reached.  It  is  now  very  little  more 
than  half-past  10,  and  yet  the  Govern- 
ment decline  to  set  up  Supply  again. 
We  are  all  aware  how  seriously  ihs 
privileges  of  private  Hembera  have  been 
curtailed  in  this  House ;  and  unless 
some  opportunity  is  given  to  indepen- 
dent Members  for  having  the  questions 
in  which  they  are  interested  discussed, 
their  rights  will  be  almost  done  away 
with  altogether.  We  have  in  the  House 
at  the  present  moment  a  considerable 
number  of  new  Membei-s  who  are  not 
acquainted  with  the  rights  and  privi- 
leges of  the  House;  and  I  appeal  to 
them  tO'  support  me  on  this  occasion, 
or  those  rights  and  privileges  will  be 
seriously  affected.  I  would  also  appeal 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  to  say  what  the  rule  and  under- 
standing have  been  in  reference  to  the 
Committee  of  Supply  on  Friday  nights 
— whether  it  has  not  alw^s  been  the 
practice  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
when  a  Motion  has  been  negatived,  to 
set  up  Supply  again  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  I  rise  at  once  to 
answer  the  appeal  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman ;  and  although  I 
quite  agree  with  some  of  his  observa- 
tions, I  am  certainly  not  able  to  agree 
with  the  conclusion  he  has  arrived  at. 
I  think  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  somewhat  overstated  the 
case,  although  not  seriously ;  because,  in 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  House  on  Friday  nights 
were  altered  some  years  ago,  and  which 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
has  recounted,  I  admit  that  there  wu 
practically  an  understanding  that  the 
Government  should  not  escape  from  its 
obligation  to  allow  free  scope  for  dis- 
cussion to  private  Members.  He  has 
fairly  stated  that  that  was  the  case 
whenever  a  division  on  the  Motion  for 
going  into  Oommittee  of  Supply  oo* 
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curred  early  in  the  evening.  Bnt  we 
have  now  anived  at  an  hour  which 
implies  that  a  considerable  portion  of 
the  evening  has  passed  awav;  and  the 
Gorernment  are  bound  to  nave  more 
scruples  as  to  the  exercise  of  their  dis- 
cretion ia  again  setting  up  Supply.  Vfe 
have  considered  that  it  would  be  better 
to  proceed  with  the  other  Orders  of  the 
Day.  It  is  a  question,  however,  for 
private  Members,  and  private  Members 
only.  The  Government  were  taken  to 
task  early  in  the  evening  for  having  put 
a  private  Member's  Bill  next  to  the 
Order  for  Supply  ;  but  I  believe  there  ia 
a  general  concurrence  of  opinion  that 
the  Bill  in  question  should  go  forward 
as  rapidly  as  possible.  Therefore,  I 
thought  that  we  ought  to  set  up  Supply 
for  Monday,  and  go  foiward  with  the 
Order  of  ue  Day  which  stands  next  on 
the  Paper. 

SiE  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.) :  I  confess  that  we  have 
some  reason  to  be  dissatisfied  with 
the  decision  arrived  at  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  certainly  had  un- 
derstood that  it  had  been  almost  the 
invariable  practice  that  the  Motion  for 
Supply  should  be  renewed  under  cir- 
cumstances such  as  have  happened  this 
evening,  and  the  more  so  as  it  is  a 
comparatively  early  hour  in  the  evening 
— only  20  minutes  to  11 .  I  do  not  know 
that  the  Motion  of  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  stands  on  the  Paper  in 
such  a  position  as  would  enable  the  im- 
portant subject  he  desires  to  bring  for- 
ward tu  be  fully  discussed ;  but  there  is 
a  Motion  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Baro- 
net opposite  the  Member  for  Durham 
(Sir  Joseph  Pease),  whom  I  see  in  his 
place,  which  is  of  great  interest  and  im- 
portance, and  might  very  properly 
occupy  the  attention  of  the  House  this 
evening.  What  does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  compare  that  subject  with  ? 
He  compares  it  with  a  Bill  which  has  no 
right  to  occupy  its  present  prominent 
place  on  the  Paper,  and  which  would 
not  have  occupied  that  place  but  for 
the  action  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
which,  although  it  may,  perhaps,  be  in 
accordance  with  preoedeots  at  the  end 
of  the  Session,  is,  I  will  venture  to  say, 
hardly  in  aocordanoe  with  precedents  in 
the  month  of  March.  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  for  their  own  reasons,  have 
chosen  on  this  occasion  to  place  the 
Labourers  (L-eland)   Bill   second  to 


Supply— a  Bill  which  they  hare  not 
thought  it  necessary  to  introduce  them- 
selves, but  which,  I  suppose,  under 
certain  pressure  from  below  the  Gang- 
way, they  have  been  induced  to  place  in 
its  present  prominent  position.  But, 
Sir,  it  is  not  merely  a  question  between 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet  op- 
posite and  the  promoters  of  the  La- 
bourers (Ireland)  Bill,  but  it  is  a 
question  between  the  Orders  of  the 
Day  and  the  most  pressing  Business ; 
and  I  certainly  understood  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say  that  the  most  pressing 
Business  before  the  House  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  is  the  Business  of  Supply. 
Effective  Supply  has  been  put  down  by 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  for  to- 
night ;  and  therefore  if,  for  any  reason, 
the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  does  not 
choose  to  avail  himself  of  his  precedence 
on  this  occasion  in  order  to  bring  on  hia 
Motion  to-night,  the  House  ought  to 
proceed  with  Supply  and  make  progress 
with  the  Estimates.  That  the  Houee 
should  be  called  upon  tu  postpone  Supply 
until  Monday  in  order  that  the  La- 
bourers (Ireland)  Bill  may  be  proceeded 
with  can  only  be  accounted  for  on  one 
supposition,  and  that  is  the  very  pre- 
carious position  in  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  find  themselves  placed.  We 
have  done  our  beat  already  to  save  them 
from  defeat  by  their  own  followers  to- 
night. We  shall  be  happy  to  do  it 
again,  if  we  agree  with  them  and  if  it  be 
necessary;  and  after  that  assurance  I 
hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  re- 
consider his  position. 

Sir  JOHN  OOMMERELL  (South- 
ampton) :  I  believe  that  the  Motion 
which  stands  on  the  Paper  in  my  name, 
in  reference  to  the  funds  of  Greenwich 
Hospital,  comes  before  that  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  opposite. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  The  Order  for  Sup- 
ply has  already  been  passed  over.  The 
Order  itself  was  defeated ;  and,  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Merthyr  Tydvil  (Mr.  Bichard)  having 
been  negatived,  unless  the  Government 
chose  to  set  up  Supply  again  there  is 
no  power  on  the  part  of  the  House  to 
revive  it. 

Sir  JOHN  GOBST  (Chatham) :  I  un- 
derstand that  the  Question  before  the 
House  is  whether  Supply  shall  be  post- 
poned until  Monday. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &o.) :  I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to  ask 
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you,  Sir,  if  thnn  is  anj  Questioa  before 
the  House? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  There  is  no  Ques- 
tion before  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Cavendiah 
Bentiock)  who  addressed  the  House 
addressed  it  on  a  point  of  Order.  That 
is  the  only  Question  before  it. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
(Paddington,  8.):  Surely,  Sir,  was  it 
not  the  case  that  just  now  the  Question 
was  put  that  the  Committee  of  Supply 
be  postponed  until  Monday  ? 

Ma.  SPEAKER :  The  Committee  of 
Supply  has  already  been  deferred  by 
the  action  of  the  House,  and  there  is  no 
Motion  before  the  House  that  Supply  be 
postponed  until  Monday.  The  question 
whidi  has  arisen  now  has  reference  to 
the  cnsiom  of  setting  up  Supply  after 
an  Amendment  has  been  negatlTed,  and 
the  Order  of  the  Day  has  been  suspended 
by  the  action  of  the  House. 

Loan  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  wish  to  submit,  with  very  great  re- 
spect, that  the  Question  before  the 
House  is  whether  Supply  shall  be  taken 
on  Monday. 

Mr.  SPE.iKER:  There  is  no  Ques- 
tion before  the  House  at  all. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL  : 
Can  Supply  be  set  down  for  Monday 
without  the  Order  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  I  have  already  said 
that  it  has  been  set  up  for  Monday. 
That  was  put  from  the  Chair,  and  the 
House  decided  to  defer  the  Order  for 
Supply  until  Monday. 

LoED  RANDOLPH  OHUROHILL : 
But  we  object  to  that.  "We  raised  op- 
position to  it.  [CriM  of  "  Order !  "  and 
"Name!"] 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  must  remiud  the 
uoble  Lord  that  Supply  is  fixed  for  Mon- 
day. The  Clerk  at  the  Table  had  al- 
ready  proceeded  to  read  the  next  Order. 
No  objection  was  taken  to  that,  and 
the  House  proceeded  to  the  next  Busi- 
ness after  Supply.  At  this  moment 
there  is  really  no  Question  before  the 
House. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
again  rose,  amid  cries  of  "  Order !  '*  and 
"  Name ! " 

Mb.  speaker  :  If  the  noble  Lord 
desires  to  put  a  question  upon  a  point  of 
Order  he  is  entitled  to  do  so.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Whitehaven  (Mr.  Cavendish  Ben- 
tinck)  did  put  a  questioa  of  Order,  and  I 

Sir  George  Camphll 


he  was  therefore  allowed  to  speak.  But 
there  is  no  Question  before  the  House, 
and  I  must  remind  the  noble  Lord  that 
be  is  not  entitled  to  speak  except  upon  a 
question  of  Order. 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Then  I  will  ask  you,  Sir,  whether  the 
House  has  agreed  to  the  Motion  of  the 
Government  that  Supply  should  be  set 
down  for  Monday?  because  I  understood 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Mamber  for  Whitehaven  (Mr.  Cavendish 
Bentieck)  to  make  an  appeal  to  you  in 
order  to  dispute  that  Motion.  That  is 
the  point  which  I  wish  to  place  before 
you  clearly — namely,  whether  the  time 
had  gone  by,  when  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  rose,  for  disagreeing 
with  the  proposition  of  the  Government 
that  Supply  should  be  put  down  for 
Monday  ?  I  want  to  know,  Sir,  whether 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was 
not  in  sufficient  time  to  object  to  the 
Motion  of  the  Government  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  put  the  Question 
in  the  ordinary  way,  that  Supply  should 
be  postponed  until  Monday,  and  the 
Clerk  then  proceeded  to  read  the  next 
Order  of  the  Day.  The  Order  of  tlie 
Day  was  read  from  the  Table,  and  there 
is  now  no  Question  before  the  House 
except  the  Orders  of  the  Day. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.) :  May  I  ask  a  Question  for 
information  ?  I  thought  that  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Whitehaven  (Mr.  Cavendish  Ben- 
tinok),  the  nght  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  myself,  all  spoke 
on  the  Question  that  Supply  be  post- 
poned until  Monday. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  have  expressly 
stated  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Whitehaven 
spoke  upon  a  point  of  Order,  and  a 
point  of  Order  takes  precedence  of  any 
other  Question.  No  Question  can  be 
raised  now  as  to  the  setting  up  of  Sup- 
ply. The  Question  of  Supply  has  been 
passed,  and  the  Clerk  proceeded  to  read 
the  Orders  of  the  Day. 

Sia  JOHN  GORST :  I  rise,  Sir,  far 
the  purpose  of  putting  a  question  to  you ; 
and  it  is  whether,  supposing  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  should  change 
their  minds  and  allow  Supply  again  to 
be  set  up,  it  is  not  competent  for  them 
to  do  so  7 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  We  have  passed  the 
stage  in  which  that  could  be  done. 
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LABOURRRS'  (IRELAND)  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.— [Bill  10.] 
{Mr.  Mayne,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  WiUiam 
ff£rien,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Sh«§hff.) 

couuiTTEE.   [^Proffrett  i5th  Itareh.'] 
Bill  eonsidtred  ic  Committee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 
OUiise  9  (Eztensionofpowera  of  com- 
pulsory purchase). 

Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  8.)  :  I 
beg  to  moTe  the  Amendment  in  this 
clause  of  which  I  have  given  Notice — 
namely,  to  insert  in  page  4,  line  20, 
after  the  word  "sanction,"  the  words — 

"Subject  to  the  proTisionB  of  section  six  of 
'The  Labourers  (Ireland)  Act,  1888,*  as  to  the 
nature  of  the  lands  to  be  taken." 

I  do  not  intend  to  detain  the  Oommittee 
at  any  length  while  I  explwn  my  rea- 
eoQs  for  setting  down  an  Amendment  to 
this  clause.  It  appeara  to  me  that  there 
has  been  an  omiasion  in  the  drafting  of 
the  claase.  The  danse  contemplates 
the  disturbance  of  agnonltural  tenants 
in  regard  to  Uieir  hoMings  in  tbe  evoat 
of  the  Sanitary  Autbority  exercising  its 
powers  of  compulsory  purchase,  and  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  1885  are  speci- 
fically referred  to  in  the  clause ;  but  no 
such  precautions  are  taken  in  regard  to 
the  Act  of  1883.  I  therefore  propose 
the  Amendment  with  the  view  of  sup- 
plying the  omission,  and  to  provide  that 
the  Provisional  Order  sanctioning  the 
compulsory  purchase  shsill  be  subject  to 
the  6th  section  of  the  Act  of  1883.  My 
object  is  to  protect  the  rights  of  the 
owners,  as  well  as  those  of  the  occupiers, 
with  regard  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
residence  and  of  the  land  immediately 
adjoining  which  are  occupied  witb  such 
residence.  I  do  not  suppose,  for  one 
moment,  that  those  who  drafted  the  Bill 
desired  to  introduce  a  principle  which  is 
totally  novel  to  preceding  .legislation  ; 
and  I  confidently  expect  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen sitting  below  the  Qangwny,  who 
are  responsible  for  the  Bill,  will  consent 
to  accept  the  Amendment,  which  simply 
places  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  in  ac- 
cord with  the  principles  of  the  two  pre- 
tIous  Acts,  and  proposes  to  extend  to 
the  owner  the  benefits  which  the  Bill 
intends  to  confer  in  the  case  of  compen- 
sation upon  the  agrioultural  labourer 
wh^se  oooupatton  is  disturbed. 
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Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  4.  Hue  20,  after  "sanotion,"  insert 
"subject  to  the  proviatms  of  section  six  oC 
<  The  Laboareia  (Ireland)  Act,  1883,'  as  to  the 
nature  of  the  landi  to  be  taken."  —  [Mr. 

Macartney.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  FABNBLL  (Cork) :  I  understand 
that  the  Amendment  moved  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Antrim  (Mr, 
Macartney)  pi^poses  to  provide  that  in 
this  Act  the  same  exceptions  in  regard 
to  mesne  lands  as  exist  in  the  original 
Act  of  1883  should  be  continued.  This 
provision  was,  if  I  remember  rightly, 
carried  at  the  time  the  Act  of  1883  was 
passing  through  this  House.  The 
Amendment  was  moved  by  the  ex-Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland,  who  was  then 
Solicitor  Qeneral,  and  agreed  to  by 
Members  sitting  on  these  Benches  as  a 
fair  compromise.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
it  was  one  of  the  Amendments  agreed 
to  on  the  strength  of  which  the  original 
Act  of  1883  was  passed.  If,  then,  the 
Amendment  now  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  does  not  go  any  further  than  the 
proposition  contained  in  the  original 
Act  I  should  not  be  disposed  to  object 
to  it.  But  it  is  a  matter  upon  which  I 
think  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
Generid  for  England  (Sir  Charles 
Bussell),  who  sits  on  the  Front  Bench, 
will  be  able  to  give  us  a  decided  opi- 
nion. Certainly,  I  should  like  to  hear 
what  the  view  of  the  Government  is  be- 
fore accepting  the  Amendment,  espe- 
cially upon  the  point  of  law  whether  the 
Amendment  moved  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man does  carry  the  matter  any  further 
than  the  Act  of  1883. 

The  CHIEF  SECBETAET  jor  IBE- 
LAND  (Mr.  John  Moblky)  (Newcastle- 
on-TyneJ;  In  the  absence  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral, I  am  strongly  of  opinion  that 
the  Amendment  of  uie  hon.  Member  for 
South  Antrim  (Mr.  Macartney)  makes 
no  extension  of  the  very  reasonable  and 
fair  reservation  contained  in  the  Act  of 
1883.  Believing  the  Amendment  to  be 
a  very  reasonable  one  I  shall  certainly 
support  it. 
Question  put.  and  aj/reed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
* '  That  the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand  part 
of  the  Bill." 
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Me.  FITZGERALD  (Cambridge) :  I 
did  not  quite  catch  the  words  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland.  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  to  tell  the  Committee, 
in  answer  to  the  question  put  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Famell) 
that  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  to 
whom  we  loolc  for  iDformatioti  in  regard 
to  points  of  law,  have  given  it  as  their 
opinion  that  if  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Antrim  (Mr. 
Macartney  1  is  carried  it"  will  not  make 
any. further  extension  of  the  provisions 
of  the  present  measure  as  to  compulsory 
purchase  ? 

Me.  JOHN  MOELEY:  What  I 
said  was  that  it  makes  no  extension 
of  the  reservation  contained  in  the 
original  Act  of  1883  in  regard  to 
mesne  lands,  and  so  forth.  We  are  of 
opinion  that  the  same  reservation,  con- 
taining the  same  powers,  should  be 
included  in  Clause  9  of  the  present 
Bill  which  is  now  before  the  Committee. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  10  (Amendment  of  48  &  ^9 
Vic.  c.  77,  ss.  2  &  4). 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  John  Morley)  (New- 
castle-on-Tyne) :  I  beg  to  move  the 
omission  of  Sub-section  2,  which  pro- 
vides that  "  where  a  sanitary  authority 
proposes  to  acquire  lands  on  lease  in 
execution  of  the  Acts  of  1883  &  1885, 
such  lease  shall  be  prepared  by  the 
sanitary  authority." 

Question,  *'  That  Sub*section  2  stand 
part  of  the  Clause,"  put,  and  ntgatived. 

Question,  "  That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Olause  11  (Exemption  of  certain 
premises  from  taxation). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Clause  1 1  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Ma.  SEXTON  (Sligo.  S.) :  On  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  objected  to 
that  part  of  the  clause  which  proyidos 
that  no  Income  Tax  should  be  payable 
out  of  any  lands,  buildings,  or  premises 
acquired  or  built  by  a  Sanitary  Au- 
thority in  execution  of  the  Act;  but  I 
did  not  understand  him  to  raise  a  simi- 
lar objection  in  regard  to  Grand  Jury 


cess ;  I  would  suggest,  therefore,  that 
the  words  *' Income  Tax"  should  be 
struck  out  of  lino  34,  and  that  the  rest 
of  the  clause  should  be  allowed  to  stand. 
It  is  absurd  to  suppose  that  a  tenant 
who  pays,  perhaps,  1«.  a-week,  or  a 
rent  as  low  as  £1  or  30s.  a-year,  would 
be  liable  to  the  Income  Tax. 

The  CHAIRMAN  op  COMMITTEES 
{Mr.  Cotjbtney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin): 
The  Question  that  the  clause  stand  part 
of  the  Bill  has  already  been  put,  and  the 
hon.  Member  is  too  late  in  proposing  any 
amendment  of  the  clause  itself. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  12  (Sanitary  authority  or  con- 
tractor may  enter  on  lands  and  take 
materials). 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  8.): 
In  moving  the  insertion  of  the  Amend- 
ment which  stands  in  my  name,  it  is 
necessary  that  I  should  explain  the  ob- 
ject with  which  I  propose  it.  The  clause 
provides  that  the  Sanitary  Authority,  or 
any  person  who  has  contracted  with  the 
Sanitary  Authority  for  the  carr^^ing  out 
of  works  provided  for  in  an  improve- 
ment scheme,  shall  have  power  to  dig 
for  and  carry  away  gravel,  stone,  sand, 
and  other  materials  which  may  be  re- 
quired for  auch  works,  subject  to  certain 
conditions,  one  of  which  is  that  the  sec- 
tion "  shall  not  apply  in  the  case  of  any 
lands  being  an  orchard,  bleach-green, 
walled  garden,  haggard,  or  yard,  or 
planted  walk,  lawn,  or  avenue  to  a 
mansion-house."  My  Amendment  is 
to  insert  "demesne"  after  the  word 
"lawn,"  in  order  expressly  to  except  a 
demesne,  as  well  as  the  other  m-ounds 
specified  in  the  sub-section.  I  trust 
that  the  right  hon.  Gendeman  the 
Chief  Secretary  will  have  no  objecfiou 
to  accept  this  Amendment,  which  is  in 
accordance  with  the  spirit  in  which  the 
clause  has  been  drawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
8,  after  "lawn,"  insert  "demesne." — 
(Mr.  Macartney.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'demesne'  be  there  inserted." 

The  chief  SECRETARY  tob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  John  Moblkt)  (New- 
castle-on-Tyne)  :  I  do  not  object  to  the 
Amendment.  On  the  contrary,  I  think 
it  is  a  fair  reservation  to  make. 

Question  put,  and  agreai  to. 
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Hb.  UAOABTNET  (Antrim,  8.):  I 
hare  nov  to  move,  in  tlie  next  sub- 
section, tbe  insertion  of  the  words,  '*or 
owner,"  after  occupier.  The  sub- 
section provides  that  the  clause  shall 
not  apply  in  case  the  occupier  of  the 
lands  shall  not  give  his  consent,  unless 
and  until  the  Sanitary  Authority  or 
contractor  shall  have  obtained  an  order 
granting  the  power  from  a  Justice  of 
the  Peace,  sitting  in  Petty  Sessions,  for 
the  Petty  Sessions  district  within  which 
the  lands  are  situate.  The  object  of  the 
Amendment  is  to  provide  that  the  con- 
sent of  the  owner,  ns  well  as  of  the 
occupier,  shall  be  necessary.  I  think 
the  Committee  will  agree  with  me  that 
the  owner  is  fully  as  entitled  to  be  con- 
eidered,  bol^  in  regard  to  compensation 
or  in  any  arrangement  thatmay  oe  made, 
as  the  occupier. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
9,  after  "  occupier,"  insert  "  owner." 
—{Mr.  Macartney.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  owner '  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  PARNELL  (Cork) :  I  think  that 
where  the  occupier  of  a  house,  or  land, 
agrees  to  have  his  premises  damaged, 
and  materials  for  works  or  building 
purpose  carried  away,  the  owner  might 
be  reasonably  expected  to  give  his  con- 
sent also.  I  believe  that  this  is  the 
provision  which  is  inserted  in  the  Land 
Act,  the  question  considered  being  that 
the  matter  was  one  which  more  imme- 
diately affected  the  occupier  than  the 
owner.  Surely  there  is  every  necessary 
safeguard  if  we  insist  upon  the  consent 
of  the  occupier  and  also  the  consent  of 
the  Local  Authority  being  obtained. 
Precautions  of  that  nature  render  tbe 
consent  of  the  owner  superfluous.  I 
hope  the  hon.  Member  will  see  that  the 
safeguards  he  wishes  to  obtain  are  alto- 
gether unnecessaiy. 

Major  SAUNDERSON  (Armagh, 
N.):  I  certainly  do  not  think  that  the 
Amendment  proposed  by  my  hon.  Friend 
is  an  unnecessary  provision,  at  any  rate 
until  the  law  Is  greatly  changed,  and 
the  owner,  at  some  future  period,  be- 
comes dispossessed  of  tbe  land.  The 
Amendment  makes  the  matter  per- 
fectly clear;  and  in  the  event  of  the 
land  being  disturbed  or  injured  the 
owner  will  be  entitled  to  a  certain 
amount  of  compensation  as  well  as  the 
occupier. 


Hb.  sexton  (Sligo,  S.) :  I  see  no 
reason  why  the  owner  should. not  have 
the  right  of  refusing  his  consent  as  well 
as  the  occupier. 

The  chairman  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Coubtney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) : 
I  wish  to  point  out  that  the  Amendment, 
if  inserted  as  it  stands  on  the  Paper,  will 
not  read  grammatically.  It  requires 
the  insertion  of  the  word  "or"  before 
"owner." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
9,  after  "occupier,"  to  insert  the  words 
"  or  owner."— (Jfr.  Maeartnsif.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  or  owner '  oe  there  inserted." 

The  chief  SECEETAET  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  John  Mohlet)  (New- 
castle-on-Tjrne)  :  It  cannot  be  disputed 
that  both  owner  and  occupier  will  have 
ao  interest  in  the  property ;  and  in  some 
instances  the  interest  of  the  owner  may 
be  very  considerable,  whereas  that  of 
the  occupier  is  very  inconsiderable.  I 
shall,  therefore,  support  the  Amend- 
ment. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Charles  Russxzx)  (Hackney,  S.) :  01 
course,  it  is  necessary  to  add  the  word 
"or"  to  make  the  Amendment  intelli- 
gible. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY:  I  have  already 
accepted  that  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  MACARTNEY  ^Antrim.  S.): 
The  next  Amendment  is  one  which 
stands  in  my  name,  and  it  is  similar  to 
the  one  which  has  just  been  adopted. 
Tbe  sub-section  provides  that  the  Sani- 
tary Authority  or  contractor  shall  make 
reasonable  compensation  to  the  occupier 
for  waste  or  injury  committed  by  enter- 
ing thereupon,  or  by  breaking  the  sur- 
face or  making  a  passage  through  the 
land.  My  proposal  is  to  include  in  the 
provision  both  the  owner  and  occupier, 
according  to  their  respective  interests  in 
the  property. 

The  CHAIRMAN  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Codrtney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) : 
Does  the  hon.  Member  desire  to  leave 
out  the  word  "but,"  in  line  23? 

Mb.  MACARTNEY:  Yes,  Sir;  and 
to  add  the  words,  "and  to  the  owner 
and  occupier,  according  to  their  respec- 
tive interests  therein." 


Digitized  by  Google 


.'135      Ldbmrern  {Ir»Uni)         {OOUUONSf       AeU  Ammimmi  StU.  1436 


Thb  CHATEMAN  opOOMMITTEES  : 
I  do  not  how,  if  we  are  tomakeaenae 
of  it,  the  sentence  will  run, 

Mb.  MACABTNET :  The  nib-aection 
will  ran  in  this  way — 

"  The  sanitary  authority  or  sach  contractor 
shall  make  reasonable  oompensatton  to  the  oc- 
cupier of  said  lands  for  the  waate  or  injarj'  oom- 
mitted  by  entering  thereon,  or  by  breaking  the 
inriMM  or  making  a  passage  through  the  lands, 
and  to  the  owner  and  occupier  according  to 
their  respective  interests  therein." 

Me.  WESTLAKE (Essex,  Romford): 
I  would  propose  to  omit  all  the  words 
after  ''laDds,"  in  line  23,  down  to 
"same,"  in  line  27;  namely — 

"  But  the  valae  of  any  gravel,  stones,  sand, 
or  materials,  shall  not  be  included  in  the  amount 
of  such  compensation,  unless  same  shall  have 
been  taken  from  any  quarry  or  gravel-pit,  boii4 
Jit^  demised  to  such  occupier  with  liberty  to 
work  same." 

The  CHAIRMAN ofCOMMITTEES: 
In  the  first  place,  we  must  make  sense 
of  the  sub-section,  as  it  is  proposed  to 
amend  it. 

Mb.  sexton  (Slieo,  S.) :  There  is 
an  Amendment  upon  me  same  point  in 
the  name  of  the  tight  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary,  who  proposes  to 
leave  out  "but,"  and  to  insert  "  and  to 
the  owner  and  occupier  for."  I  think 
that  that  Amendment,  taken  in  connec- 
tion with  a  second  Amendment  in  the 
same  sub-section  in  the  name  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  will  make  the 
matter  clear. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  Foa  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  John  Moelet)  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne) :  The  Amendments  which  stand 
in  my  name  will  make  the  sab-aeetion 
read  thus — 

"  The  sanitary  anthotity  or  such  contractor 
shall  make  reasonable  compensation  to  the  oc- 
cupier of  said  lands  for  the  waste  or  injury  com- 
mitted by  entering  thereon,  or  by  broking  the 
surface  or  making  a  passage  through  the  lands, 
and  to  the  owner  and  occupier  for  the  value  of 
any  gravel,  stone,  sand,  or  materials  taken." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  line 
23,  after  the  word  "  lands,  to  leave 
out  "  but,"  and  insert  "  and  to  the 
owner  and  occupier  for."  —  Vhu/ 
Secretary  for  Ireland.) 

Question,  "That  the  word  'but'  stand 
part  of  the  Clause,"  put,  and  tugatived. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  '  and  to 
the  owner  and  occupier  for,'  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agrwd  to* 


Thk  chief  SEOBETABY  tor  IBE- 
LAND :  I  beg  to  more  the  next  Amend- 
ment in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
24,  leaTe  out  from  "materials"  to  "in" 
in  line  27,  in  order  to  insert  "  taken."— 

{^The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.) 

Question,  "  That  the  words  '  shall  not 
be  included  in  the  amount  of  such  com- 
pensation unless  same  shall  have  been 
taken  from  any  quarry  or  gravel  pit  hmd 
jid«  demised  to  such  occupier  with  liberty 
to  work  same,'  stand  part  of  theOlaoae/' 
put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  "That  the  word  'taken' 
be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  agr»ti  U. 

Question,  "  That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put, 
and  ajreed  to. 

Clauses  13  (Temporatj  letting  of 
allotments),  and  14  (Act  to  apply  to 
pending  schemes),  agreed  to. 

Me.  SEXTON  (Sligo,  8.) :  I  beg  to 
move  the  insertion  of  a  new  clause,  after 
Clause  2,  to  provide  a  definition  of  the 
term  "  agricultural  labourer."  The 
clause  propoeee,  in  the  first  plaee,  to 
repealfthat  part  of  the  23rd  section  of 
the  Act  of  1865  which  defines  an  agri- 
cultural labourer,  and  goes  on  to  specify 
that  the  expression  "agricultural  la- 
bourer "  shul  mean  a  man  or  woman 
who  does  agricultural  work  at  any  sea- 
son of  the  year  on  the  land  of  some 
other  person  or  persons,  and  the  term 
shall  also  include  a  herdsman  and  a 
fisherman.  I  would  remind  the  Com- 
mittee that  in  the  original  Act  of  1883 
an  agricultural  labourer  was  defined  to 
be  a  person  who  habitually  works  in 
agricultural  work  on  the  land  of  some 
other  person;  but  it  has  been  found 
that  under  that  definition  many  persons 
whom  it  was  undoubtedly  the  object  of 
the  Legislature  to  include  have  been 
excluded  from  the  benefits  of  the  Act 
In  regard  to  a  considenble  number  of 
agricultural  labourers  employed  in  the 
agricultural  work  of  some  other  person, 
it  could  not  be  proved  that  they  worked 
habitually  at  agricultural  labour,  al- 
though that  was  their  principal  means 
of  living.  The  definition  was  therefore 
amended  in  the  Act  of  1885,  and  it  was 
made  to  run  that  the  term  agricultural 
labourer  should  mean  "  a  man  or  woman 
who  in  ordinary  seasons  worked  on  the 
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laod  of  some  other  person  or  persons." 
Upon  making  inquiry,  he  found  that 
eren  this  definition  still  excluded  a  large 
number  of  persons  who  were  virtually 
agricultural  Labourers.  A  good  many 
women,  and  especially  the  widows  of 
ftgricnltural  labourers,  at  certain  times 
of  the  year  have  to  accept  housework ; 
and  in  considering  the  case  of  Ireland 
hoD.  Members  must  not  regard  it  from 
an  English  point  of  view,  even  in.  refer- 
ence to  tiie  male  sex.  In  England  an 
sgricoltural  labourer  is  able  to  find  a 
sufficiency  of  agricultural  work  all  the 
year  round ;  but  in  Ireland  the  labour 
market  is  poor,  and  although  there  are 
many  men  in  that  country  who  would 
be  glad  to  do  agricultural  work  they 
are  nnable  to  get  it  to  do.  They  find 
themseWes  compelled  to  resort  to  the 
quarries,  or  to  the  mending  of  roads,  or 
driving  cars,  or  any  other  work  they  ran 
get  to  do ;  and  what  I  want  is  to  hare 
the  definition  of  an  agricultural  labourer 
BO  amended  as  to  include  all  these  j>er- 
BODs.  I  hope,  from  the  expressions 
which  fell  from  several  Gentlemen  from 
the  North  of  Ireland  on  the  occasion  of 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  that  they 
will  be  prepared  to  support  the  clause  I 
move,  and  that  there  will  be  no  opposi- 
tion to  it.  If  the  object  of  hon.  Members 
is  to  pnt  an  end  to  the  wretched  hovels 
which  now  exist  in  Ireland,  so  much  to 
the  discomfort  of  the  inhabitants,  and  to 
prevent  theae  persons  from  becoming  a 
burden  upon  the  ratepayers  for  medical 
relief  and  as  inmates  of  the  workhouse 
wards,  they  will  certainly  accept  my 
clause.  I  have  received  a  memorial 
from  62  persons  in  the  Lurgan  Union 
who  work  sometimes  as  agricultural 
labourers,  but  at  others  are  not  able  to 
fiud  that  kind  of  work,  strongly  in 
favour  of  the  proposal  I  make;  and  on 
the  occasion  of  the  second  reading  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Antrim  (Mr. 
Macartney)  spoke  in  the  sense  of  this 
Amendment  on  behalf  of  the  inclusion 
of  fithermen.  I  tMnk  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Armagh  (Major  Sannderson) 
did  so  also ;  but  t  do  not  quite  recollect 
that  the  memorialists  say  they  bare  been 
told  in  reply  to  their  repeated  applica- 
tions that  the  law  is  not  intended  to 
apply  to  tbem  at  all.  Their  houses  are 
wretched  and  unfit  for  habitation.  They 
add  that  the  Board  of  Guardians,  of 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
(Colonel  Waring)  is  the  Yice  Ohairman, 


!  had  refused  to  include  them  in  the  Act 
'  as  agricultural  labourers  in  consequence 
J  of  their  having  engaged  in  weaving 
I  work  when  the  farmers  did  not  require 
I  their  aid  in  farming  operations.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  North  Down,  if  be  had  been 
present  at  the  meeting  of  the  Board, 
would  have  attempted  to  modify  the 
decision  of  the  Board  in  favour  of  these 
poor  hand-loom  weavers.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  they  are  poor  farm  labourers 
who  hare  been  driren  to  go  to  the  loom 
because  they  cannot  get  agricultural 
work.  Why,  then,  should  they  not  have 
the  benefit  of  the  Act  ?  The  principle 
which  I  desire  to  lay  down  is  that  the 
man  who  does  agricultural  work  when 
he  can  getit,  and  any  other  kind  of  work 
when  he  cannot  get  agricultural  work, 
is  fully  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  this 
Act  as  an  agricultural  labourer  for  the 
12  months  of  the  year.  I  hope  that  it 
will  not  be  necessary  to  prolong  the  de- 
bate upon  the  clause,  but  that  there  will 
be  a  general  consensus  of  opinion  in  its 
favour. 

Now  Clause : — 

Page  1,  after  Clause  3,  inaert  the  following 
Clause : — 

"  So  much  of  the  tweDty-thiid  section  of 
'  The  Labourers  (Ireland)  Act,  1865,'  as  defines 
an  agricaltnral  labourer  shall  be  and  is  hereby 
repealed. 

"The  expression  ' agricaltnral  labourer*  in 
the  said  Acts  and  in  this  Act  shall  mean  a  man 
or  woman  who  does  agricultural  work  at  any 
season  of  the  year  on  the  land  of  some  other 
person  or  persons.  The  term  shall  Include  a 
herdsman  and  a  fisherman," — {Mr,  Btxton^) 

—hrot^kt  tip,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause 
be  read  a  secoiuL  time." 

Mb.  macartney  (Antrim,  8.):  I 
have  not  much  to  say  in  opposition  to 
the  remarks  which  have  been  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton);  but  I  do  not  think  that  the 
definition  of  an  u^cultural  labourer 
which  he  has  embodied  in  hie  new 
clause  is  sufficiently  broad.  I  am  per- 
fectly willing  to  include  the  fishermen, 
although  I  am  not  of  course,  from  my 
own  personal  experience,  able  to  say 
how  far  they  hold  their  houses  upon  a 
fuj«t- agricultural  tenure.  In  regard  to 
the  fishermen  of  Ireland,  I  can  only 
speak  of  the  inland  fishermen,  and  X 
know  that  in  my  own  district  there  are 
a  large  number  of  fishermen  wfao  are 
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engaged  in  the  fisheries  who  hold  their 
hoases  by  an  obligation  to  perform  agri- 
cultural work,  not  at  regular  periods, 
but  whenever  they  may  be  called  upon 
by  the  owners  of  the  houses.  I  believe 
there  is  some  anxiety  that  this  definition 
of  an  agricultural  labourer  should  be 
extended  so  as  to  cover  a  very  large 
body  of  inhabitants  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land who  are  certainly  as  much  entitled 
as  any  class  of  men  to  come  under  the 
benefits  of  this  Act — I  refer  to  the  hand- 
loom  weavers.  There  are  a  large  num- 
ber of  hand-loom  weavers  to  whom  the 

f resent  definition  does  not  apply ;  but 
am  told  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  North  Down  (Colonel  Waring) 
and  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Antrim  (Mr.  O'Neill)  that,  nevertheless, 
it  is  the  ease  that  they  hold  their  houses 
by  the  obligation  to  perform*  not  only 
at  stated  agricultural  seasons,  but  when- 
ever they  are  required  throughout  the 
year,  farm  work  upoa  the  land  of  the 
owners  of  their  houses.  I  do  not  mean 
to  make  any  general  charge  against  the 
owners  of  these  houses;  but  certainly, 
in  some  instances,  the  cottages  in  which 
these  men  live,  to  my  own  knowledge, 
are  in  a  wretched  sanitary  condition, 
and  yet  they  pay  very  exorbitant  rents 
for  the  privilege  of  occupying  them.  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Sligo  will  accept  my  amend- 
ment of  this  clause ;  but,  if  so,  I  should 
like  to  include  those  labourers  who  are 
oooasionally  employed  in  hand-loom 
weaving. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Yes;  I  am  quite  pre- 
pared to  accept  an  Amendment  to  that 
effect. 

Mr.  MAOAETNEY:  The  Amend- 
ment which  I  have  placed  upon  the 
Paper  includes  fishermen  as  well. 

The  OHAIEMAN  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Couetnet)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) : 
As  a  point  of  Order,  if  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  accepts  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Macartney)  he  had  better  withdraw  his 
own  clause. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  No ;  I  cannot  do  that, 
because  there  is  another  part  of  the 
clause  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  which 
I  object ;  but  what  I  am  prepared  to  do 
is,  after  the  word  *'  herdsman,"  to  insert 
"hand-loom  weaver." 

Mb.  holmes  (Dublin  University): 
I  beg  to  call  attention  to  the  circum- 
stance that  under  the  definition  that  has 

Mr,MaeariMjf 


been  given  eTa7  refereaoe  to  hire  luw 
been  left  out.  We  know  that  it  is  in 
the  power  of  small  fanners  to  employ 
their  sons  and  relattves  as  labourers ; 
and  if  that  is  done  it  will  be  possible  for 
the  Local  Authority  to  provide  houses  for 
such  persons,  together  with  an  acre  of 
land.  Such  a  thing  was  not  contemplated 
by  the  former  Act,  and  I  am  quite  cer- 
tain the  Committee  do  not  wish  it  to 
take  place. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  Insert  the  words  "  for 
hire"  after  the  word  "work"  in  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  FITZGEEALD  (Cambridge) :  I 
fear  that  this  Amendment  may  be  made 
the  means  by  which  the  land  will  once 
more  be  saddled  with  a  payment  which 
ought  to  be  borne  by  those  who  do  not 
pay  the  taxation  on  the  land.  I  do  not 
intend  to  make  asiy  Motion  on  this 
matter;  but  I  think  it  right  that  the 
Committee  should  be  reminded  that  the 
land  may  be  saddled  with  yet  one  more 
tax. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  To  amend  the  Amendment  by  insert- 
ing after  the  word  'work*  the  words 
'  for  hire.* " 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agrted  to. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  move  to 
amend  the  Amendment  by  leaving  out 
"  and  a"  in  the  last  line,  and  inserting 
after  "fisherman"  the  words  "and  a 
hand-loom  weaver." 

Sib  MICHAEL  HIOES  -  BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.) :  I  do  not  wish  to  enter 
upon  a  discussion  on  ttiis  matter ;  but  I 
should  like  to  ask  some  information  upon 
it  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
(Mr.  John  Morley).  The  clause  as  it 
stands  extends  the  benefit  of  this  Act  to 
herdsmen  and  fishermen;  but  suppose  a 
fisherman  does  no  agricultural  labourer's 
work,  will  the  clause  include  him  under 
those  circumstances,  or  does  it  not?  Does 
it  include  a  hand-loom  weaver  who  does 
no  agricultural  work,  or  does  it  not? 

The  CHIEF  SECEETAEY  pob 
IBGLAND :  They  must,  for  a  certain 
time  in  the  year,  carry  on  the  business 
of  an  agricultural  labourer. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  I  suppose  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  wish  it  to  be 
understood  that  a  herdsman  is  to  be 
excluded  from  the  Act  unless  he  does 
some  kind  of  agricultural  labouring  as 
welL 
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The  ATTOENET  GENERAL:  I 
would  suggest  that  the  difficulty  could 
be  met  by  adding  at  the  end  of  the 
Amendment  the  words  "  doing  ^rioul- 
tural  work  as  aforesaid." 

Mb.  PARNELL  (Cork):  I  do  not 
think  that  the  Amendment  suggested  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
would  do  as  applied  to  herdsmen.  The 
contention  is  that  a  herdsman  should 
come  under  the  Act  by  virtue  of  the 
work  he  does  as  a  herdsman. 

Hh.  SEXTON:  The  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  ex- 
dnde  herdsmen  who  were  not  agricul- 
toral  lalwurers  as  well. 

Hb.  J.  H.  A.  UAGDONALD  (Edin- 
bn^h  and  St.  Andrew's  Universities) : 
Would  it  not  be  more  simple  to  add 
after  "herdsman  "  "  and  also  to ?  " 

Thb  CHAIRMAN  ofCOMMITTEES  : 
I  think  it  is  impossible  to  make  that 
Amendment  now.  We  have  got  beyond 
that. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.):  I  should  like  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  tell  me  whe- 
ther a  herdsman  is  not  already  an  agri- 
eultural  labourer?  Would  it  not  be 
quite  enough  to  say  "fisherman  and 
weaver,"  and  omit  the  word  "herds- 
man "  altwether? 

Ha.  SEXTON :  I  should  say  that  it 
is  quite  necessary  to  inoludo  "herds- 
man." No  Local  (jovernment  offieial  in 
Ireland  would  believe  that ' '  agricultural 
labourer"  included  "herdsman"  unless 
he  was  told  so  by  Act  of  Parliament. 

An  hon.  Meubeb  :  Is  a  man  engaged 
iu  road  making  included  in  the  term 
"agricultural  labourer?" 

Mb.  SEXTON  :  No ;  that  is  not  in- 
cluded. 

ThbCHAIRMAN  ofCOMMITTEES  : 
I  think  there  will  be  some  difficulty 
amending  the  Amendment  as  suggested. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Then,  Sir,  I  think  X 
will  leave  the  matter  over  to  the  Report. 

New  Clause,  by  leave,  teithdraum. 

Mr.  sexton  (Sligo,  S.) :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  John  Morley)  is 
probably  not  aware  that  an  eleotoral  di- 
vision is  always  made  the  area  of  chaise. 
That  is  the  smallest  area  that  can  be 
found ;  but  he  may  be  surprised  to  hear 
that  in  some  electoral  divisions  there  are 
not  so  many  as  12  ratepayers.  Iu  the 
Killalone  Division,  for  instance,  there 
are  fewer  than  12  ratepayers  living. 
What  I  propose  now,  by  ike  olauee 

VOL.  COCm.   [thibd  sebiu.] 


which  I  am  about  to  move,  is  this — that 
where  there  are  less  than  12  ratepayers 
living,  six  of  them  may  make  a  repre- 
sentation ;  or,  if  they  do  not  like  to  pro- 
ceed in  that  way,  any  three  of  them 
may  apply  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  to 
amalgamate  two  or  more  divisions.  I 
beg  to  move  the  blause. 

New  Clause ;  ~ 

(KepresentatioQ  to  authority  by  ratepayer.) 

"  Where  a  sanitary  authority  has  roaolTed 
that  the  eteotoral  divuion  shall  be  the  area  of 
chiir^e  for  the  purposes  of  the  said  Acts  and  of 
this  Act,  and  where  a  reprawntation  ii  made  to 
such  sanitary  authority  in  respect  of  any  elec- 
toral division  in  which  not  more  than  twenty 
ratepayers  are  resident,  then,  in  such  oate,  the 
representation,  if  signed  by  nx  ratepayers,  shall 
be  received  and  acted  upon  by  the  sanitary  an- 
thority,  mi  diall  be  in  all  renpecta  aa  valid  and 
effectual  aa  if  it  had  been  signed  by  twelve  rate* 

Cyers,  as  preeoribed  by  section  five  of  "  The 
ibourers  (Ireland)  Act,  I8S3:"  Provided  also, 
That  three  ratepayers  iu  any  such  electoral  di- 
vision may  apply  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  amalgamate  such  divisioo  with  one  or 
more  contiguous  divisions,  subject  to  the  same 
sanitary  authority,  and  the  liocal  Government 
Board  may  order  that  such  divisions  shaU  coa- 
stttute  one  division  for  the  purposM  of  the  aaid 
Act  and  of  this  Act," 

— (Mr.  Sexton,)— hrouffht  vp,  and  read 
the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  read  the  second 
time." 

Tax  CHIEF  SEOBETABY  »&  IBE- 
LAND  (Mr.  Jomr  Moblbt)  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne) :  I  confess  that  I  do  not  see 
how  this  clause  would  work,  because 
the  effect  is  to  reduce  the  number  of 
signatories  from  12  to  6.  That  is  to 
say,  that  you  have  a  variable  number  of 
signatories  iu  accordance  with  the  ex- 
tent of  the  area  of  charge ;  but  what 
are  the  means  of  knowing  that  the  area 
of  taxation  would  happen  to  be  the  elec- 
toral division  ? 

Mb.  SEXTON:  The  Clonmel  Board 
of  Guardians  have  passed  a  resolution 
that  the  eleotoral  division  shall  always 
be  the  ares  of  charge,  and  therefore  we 
know  beforehand. 

The  CHIEF  8ECBETAEY  fob  IEE- 
LAND :  That  may  be  so ;  but  to  fix  the 
area  is  Uie  first  step,  and  how  can  we 
arrange  for  the  last  step  to  be  taken  be- 
fore &ey  have  taken  the  first?  It  ap- 
pears to  me  that  the  Amendment  is  open 
to  objection;  but  as,  according  to  the 
Census  of  I8H1,  there  are  only  three  di- 
visions with  fewer  than  30  ratepayers,  I 
think  it  can  do  no  harm. 
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Mb.  SEXTON:  I  think  I  can  show 
that  the  apprehensions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  are  unfounded.  He  will  see 
from  the  first  part  of  my  Amendment 
that  it  will  not  apply  when  there  is  a 
matter  of  doubt  at  the  commencement 
of  the  proceedings. 

Question  pat,  and  agretd  to. 

Clause  ogrMd  U,  and  0dded  to  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  MDIiHOLLAKD  (Londonderry, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  move,  after  Clause  2,  to 
insert  the  following  clause :  — 

"  So  mncli  of  the  fourth  sectioo  of  "  The  La- 
bourera  (Ireland)  Act,  1883,"  aa  permits  the 
unitary  authority  to  poatpone  their  decistoa  as 
to  pasnog  a  Reeolution,  anall  be  mi  ia  hereby 
repealed,  asd  instead  thereof  it  is  hereby  eo- 
acted  as  follows :  The  sanitary  authority  shall 
pass  a  Resolution  within  three  months  of  the 
receipt  of  a  representation." 

The  reason  I  have  in  bringing  this 
Amendment  before  the  Committee  is 
that  I  am  aware  tbat  in  many  parts  of 
Ireland  the  Local  Authorities  seem  un- 
willing to  bring  the  Act  into  operation. 
They  put  every  obstacle  in  the  way. 
They  postpone  th^  discussion  of  it  from 
time  to  time,  and  in  many  parts  of  Lreland 
the  Act  has  been  almost  a  dead  letter. 
The  clause  which  I  now  propose  to  in- 
troduce into  the  Bill  is  simply  to  prevent 
undue  delay  in  carrying  out  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act.  The  Committee 
will  see  that  this  Amendment  does  not 
interfere  in  any  way  with  the  free  con- 
trol over  the  Acts  by  the  Local  Authori- 
ties— it  simply  prescribes  the  time  within 
which  they  must  come  to  a  resolution ; 
and  I  contend  that  three  months  is  quite 
sufficient  time  fw  them  to  ma^e  all  the 
necessary  inquiries  and  come  to  a  deoi- 
sion.  I  do  not  think  I  need  say  any 
more  on  this  matter,  but  will  leave  the 
Amendment  in  the  hands  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

New  Clause  (Repeal  of  s.  4  of  "La- 
bourers (Ireland)  Act,  1883,)  — (J/r. 
MulhoUend,)  —  hrouffht  tip,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

The  chief  SEORETABT  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  JoHH  Morlet)  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne) :  The  existing  Act  has  ex- 
pressW  made  provision  for  this  power, 
and  I  do  not  see  why  this  Amendment 
should  have  been  brought  forward. 


Mb.'SEXTON  (SUgo,  8.) :  I  have  no 
doubt  tbat  the  hon.  Member  means  well 
to  the  labourers.  But  my  impression 
ia  that,  if  this  Amendment  were  inserted, 
a  Board  of  Guardians  who  were  inclined 
to  dawdle  over  a  scheme  would  be  forced 
into  an  adverse  decision  if  we  confined 
them  to  three  months ;  and  that  would 
certainly  not  be  in  the  interest  of  the 
labourers. 

Mb.  PARNELL(Oork) :  This  Amend- 
ment would  prevent  the  Local  Authori- 
ties from  postponing  their  decision  on 
the  representation  at  all.  That  portion 
of  Sub-section  4  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposes  to  repeal  provides  that 
the  Sanitary  Authority  may  pos^one  the 
passing  of  a  resolution.  That  is  the 
section  which  the  hon.  Member  proposes 
to  repeal ;  but  if  that  is  done ;  it  will 
prevent  them  postponing  their  action  on 
these  matters  at  all,  even  from  one  meet- 
ing to  another.  Therefore  I  think  tbat 
the  first  part  of  this  Amendment  is  very 
strongly  objectionable.  The  second  part 
of  the  clause  would  also  be  objectionable, 
because  I  do  not  see  the  necessity  of 
preventing  the  Board  from  postponing 
their  decision  for  more  than  three 
months,  if  they  like  to  do  so. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  8.) :  I 
quite  admit  that  the  Sanitary  Authority 
ought  to  be  allowed  a  reasonable  time — 
say  even  six  months — to  consider  their 
scheme,  which  might  entul  a  consider- 
able charge  upon  t^e  ratepayers  of  the 
district  who  would  have  to  discharge  it ; 
but  I  am  bound  to  say  that  throughout 
Ireland  there  has  been  a  very  consider- 
able amount  of  dawdling.  While  not 
agreeing,  therefore,  with  some  portion 
of  my  hon.  Friend's  Amendment,  which 
is  open  to  objection,  still  I  think  the 
question  is  one  which  is  well  worthy  of 
the  consideration  of  the  Government. 

Mb.  MULHOLLAND:  Before  pro- 
ceeding further  with  the  Amendment 
I  should  like  to  know  from  the  Law 
Officer  of  the  Government  whether,  if 
the  Amendment  were  passed,  it  would 
prevent  the  Sanitary  Authority  from 
postponing  their  decision  from  time  to 
time  within  the  three  months  ? — because 
I  had  no  intention  of  doing  that.  If  tiiat 
were  to  be  the  effeot  of  the  Amendment 
I  should  be  ]^eaBed  to  alter  it. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  The  first  part  of  the 
clause  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  be 
governed  by  the  second.  The  more  I 
consider  the  clause,  in  fact,  the  plainer 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  effect  of  it  would 
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be  to  defeat  the  operation  of  the  Act. 
If  you  leaTe  it  to  the  discretion  of  men 
and  say— "We  leave  it  to  you  to  do 
what  you  think  best,'*  there  would  be  a 
tendency  to  do  something  useful ;  but  if 
you  say — "Either  you  must  do  something 
in  three  months,  or  do  nothing  at  all," 
the  irresistible  tendency  would  be  to  do 
nothing  at  all.  I  am  certain  that  if  this 
clause  were  adopted  there  would  be 
fewer  schemes  carried  out  than  would 
otherwise  be  the  case. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  TTTITE  ("Westmeath,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  more  the  insertion  of  the  new  clause 
which  stands  on  the  Paper  in  my  name, 
as  follows :  — 

**An^  petition  agiainst  a  ProviBional  Order, 
as  provided  by  section  twelve,  eub-section  B,  of 
'The  Labourers  (Ireland)  Act,  1885,'  shall 
state  whether  the  objection  in  said  petition  is 
to  the  entire  Order,  or  only  to  a  port  thereof, 
and  if  only  to  a  part  shall  specify  Uie  particular 
part  to  which  exception  is  taken. 

If.  on  the  hearing  of  any  snch  potitton,  it . 
shoidd  appear  to  the  Privy  Council  that  said 
petition  was  presented  withoat  reasonable  cause, 
the  costs  of  such  potitton,  and  all  proceedings 
in  connection  therewith,  may  bo  awarded 
against  the  person  or  persons  presentiDg  aaid 
petition." 

As  the  Act  at  present  stands,  the  peti- 
tioner is  not  bound  to  specify  the  part 
of  the  Order  to  which  he  objects.  The 
Board  of  Guardians  Lave  to  prepare  and 
sustain  the  entire  Order. 

New  Clause — (Petition  against  Order 
to  specify  what  is  objected  to,)— (^r. 
TmU,)—hn>ught  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

The  chief  SEOBETARY  foe  IEE- 
LANB  (Mr.  John  Mobuey)  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne) :  The  first  paragraph  of  the 
clause  is  entirely  unobjectionable,  as,  of 
course,  tiie  petitioner  ought  to  specify 
what  is  objected  to.  But  the  second 
paragraph,  whilst  not  unjust,  is  cer- 
tainly not  necessary.  It  goes  on  the 
assumption  that  it  is  requisite  that  Par- 
liament should  confer  power  to  award 
costs  against  petitioners  in  oases  where 
they  acted  without  reasonable 

cause.  If  the  hon.  Member  will  refer 
to  the  Act  of  1885,  Sub-section  6  of  the 
12th  section,  he  will  see  that  an  order 
respocting  coats  will  be  enforcible  as  if 
it  were  an  order  of  the  Chancery  Divi- 
sion of  the  High  Court  of  Justice.  The 


question  of  awarding  the  costs  of  all 
parties  is  in  the  discretion  <rf  the  tribunal 
that  hears  the  petition. 

The  chairman  ofCOMMITTEES  : 
Does  the  hon.  Member  withdraw  the 
clause  ? 

Ms.  SEXTON :  No ;  only  the  second 
paragraph. 

Clause  amended,  by  leaving  out  the 
second  paragraph ;  as  amended,  read  a 
second  time,  and  addtd  to  the  Bill. 
Bill  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  taken 
into  Consideration  upon  Monday  next." 

Mb.  BRODBIOK:  (Surrey,  Guildford): 
I  wish  to  say  a  word  on  Uiat  question. 
There  are  a  considerable  number  of 
Amendments  to  the  Bill,  and  surely  the 
hon.  Member  will  put  off  the  next  stage 
to  a  later  date  than  Monday.  I  would 
be^  to  move  that  the  Report  stage  be 
adjourned  until  Thursday,  and  that  the 
Bill,  as  amended,  be  printed. 

Amendment  proposed,  by  leaving  out 
the  word  "  Monday,"  in  order  to  insert 
the  word  "  Thursday."— (Ifi*.  Brodrick.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  Monday '  stand  part  of  the  Question.*' 

Ma.  SEXTON  :  If  I  might  be  allowed 
to  explain,  I  would  point  out  that  the 
Amendments  to  the  Bill  are  very  few, 
and  that  they  were  made  with  the  assent 
of  the  House. 

Mb.  speaker  :  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber press  his  Moticu  ? 
■HL-B..  SEXTON  :  Yes,  Sir. 
Ma.  BRODBIOK :  I  move  that  it  be 
token  into  consideration  on  Thursday. 

Sia   MICHAEL   HICKS  -  BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.):  I  hope  the  House  will 
not  divide  on  this  subject.    Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  JohnMorley), 
1  seeing  that  there  is  some  desire  for  the 
•  Report  stage  to  be  postponed  a  little 
longer,  will  use  his  influence  to  get  it 
I  put  oflf  to  Thursday. 
I    Ma.  SEXTON:  Let  us  divide  the 
1  difference  and  say  Tuesday. 
1    Ma.  FITZGERALD  (Cambridge)  : 
I  Though  it  is  true  all  the  Amendments 
we  have  made  in  the  Bill  were  agreed  to 
by  the  whole  Committee,  we  did  not 
understand  exactly  how  they  read  when 
we  passed  them.    Either  through,  the 
fault  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  cuftfted 
'.  the  Amendments,  or  the  mistake  of  the 
I  Olerk  at  the  Table,  most  of  the  Amend- 
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ments,  after  having  been  thrashed  oat 
Borossthe  floor  of  the  House,  were  fonnd 
not  to  be  in  the  English  language.  Iiet 
ns  make  the  day  Thursday. 

Lord  BANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.) :  I  desire  the  hon. 
Memher  (Mr.  Sexton)  thoroughly  to 
understand  that  there  is  no  disposition 
on  the  part  of  the  House  to  delay  or 
obstruct  the  Bill.  My  hon.  Friend  only 
desires  time  to  see  what  the  Amend- 
ments are. 

Mb.  PARNELL  (Cork):  Owing  to 
the  way  in  which  the  Question  will  have 
to  be  put,  it  does  not  seem  to  me  that  it 
will  be  possible  to  amend  the  Motion  by 

Cutting  Tuesday  in  the  place  of  Monday, 
he  method  of  putting  the  Question  may 
prevent  the  opportunity  ot  ^ther  dis- 
cussion on  Tuesday. 

Me.  SPEAKER:  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Brodrick)  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment ? 

Mb.  brodrick  :  No ;  I  move 
Thursday. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  May  I  just  say  that, 
as  the  hon.  Member  has  not  divided  the 
House,  I  propose  not  to  take  the  Report 
until  Tuesday. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  oonsidered 
upon  Monday  next. 

SUPPLY.— REPORT. 
Resolutions  [18th  March]  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Resolutions." 

Mb.  DIXON-HAETLAND  (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge):  I  wish  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  an  answer  I  re- 
ceived to-night  from  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H. Fowler)  with  re- 
gard to  postage  to  our  Colonies.  It  is  a 
fact  that  people  sending  letters  from  this 
country  to  India,  Australia,  and  New 
Zealand  have  to  pay  a  double  postage, 
and  that  people  sending  letters  from 
those  places  here  also  have  to  pay  a 
double  i>ostage  to  what  persons  have  to 
pay  in  other  countries  of  Europe.  I  am 
not  aware  that  the  Post  Office  is  merely 
to  be  considered  as  a  money-making 
machine.  The  answer  I  received  to- 
night from  the  !Financial  Seraetary  to 
the  Treasury  was  that  there  was  a  loss 

Mr.  Fitzgerald 


on  the  mails  going  from  here  io  the 
Colonies;  and  for  that  reason,  evidently, 
the  Government  refiised  to  reduce  the 
rate  of  postage.  Now,  I  think  it  is  of 
the  utmost  importance  to  this  country 
that  we  should  draw  nearer  the  bonde 
of  union  existing  between  this  country 
and  the  Colonies ;  audit,  therefore,  seems 
to  me  desirable  that  this  country  shoidd 
□ot  be  placed  at  a  disadvantage  as  com- 
pared with  foreign  countries  in  this 
matter  of  postage.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  should  like  to  see  a  penny  postage  es- 
tablished in  our  Colonies  all  over  the 
world,  so  as  to  draw  our  ties  closer.  I 
do  not  think  it  should  be  made  a  money 
question,  aiid  I  certainly  think  there  is 
reason  to  complain  about  our  rate  of 
postage  being  dearer  than  that  of  foreign 
nations.  This  subject  has  been  brought 
particularly  under  my  notice  of  late.  I 
have  been  abroad,  and  have  found  that 
the  system  which  the  Financial  Secre- 
tary upholds  is  defeating  itself.  He 
says  the  Colonial  Mails  do  not  pay,  and 
I  am  not  surprised  at  the  fact.  I  can 
show  him  one  reason  why  it  does  not. 
At  the  present  moment  there  is  in  ope- 
ration a  gigantic  system,  whereby  letters 
are  taken  from  England  to  the  Conti- 
nent in  large  packages  to  be  posted 
abroad,  because  it  can  be  done  for  half 
the  price.  The  question  is  one  well 
worthy  of  the  attention  of  the  House. 
We  should  not  allow  the  system  to  which 
I  refer  to  continue  longer,  but  should 
insist  upon  having  some  pledge  from  the 
Government  to  the  effect  that  if  they  are 
in  Office  when  the  Estimates  come  oa 
next  year  this  question  shall  be,  at  any 
rate,  properly  considered. 

Question  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

MARRIAGES  (HOURS  OF  SOLEMNIZA 

TION)  BILL.-tBiLL  62.] 
{Mr.  CarvtU  WiUiam,  Mr.  Richard,  Mr.  Inet.) 
BBOOND  BBADIHG. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Ma.  CARVELL  WILLIAMS  (Not- 
tingham,. S.) :  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a 
very  short  Bill,  and  I  am  happy  to  think 
that  I  can  move  the  second  r^uiing  in  a 
very  short  speech.  The  primary  object 
of  the  Bill  is  to  mitigate,  if  an  end 
cannot  be  put  to,  the  inconvenience  occa- 
sioned by  the  compulsory  attendance 
of  registrars  at  marriages  in  Nonocoi- 
formist  places  of  wonhip.  Intownethe 
inconvenimce  may  not  be  muoh  fl^t; 
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but  it  ia  otherwise  in  country  places, 
where  those  fuDctionaries  often  live  at 
a  considerable  distance  from  the  spot 
-where  their  serricea  are  required.  They 
also  aoQietimea  have  two  or  more  en- 
gagements on  the  same  morning,  or  they 
are  unpunctual,  and  fail  to  appear  at 
the  appointed  time,  to  the  j^eat  embar- 
rassment of  all  paj-ties.  Some  months 
ago  a  Prwbyterian  minister  wrote  to 
Lord  Salisbury  that  he  had  been  so  iu- 
oonTenieoced  by  the  present  arrange- 
ment that  on  three  occasions  he  had 
performed  the  marriage  ceremony  in  his 
chapel  without  the  registrar ;  making 
himself  liable  to  a  £40  penalty  in  each 
case.  I  do  not  recommend  other  minis- 
ters to  follow  his  example.  I  only  refer 
to  his  statement  to  illustrate  the  griev- 
ance which  I  desire  to  remove.  I  pre- 
sume that  if  it  were  proposed  to  remove 
it  by  an  increase  in  the  number  of  regis- 
trars, I  should  be  met  by  financial  ob- 
jections on  the  part  of  the  Treasury ;  but 
this  extension  of  time  will  be  almost 
equivalent  to  an  increase,  and  will  add 
nothing  to  the  present  expenditure. 
The  Bill  may,  however,  be  supported  on 
ol^er  grounds  ttaji  that  it  vriU  be  ac- 
ceptable to  Nonconformists,  and  the 
only  objection  taken  to  it  in  any  quarter 
has  been  that  it  does  not  go  far  enough. 
I  am  told  that  it  would  be  a  great  boon 
to  the  working  classes  if  marriages 
might  take  place  at  any  hour  of  the  day, 
and  a  minister  of  the  Established  Ohurch 
asks  me  if  I  cannot  get  the  hours  ex- 
tended until  6  o'clock,  instead  of  4  ?  He 
says  persona  can  receive  the  Sacraments 
of  Baptism,  and  the  Lord'a  Sapper,  and 
the  Confirmation,  and  admission  to  Holy 
Orders,  and  the  churohing  of  women 
oan  take  place  at  any  hour  of  the  day  or 
night;  and  why  should  the  hours  of 
matrimony  be  restricted  ?  This  Bill  does 
not  go  that  len^h,  but  linxits  the  time 
to  the  comparatively  early  hour  of  4  in 
the  afternoon.  Since  it  has  been  intro- 
duced. I  have  learned  Uiat  it  is  very  ac- 
ceptable in  the  eyes  of  many  of  those 
who  are  known  as  the  npper  classes  of 
society  ;  because,  if  marriages  could  be 
celebrated  after  12  o'clock,  the  various 
social  arrangements  connected  with  the 
ceremony  could  be  brought  into  har- 
mony with  the  altered  ouatoma  of  the 
times.  It  ia  no  startling  novelty  which 
I  am  proposing ;  on  the  contrary,  I 
merely  propose  that  the  law  in  England 
and  Wales  should  approximate  to,  if 
not  be  identical  with,  the  law  existing 


in  Ireland  and  Scotland.  In  Ireland  all 
Protestant  or  mixed  marriages  may  take 
place  up  to  2  o'clock ;  while  Boman 
Catholic  marriages  may  take  place  at 
any  hour,  provided  that  the  requisite 
legal  regulations  are  duly  observed.  In 
Sootland  there  is  no  restriction  what- 
ever in  regard  to  either  time  or  place. 
Lastly,  I  have  to  remind  the  House  that 
the  Koyal  Oommission  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  Marriage  Laws  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  in  their  Bepoit  issued 
in  1868,  recommended  the  discontinu- 
ance, so  far  as  the  State  is  concerned, 
of  the  requirement  that  marriages  should 
be  solemnized  within  certain  hours. 
That  recommendation  has  remained  a 
dead  letter  all  these  years,  and  now  I 
propose  that,  to  a  certain  extent,  effect 
shall  be  given  to  it.  I  cannot  conceive 
that  any  mischief  can  follow  such  a 
change,  while  its  adoption  will  be  at- 
tended with  many  advantages-  I,  there- 
fore, hope  that  the  House  will  assent  to 
the  second  reading  of  thu  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  Carvell  Williams.) 

Me.  BEKESFOED  HOPE  (Cam- 
bridge University) :  I  am  not  rising  to 
divide  the  House  on  this  Bill ;  but  I 
aimply  wish  to  point  out  that  the  advan- 
tagea  of  the  measure  do  not  appear  to 
be  quite  all  on  one  side  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber seems  to  suppose.  All  those  who  have 
studied  the  social  history  of  England 
know  that  the  limitation  of  the  hours  of 
marriage  is  not  an  ecclesiastical  pro- 
vision. It  is  part  of  Lord  Hardwicke'a 
reform  of  the  Marriage  Law  in  the 
middle  of  the  laat  century.  The  great 
scandals  and  grievances  which  had 
existed  in  the  matter  of  clandestine 
marriages  called  for  a  drastic  remedy, 
and  the  raison  of  the  arrange- 

ment was  that  the  hour  should  be  one  at 
which  the  identity  of  the  contracting 
parties  could  be  most  easily  ascertained 
— in  daylight.  I  grantthat  there  would 
be  advantages  in  an  extension  of  the 
hours.  There  is  one  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  did  not  allude— namely,  that  it 
may  get  rid  of  that  old-fashioned  and 
expensive  arrangement  which  involves 
so  much  trouble  and  outlay — the  wed- 
ding breakfast.  The  change,  on  theother 
hand,  may  be  found  inconvenient  in  ao  far 
as  it  interferes  with  the  manner  in  which 
the  clegyman's  day  is  at  present  mapped 
out.    At  present  it  is  muiped  out 
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symmetrically,  certain  periods  being  de- 
Toted  to  this,  that,  and  the  other,  and 
marriage  services  ending  at  12  o'clock. 
If  you  are  to  be  getting  married  all  day 
long,  the  clergyman  vrill  be  in  a  diffi- 
culty in  regard  to  the  performance  of 
his  other  duties.  I  do  not  say  that  that 
is  a  reason  vhy  we  should  r^ect  the 
Bill ;  but  it  is  a  reason  why  we  should 
regard  it  suspiciously,  and  not  with  the 
idea  that  we  are  at  the  beginning  of  a 
great  golden  age.  As  I  said  before,  I 
do  not  intend  to  divide  the  House ;  I 
merely  put  these  few  considerations  be- 
fore hon.  Members. 

The  8ECRETABY  op  STATE  por 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Chil- 
DERs)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  With  regard  to 
this  Bill,  I  do  not  think  the  House  will 
be  guided  by  the  motives  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  has  put  before  us — I  allude  to  his 
reference  to  wedding  breakfasts.  Nor 
will  the  House  be  alt(^et1ier  guided  by 
what  is  most  convenient  to  the  clergy- 
man. The  considerations  should  be  what 
is  most  convenient  for  those  who  wish  to 
get  married,  and  what  is  required  on 
public  grounds.  Therafore,  I  hardly 
think  it  necefesary  to  reply  more  fully  to 
the  arguments  the  right  hon.  Gendeman 
has  used,  although  he  does  not  directly 
oppose  the  measure.  In  one  respect  I 
think  he  was  mistaken.  He  said  that 
the  law  which  limits  the  hour  at  which 
marriages  can  take  place  to  12  o'clock 
was  Lord  Hardwicke's  Act.  I  do  not 
think  that  is  the  case.  If  I  am  not  mis- 
taken, the  law  is  to  be  found  in  the 
Canons,  which  are  much  older  than  the 
Act  in  question.  Twelve  o'clock  was  the 
old  dinner  hour,  and  it  was  customary, 
and  on  many  grounds  convenient,  that 
marriages  should  take  place  before  the 
regular  dinner  hour.  That,  I  think, 
was  the  origin  of  the  fixing  of  the  hour 
at  12  o'clock.  But  since  this  Bill  has 
been  printed  I  hare  been  in  communica- 
tion with,  those  most  interested,  both  with 
the  Church  of  England  on  the  one  side 
and  the  registrars  on  the  other ;  and  I 
find  that,  in  their  opinion,  it  is  desirable 
to  extend  the  hours.  But  the  sugges- 
tion I  shall  make  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  charge  of  the  Bill  is  that,  in- 
stead of  4  o'clock,  3  o'clock  should  be 
taken  as  the  limit.  In  the  winter  time, 
almost  everywhere  in  England — cer- 
tainly iu  the  North — it  is  quite  dark  at 
4  o'clock ;  and  I  consider  it  would  be 
much  better  to  bo  limit  the  rule  as  to 

Jfr.  Btrufori  Sopt 


the  time  when  marriages  should  take 
place  as  not  to  allow  them  to  be 
solemnized  after  dark.  That  is  the  rule 
which  governs  the  Archbishop  in  the 
matter  of  the  issue  of  special  licences. 
I  understand  he  has  laid  it  down,  as  a 
general  rule,  that  licences  for  special 
marriages  shall  not  be  granted  for  a 
later  hour  than  3  o'clock.  If,  therefore, 
j  the  hon.  Member  will  alter  tiie  figure  i 
to  the  figure  3, 1  shall  be  happy  to  agree 
with  his  Bill,  believing  with  him  that 
the  old  reason  which  guided  our  fore- 
fatiiers  in  not  allowing  maniages  after 
12  o'clock  no  longer  exists,  and  that  it 
would  be  quite  reasonable  to  permit 
them  to  take  place  up  to  3  o'clock. 

Sir  E.  AS8HET0N  CROSS  (Lanca- 
shire, S.W.,  Newton)  :  I  do  not  rise  to 
oppose  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
What  I  always  think  on  these  matters 
is,  that  persons  who  can  afford  to  pay 
have  no  right  to  get  from  an  eccle- 
siastical authority  that  which  persons 
who  cannot  afford  to  pay  cannot  get.  I 
agree  on  this  matter  with  what  has 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down,  and  I  hope  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  is  in  charge  of  this 
measure  will  take  into  consideration  the 
anomaly  I  refer  to,  which  persons  who 
have  authority  in  these  matters  have 
chosen  to  establish  in  favour  of  those 
who  can  afford  to  pay,  and  will  not,  like 
those  persons  in  authority,  allow  mar- 
riages to  take  place  after  dark.  I  hope 
he  will  agree  in  Committee  that  these 
marriages  should  take  place  in  the  day. 
time.  A  matter  has  been  alluded  to 
with  regard  to  which  I  should  like  to 
say  one  word.  The  hon.  Member  who 
moved  the  second  reading,  in  the  first 
part  of  his  speech,  stated  that  it  was  in- 
convenient for  registrars  to  attend  mar- 
riages at  an  early  hour,  and  that  if  the 
hour  at  which  marriages  could  take 

Elaoe  were  extended  the  registrars  would 
e  able  to  attend  all  marriages  that  took 
place.  I  quite  agree  that  the  present 
inconvenience  should  be  remedied ;  but 
I  would  point  out  that  that  part  of  the 
case  is  altogether  different  from  the  main 
principle  of  the  Bill.  I  would  remind 
hon.  Members  that  there  is  a  Bill  now 
before  Parliament  which  will  dispense 
altogether  with  the  attendance  of  regis- 
trars at  Nonconformist  chapels.  If  that 
Bill  becomeslawtheforceof  the  argument 
of  the  hon.  Member  will  dist^pear.  I 
would  suggest  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
in  charge  of  this  Billf  leeiagthe  favour- 
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able  vay  m  which  it  has  been  accepted 

by  both  sides  of  the  House — by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, by  myself,  and  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  near  me  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope) — 
shoiild,  if  he  can  see  his  way  to  it,  use 
his  influence  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  put  a  block  against  the  Begis- 
trars'  Bill  to  get  him  to  drop  his  opposi- 
tion. In  that  way  I  think  we  should  be 
able  to  do  a  great  deal  to  free  the  regis- 
trars from  inoonTenienoe,  and  to  remove 
what  is  felt  to  be  a  practical  grieTanoe 
by  those  persons  who  desire  to  get  mar- 
ried in  Nonconformist  chapdA.  X  only 
throw  out  that  suggestion,  as  Nonbon- 
formist  registrars  have  been  alluded  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  himself. 

Me.  ILLINQWOETH  (Bradford, 
W.) :  The  obvious  need  for  the  change 
in  the  law  proposed  by  this  Bill  is  ad- 
mitted on  all  sides  of  the  House.  I 
trust  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  will  not  feel  it  neces- 
sary to  lessen  the  value  of  the  measure 
by  limiting  the  hour  to  3  o* clock.  Many 
old-fasbioned  ideas  as  to  what  can  be 
done  before  mid-day  and  what  can  be 
done  after  mid-day  have  now  gone  by 
the  board — as  to  voting  and  other  mat- 
ters. As  to  the  registrars'  grievance,  if 
there  happened  to  be  several  marriages 
a-day  at  different  parts  of  a  district  a 
long  way  from  each  other,  it  is  obviously 
for  the  convenience  of  the  registrar  that 
he  should  have  an  opportunity  of  fixing 
different  hours  for  the  performance  of 
his  duties.  With  regard  to  what  has 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Sir  B.  Asaheton  Gross),  I 
think  the  proposed  chaoge  in  the  law 
which  would  be  effected  by  the  Bill  he 
has  referred  to — and  which  we  are  pre- 
vented from  discussing  at  this  moment 
— are  so  serious  that  we  had  better  hold 
ourselves  at  liberty  to  have  the  value  of 
the  measure  expounded  to  us  with  the 
assistance  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  the  Bill  in  hand.  As  regards  the 
necessity  for  a  registrar  to  be  present  at 
Nonconformist  marriages,  I  believe  there 
is  a  growing  feeling  in  this  country,  as 
there  is  in  many  other  countries,  that 
the  <uvil  and  religious  services  should  be 
separate.  I  am  aware  that  progress  has 
to  be  originated  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  and  that  it  is  very  tardily  ac- 
cepted on  the  other  side.  ["Oh,  oh  !"] 
I  am  not  at  all  surprised  to  find  there  is 
some  demur  to  the  statement ;  but  I  do 
not  hesitate  to  say  that  there  is  a  widely 


extended  feeling  that,  eo  far  as  Uie 
State  is  concerned,  all  that  is  necessary 
is  that  care  should  be  taken  that  mar- 
riages are  properly  registered.  I  think 
that,  as  regards  the  religious  ceremony, 
the  less  the  State  interferes,  both  as  to 
the  hours  and  the  mode  in  which  it  is 
conducted,  the  better.  I  do  not  wish  to 
prolong  the  discussion  of  the  measure, 
which,  up  to  the  present,  has  been 
carried  on  in  the  best  spirit.  I  trust 
the  House  will  accept  the  second  read- 
ing. 

Me.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Uni- 
versity) :  What  seems  to  be  an  irregu- 
larity in  point  of  form  is  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Not- 
tingham (Mr.  Oarvell  Williams)  should 
call  his  Bill  the  Marriages  (Honrs  of 
Solemnization)  Bill,  and  then  put  into  it 
matter  which  is  entirely  alien  to  the 
object  of  such  a  BiU.  Except  as  to  a 
small  matter  of  detail,  we  are  all  agreed 
upon  the  Bill.  Surely  it  would  be  much 
better  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  confine 
himself  to  the  hours  during  which  mar- 
riage can  be  solemnized,  and  say  no- 
thing here  about  the  presence  of  the 
registrar. 

Me.  STUABT-WOBTLEY  (Sheffield, 
HaDam) :  I  cannot  conceive  that  the 
Bill  which  has  been  brought  in  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Isle  of  Wight  (Sir  Bichard 
Webster)  can  possibly  be  in  any  danger 
from  the  action  of  Gentlemen  who  are 
promoting  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House.  But  a  blocking  Notice  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  Bill  has 
been  put  down  in  the  name  of  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  who  represents  a 
constituency  in  Caithness,  to  which 
the  measure  cannot  by  any  possibility 
apply. 

Me.  SP£AK£B  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  discussing  a  BiU  not  now  before 
the  House. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  oommitted 
for  Tueaday  next. 

WATS  ASSi  HEASS. 
C0H80UDATED  TUHS  (iTO.  2)  BUX. 
ReaolntioDB  [Hsroh  18]  reported,  aod  agreed 
io  .'—Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Courtney,  Mr.  Cbancellor  of  the  Exoheciuer, 
and  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler. 

preienUd,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Hoote  adjourned  at  half  after  Tvelve 
O'clock  tin  Uonday  noxt 
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MIKtTTES.]— Public  Biixi— i^>«<  Bta^ng— 

Troea  (Ireland}  *  (42). 
Committet  —  Joaticei*  Jurisdiction  *  (18-43) ; 

Law  of  EvidoDoe  Amendment  (19-44). 
Third  Stading  —  Olebe  Loans  (Ireland)  Acts 

Contiunanee  *  (31),  and  ptmtd. 

AFFAIBS  OF  BUBHAH. 
QUEsnpn. 

Visooxmr  OBANBEOOK :  With  re- 
ferenoe  to  mj  Question  about  Burtnah 
the  other  night,  I  understand  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
has  receiTed  a  communication  which  the 
House  will  be  fflad  to  hear. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (The  Earl  of  Kimbeeley)  :  The 
following  telegram,  dated  March  21, 
has  been  received  from  the  Viceroy  of 
India : — 

"  Prendergast  telegraphs  that  he  has  dispersed 
the  large  body  of  insurgents  collected  at  Ye- 
methen,  and  that  the  neighbonring  Wooni  are 
in  friendly  communication  with  him." 

THE  NATIONAL  MUSEUMS-EVENING 
OPENING. 
qttebn's  answer  to  thb  address. 
The  LORD  CHAMBERLAIN  of  the 
HOUSEHOLD  (The  Earl  of  Keiocabe) 
reported  the  Queen's  Answer  to  the  Ad- 
dress of  Friday  tiie   12th  instant  as 
follows 

I  have  received  your  Address,  praying  that  I 
win  be  pleased  to  direct  that  the  National  Gal- 
lery, the  British  Museum,  and  the  Natural  His- 
tory Museum  shall  be  open  to  the  public  weekly 
on  three  week-day  ovenings  Ull  10  p.m. : 

I  will  carefully  consider  your  wishes  in  this 
respect. 

DOHE  AND  OHINLEY  RAILWAY  BILL 
SECOND  BEADINCI. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Moved, ' '  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'." 

Lord  HOUGHTON,  in  rising  to  move 
the  Resolution  standing  in  his  name, 
said,  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury),  who  took  a  great  interest 
in  the  question  of  the  payment  of  in- 
terest out  of  capital,  and  had,  iu  ad- 
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the  promoters  of  this  Bill  and  <^  similar 
Bills,  that  ^6  quesition  should  be  die* 
cussed  in  the  noble  Marquess's  absence. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
BiUf  and  of  any  other  Bill  containing  proTisioDS 
for  payment  in  interest  out  of  capital  during 
construction  of  works,  be  postponed  until  the 
12th  dny  of  April  next."— (TA*  Lord  Houghton.) 

Thr  chairman  op  COMMITTEES 
(The  Earl  of  Rkdebdale)  said,  he  would 
have  liked  to  hear  what  the  character  of 
the  Bill  was.  The  whole  question  of  pay- 
ment of  interest  out  of  capital  depended 
upon  the  particular  case  brought  under 
consideration.  In  the  present  instance, 
the*  Dore  Railway  Oompany  waa  in  an 
advantf^eous  position,  as  3  per  cent 
of  the  capital  was  guaranteed  to  the 
shareholders  by  another  Company. 

YiBcomrr  OBANBROOK  said,  the 
question  was  not  a  Party  one.  He,  how< 
ever,  agreed  that  it  was  desirable  that 
his  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) should  be  present  when  the  matter 
was  discussed.  He  had  no  objection  to 
the  Motion. 


Motion  agreed  to. 

TRINITY  COLLEGE,  DUBLIN. 

MOTION  FOE  A  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

The  Earl  of  LEITRIM,  in  rising  to 
move  the  Resolution  which  stood  in  hia 
name,  said,  that  the  grantees  and  sub- 
grantees  of  the  College  had  approached 
Parliament  upon  three  separate  occa- 
Bionsforare-adjustmentof  their  position. 
First,  they  requested  the  issue  of  a  Royal 
Commission;  secondly,  they  promoted  a 
Public  Bill ;  and  last  year  they  brought 
forward  aPiiTate  Bill,  which  waa  rejected 
by  a  smaller  majori^  than  that  by  whioh 
the  Public  Bill  was  thrown  ont.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  there  was  a  grieTanoe ; 
and  if  their  Lordships  were  to  accede  to 
the  Motion  the  grantees  believed  that  a 
move  would  be  made  in  the  direction  of 
a  remedy.  What  were  the  grievances 
which  the  lessees  and  their  under-tenanta 
complained  of  ?  They  complained,  in  the 
first  place,  that  there  were  two  conflict- 
ing standards  of  valuation  in  operation 
in  respect  of  the  valuation  of  the  same 
land — namely,  that  prescribed  by  the 
College  Act,  and  that  of  the  Land  Com- 
mission. Both  were  equally  legal,  and 
surely  this  inequalify  of  legal  operation 


dressinga  deputation  of  the  unemployed, '  would  need  to  have  very  special  justifi- 
advocated  such  payments  in  the  case  of  j  cation.  When  Parliament  estabHahed 
the  Begent's  Canal  BiU,  was  absent ;  and  I  judicial  rents  the  prinoiple  ought  to  have 
it  was  not  desirable,  in  the  interaats  of  |  been  made  applinUe  equally  to  «U  rmta 
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for  the  future  which  were  capable  of 
being  periodically  raised  or  lowered.  It 
was  practically  admitted  by  the  College 
itoell  that  their  valuations  were  con- 
siderably too  high.  As  instances  of 
this,  he  might  mention  that  at  the  end 
of  the  decade,  after  the  passing  of  the 
Act,  the  valuation  was  made;  but  the 
College  accepted  an  increased  rent  of  25 
per  cent  when  the  standard  indicated 
that  they  were  eDtitled  to  34  per  cent. 
He  thonght  this  at  onoe  conceded  the 
inaccoraoy  of  the  standard.  At  the  end 
of  the  second  term — namely,  in  1875, 
tiie  College  standard  indicated  an  in- 
creased rent  of  47  per  cent;  but  the 
College  accepted  an  increase  of  30  per 
cent  oaly.  Again,  therefore,  they  con- 
firmed the  inaccuracy  of  their  standard. 
He  thought  that  it  was  much  to  the 
credit  of  the  College  Boards  of  1865 
and  1875  that  they  did  not  insist  upon 
their  full  legal  rights  ;  but  the  questioa 
was,  had  not  the  increases  which  those 
Boards  abandoned  been  indirectly  en- 
forced by  the  present  Board?  There 
was  certainly  no  justification  in  the 
agricultural  condition  of  Ireland  for  the 
20  pa  cent  additional  rent  imposed 
OQ  the  lessees  in  1865.  Upon  this  point 
lie  would  only  call  one  witness,  ana  that 
witness  should  be  the  College  itself.  At 
the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  College 
Peipetuity  Act,  m  1851,  a  Mr.  O'Connell 
held  a  21  years'  lease  of  one  of  their 
estates  in  Kerry ;  but  he  declined  to 
convert  that  lease  into  a  perpetuitylease. 
He  was  the  only  tenant  who  declined  to 
coQvert,  and  the  result  was  this — that 
when  in  1865  the  rents  of  the  grantees 
were  raised  25  per  cent  his  rent  to  the 
College  remained  the  same ;  but  he 
raised  his  occupying  tenants  25  per  cent. 
When  the  lease  ran  out  the  College  Au- 
thorities sent  down  valuers,  with  the 
wsult  that  they  confirmed  Mr.  O'Con- 
nell's  rite  of  25  per  cent  on  his  occupy* 
ing  tenants,  and  their  rents  remained 
unehanged  until  1881,  when  the  College, 
under  the  oompulsion  of  the  Land  ^t, 
took  off  the  25  per  cent  which  Mr. 
O'Connell  had  put  on  ;  but  the  increased 
lent  of  the  perpetuity  leaseholders  was  | 
continued.  That  practically  admitted  | 
the  whole  case  of  the  grantees.  With 
regard  to  the  valuation  of  the  Land 
Commissioners  he  had  no  very  great 
experience.  His  tenants,  some  2,000  ; 
in  number,  had,  for  the  most  part, 
wttled  out  of  Court.  They  had  en- 
tered into  15'year  judicial  leases  ar- , 


rived  at  under  the  guardianship  of  the 
Land  Commissioners,  and  he  had  uo 
reason  to  complain  of  that  standard,  be- 
cause, like  many  other  landlords,  he  had 
returned  to  those  leaseholders  10  per 
cent  of  their  rents.  The  second  grievance 
of  which  they  complained  was  the  great 
expense  of  putting  into  operation  the 
Fluctuation  Clauses  of  the  College  Act. 
So  great  was  the  expense  that  it  ren- 
der^ them  almost  prohibitive  in  regard 
to  any  application  for  a  decrease  of  rent. 
He  might  instance  a  case  in  which  an 
attempt  was  made  to  put  these  clauses 
into  operation.  Under  th«n  the  prices 
of  some  five  commodities  had  to  be 
ascertained  in  13  of  the  most  important 
towns  in  Ireland.  In  this  particular 
instance  these  prices  were  ascertained 
in  nine  of  the  towns  when  the  arbitration 
suit  came  to  an  end.  Although  this  suit 
was  not  fought  out  to  the  end,  it  cost 
£3,000,  Had  it  been  carried  to  the  end 
the  cost  would  not  have  been  less  than 
£4,600.  But  the  result  was  that  in  the 
case  of  this  particular  grantee  his  rent 
was  increased  25  per  cent,  whereas  the 
rents  of  the  other  grantees  were  only  in- 
creased 20  per  cent.  This  distinction  the 
College  AuUiorities  maintained  until  to- 
day, and  it  came  to  this — that  no  grantee 
could  obtain  the  decrease  unless  be  was 
prepared  to  deposit  somathing  like 
£4,500  for  expenses;  and,  under  these 
circumstances,  it  was  obvious  that  if  the 
grantee  had  only  a  life  interest  in  the 
estate  it  would  be  utter  folly  on  his 
part  to  run  the  risk  of  having  to  pay 
thus  smartly  for  his  attempt  to  decrease 
the  rent.  If  this  would  be  utter  folly  on 
the  part  of  the  larger  tenants,  how  could 
they  expect  the  smaller  tenants  to  take 
action  P  The  security,  therefore,  which 
was  supposed  to  be  given  to  the  tenants 
was  useless,  and  the  safeguards  provided 
were  of  no  effect.  How,  therefore,  could 
these  estates  be  conducted  in  a  busi- 
ness-like and  proper  manner?  He 
wished  to  call  their  Lordships'  atten- 
tion,  further,  to  what  he  might  call 
some  external  evidence  of  (his  griev- 
ance. Becently,  as  appeared  from 
their  Lordships'  Notice  Paper,  he  pro- 
posed to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  some  Besolutions  which  were 
adopted  by  600  or  800  of  the  tenants 
of  the  College  in  the  county  of  Armagh. 
The  substance  of  those  Kesolutions  was 
contained  in  a  letter  addressed  by  the 
Ber.  Mr.  Ellis  to  the  Board  of  Trinity 
College;  and  it  waSf  in  diortf  aprpjposi- 
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tion  to  the  College  to  take  o£Fthe  20  per 
oeot  imposed  in  1865.  The  Board,  how- 
ever, would  only  treat  with  the  graDtees. 
He  maintained  that  the  Board,  in  reality, 
had  not  the  power  to  treat;  and,  there- 
fore, the  Committee,  he  suggested,  would 
be  quite  as  much  in  the  interest  of  the 
Board  of  Trinity  CoUogo  as  of  the  ten- 
ants ;  because  in  1 874  the  majority  of  the 
Board  passed  a  Resolution  dealing  with 
the  c|^ue8tion  of  the  revision  of  the  rents ; 
but  it  was  vetoed  by  the  Provost.  Ap- 
peal was  made  to  the  Yice  Ohancellor 
as  Visitor;  and  he  decided  that  the  Board 
could  not,  withoat  the  consent  of  the  Pro- 
vost, grant  a  prospective  reduction  of 
rents.  Therefore  it  was  illusory  to  treat 
with  the  Board — the  Provost  was  the 
only  person  who  could  be  treated  with. 
The  way  in  which  the  Provost  would 
treat  was  indicated  by  his  having  exer- 
cised his  power  of  veto  over  a  reso- 
lution of  the  Board  to  grant  a  tenant 
whose  rent  was  5  per  cent  higher  than 
any  other  an  equitable  re-adjustment. 
They  had  thus  only  to  treat  with  one 
man  exercising  arbitrary  power,  the 
Provost  of  Trinity  College.  As  a  con- 
sequence of  the  exercise  of  this  arbitrary 
power  they  had  now,  for  the  first  time, 
ejectments  issued  against  grantees  of 
the  College  in  Ooynty  Kerr^,  where  so 
much  trouble  existed.  During  the  last 
few  years  a  great  movement  had  been 
going  on  amongst  leaseholders  generally 
for  an  adjustment  of  their  position ;  but 
if  the  position  of  leaseholders  generally 
in  Ireland  called  for  revision,  how  much 
more  did  the  condition  of  the  grantees 
of  Trinity  College  require  some  remedy 
when  their  leases  only  ran  for  10  years, 
and,  though  called  a  perpetuity,  they 
were  subject  to  an  anomalous  and  dis- 
turbing tenure?  He  begged  to  move 
the  Eesolution  which  stood  in  his  name. 

Moved,  '*That  a  Select  Committoe  be  ap- 
poiatod  to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the 
tenure  of  lands  under  Trinity  College,  Dublin, 
and  the  Provost  thereof  in  his  corporate  ca- 
pacity ;  and  on  the  working  of  the  Trinity  | 
College,  Dublin,  Leasing  and  Perpetuity  Ktii,  \ 
1851,  with  respect  to  the  variation  of  rent,  and  j 
its  effect  on  the  value  of  the  interest  respectively  I 
of  the  college,  the  perpetuity  grantees,  and  the  ' 
occupying  perpetuity  louiDts  of  the  lands." —  ' 
{The  Earl  of  Uitrim.)  ' 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said,  their  Lord-  \ 
ships  would  excuse  him  immediately 
referring  to  the  remarks  of  bis  noble  \ 
Friend,  seeing  that  he  was  for  so  long  a 
Representative  of   the  University  of 
Dublin.    No  doubt  his  noble  Friend 

Tht  £arl  of  Uitrim 


had  bad  avery  difficult  task  to  make  out 
his  case.  It  was  not  the  first  time  that 
he  had  attempted  to  do  so.  The  noble 
Earl  bad  endeavoured  to  attain  his  end 
by  a  Royal  Commission,  then  by  a 
Public  Bill,  and  now  be  desired  to  do 
it  by  means  of  a  Committee  of  Inquiry. 
The  noble  Earl  had  shown  considerable 
adroitness,  and  had  improved  upon 
his  method  of  presenting  this  matter 
to  their  Lordships,  because  he  had  in- 
troduced a  variety  of  topics,  with  the 
object  of  somewhat  diverting  attention 
from  the  direct  matters  connected  witii 
this  qaestioD,  rather  than  <rf  concen- 
trating their  attention  on  the  short  and 
simple  topics  which,  if  presented  plainly 
and  directly  to  the  House,  would  enable 
their  Lordships  to  understand  the  ques- 
tion in  a  moment.  He  noticed  also  with 
pleasure  that  the  noble  Earl  made  an- 
other great  change,  and  that  was  that  he 
had  abstained  on  the  present  occasion 
from  making  any  charges  of  a  grave  and 
serious  character  against  the  Provost 
and  Board  of  Trinity  College.  Many  of 
these  men  were  known  throughout 
Europe  for  their  scieDti6o  and  dassical 
attainments,  and  every  one  of  them  was 
as  jealous  of  his  honour  and  had  as  great 
an  appreciation  of  honour  as  anyone 
who  sat  in  tbeir  Lordships*  House. 
What  were  the  plain  facts  of  the  mat- 
ter? Trinity  Collego,  Dablin.  like  all 
great  seats  of  learning,  possessed  con- 
siderable landed  property,  the  profits  of 
which  were  applied  to  maintain  the 
great  educational  interests  intrusted  to 
its  keeping.  Neither  the  Provost  nor 
the  Board  were  now  personally  directly 
interested  in  this  College  property.  Up 
to  1851  the  College  property  was  let  on 
leases  of  21  years,  renewable  on  certain 
renewal  fines  being  paid.  This  being  con- 
sidered unsatisfactory,  an  Act  was  passed 
in  1851,  with  the  consent  of  all  parties, 
by  which  the  tenants  were  given  their 
holdings  in  perpetuity,  with  power  to 
both  sides  to  apply  to  havethereuts  varied 
I  according  to  certain  standards  of  value 
I  every  10  years.  It  was  that  Act  which 
I  the  noble  Lord  wished  to  undennine. 
'  The  effect  of  the  Act  was  to  turn  all  the 
\  renewable  leases  into  perpetuity  leases 
,  on  terms  greatly  to  the  advantage  of  the 
tenants.  Under  those  terms,  either  the 
'  College  on  the  one  hand,  or  the  tenants 
\  on  the  other,  were  entitled  to  have  the 
rents  revised  every  10  years,  such  rise  or 
fali  to  be  regulated  by  the  price  of  five 
of  the  diief  artidiee  ol  cpqBumption.  It 
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was,  if  the  parties  pleased,  exceed- 
ingly easy  to  ascertain  this  average, 
and  nothing  like  the  elaborate  suit 
mentioned  by  the  noble  Earl  was  re- 
quired. He  did  not  think  that  their 
Lordships  would  hold  that  the  temia  of 
this  statutory  contract  were  inequitable 
as  regarded  the  tenants.  The  noble 
Earl  had  read  a  letter  from  some  tenants 
embodying  resolutions;  and  he  could 
read  to  their  LordsMps  a  letter  of  thanks 
Bent  to  the  authorities  of  Trinity  College 
immediately  after  the  passing  of  the  Act 
of  1851,  in  which  the  tenants  strongly 
approved  of  the  A.ct.  Amongst  the  sig- 
natures to  that  document  was  the  agent 
to  the  Leitrim  estates.  In  1863  certain 
of  the  rents  were  rcTised  under  the  pro- 
risions  of  the  Act,  and  then  it  was  found 
that  the  College  were  entitled  to  raise 
the  rents  by  34  per  cent.  The  College, 
however,  only  raised  the  rents  by  25 
per  cent ;  and,  indeed,  never  on  any 
occasion  had  they  taken  from  their 
tenants  the  pound  of  flesh  to  which  they 
were  justly  entitled.  In  1865,  when 
again  the  rents  were  revised,  the  College 
only  raised  them  20  per  cent,  instead  of 
the  much  higher  percentage  which  they 
might  have  claimed.  In  1875  the  ma- 
chinery of  revision  was  again  applied  ; 
and  it  was  clearly  proved  that  the  Col- 
lege were  entitled  to  raise  all  the  rents 
by  at  leaet  12  per  cent.  The  College, 
however,  had  never  sought  to  take,  and 
had  never  taken,  any  portion  of  that 
12  per  cent;  and  they  had  always 
treated  their  tenants  with  the  utmost 
consideration  compatible  with  the  proper 
discharge  of  their  obligations  to  the 
great  educational  interests  which  were 
committed  to  their  charge.  If  the 
tenants  believed  that  they  were  entitled 
to  a  reduction  of  rent,  why  did  they  not 
apply  for  a  revision  of  the  rents  under  the 
terms  of  the  Actof  1851?  ThenobleEarl 
had  not  shown  that  the  prices  had,  in  the 
opinion  of  tenants,  fallen  to  as  to  justify 
the  reduction  of  rent.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess (the  Mari^uessof  Waterford),whom 
they  all  sincerely  hoped  to  see  amongst 
them  again  soon,  replying  to  this  ques- 
tion last  year,  bad  pointed  out  that  there 
was  another  course,  although  an  ex- 
treme one,  open  to  the  tenants  if  they 
were  so  dissatisHed.  They  might  throw 
up  their  leases.  The  case  of  Mr.  O'Con- 
nell  had  been  mentioned.  He  resigned 
his  lease ;  and  the  College  Authorities, 
when  brought  face  to  face  with  the 
occupying  tenants  of  that  estate,  dealt 


with  them  with  that  fairness  and  gene- 
rosity which  they  had  a  right  to  ex- 
pect. Griffith's  valuation  for  these  Col- 
lege estates  was  £66,633;  but  the  rent 
actually  paid  to  the  College  was  not  more 
than  £33,077,  and  this  sum  was  subject 
to  a  deduction  of  about  £2,000  for  tithe 
rent-charges.  Therefore,  they  had  their 
College  perpetuity  tenants  paying  only 
considerably  less  than  one-half  of 
Qriffith*s  valuation.  It  was  a  remark- 
able fact  that  the  present  agitation, 
by  which  it  was  sought  to  bring  about 
a  reduction  of  these  College  perpetuity 
rents,  had  been  got  up  by  the  middle- 
men, who  themselves  naturally  obtained 
a  large  profit  rental  from  underletting 
the  holdings.  His  noble  Friend,  with 
great  adroitness,  had  endeavoured  to 
call  in  to  his  aid  the  popular  feeling 
prevalent  in  many  parts  of  Ireland 
in  favour  of  bringing  leaseholders 
within  the  beneficial  operation  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1881.  But  the  Land 
Actof  1881  only  dealt  with  occupying 
tenants,  and  repudiated  dealing  with 
middlemen  altogether.  The  agitation 
in  Ireland  was  to  bring  occupying  lease- 
holders .within  the  benefit  of  that  Act ; 
and  it  had  not  yet  been  suggested  by 
any  agitation  outside  of  their  Lordships' 
House  that  middlemen  in  the  position 
of  his  noble  Friend  were  entitled  to  spe- 
cial legislation,  not  to  bring  them  within 
the  benefit  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881,  but 
to  get  them  out  of  the  Leasing  and  Per- 
petuity Act  of  1851.  Trinity  College, 
Dublin,  stood  in  a  delicate  position  in 
reference  to  that  Motion.  The  topics  to 
which  he  had  alluded  were  merely  the 
very  elements  of  common  sense.  They  lay 
on  the  very  surface  of  the  whole  ques- 
tion ;  and,  of  course,  every  member  of  the 
Board,  who  were  men  with  great  capacity 
for  a  clear  appreciation  of  the  rules  of 
reason,  could  understand  those  points 
as  well  as  anybody  else.  But  when  his 
noble  Friend,  in  his  place  in  Parliament, 
mode  grave  chains  against  them  in 
reference  to  the  way  in  which  they  had 
administered  their  landed  property  in 
respect  to  those  perpetuity  lessees  and 
grantees,  it  was  on  anxious  question  for 
them  whether  they  should,  from  thoir 
point  of  view,  ask  to  have  the  Motion 
rejected.  They  had  nothing  to  conceal, 
nothing  to  shrink  from ;  and,  there- 
fore, as  far  as  they  were  concerned,  all 
they  had  to  say  was  that,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, and  with  iheir  record,  they 
were  not  the  body  that  should  aek  to 
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have  an  inquiry  like  that  rejected,  as 
though  they  had  anything  to  keep  back, 
or  anything  of  which  they  were  ashamed. 
If  it  was  suggested  that  the  method  of 
ascertaioing  prices  under  the  Act  of 
1851  was  cumbrous  and  expensive,  or 
could  be  made  so  by  one  of  the  parties, 
he  was  sure  that  his  noble  Friend  would, 
he  was  sure,  be  met  fairly  and  frankly 
by  the  Board,  whose  members  would 
co-operate  in  securiug  some  arrangement 
which  would  make  possible  a  cheap  as- 
sessment of  prices  and  a  fair  measure  of 
Talue  having  regard  to  prices.  But  that 
was  not  the  topio  suggested  by  his  noble 
Friend.  He  would  not  go  into  the  ques- 
tion on  the  broader  view  of  principle. 
He  had  spoken  of  it  from  the  standpoint 
of  the  Unirersity  of  Dublin.  But  it  was 
for  the  wisdom  and  discretion  their 
Lordships  to  decide  whether  they 
thought  that  was  a  case  in  which, 
consistently  with  sound  principle  and 
wholesome  precedent,  they  could  grant 
the  inquiry  now  proposed.  If  an  in- 
quiry was  granted  in  this  case,  it  was 
obvious  that  theiv  Lordships  would  find 
it  very  difficult  not  to  grant  it  in  others. 
If  that  Motion  was  acceded  to,  it  would, 
by  its  opening  words,  give  not  only  an 
inquiry  into  the  working  of  the  Per- 
petuity Act  of  1851,  but  into  the  ad- 
ministration by  the  College  of  every  inch 
of  land  it  possessed  in  any  part  of  Ire- 
land. The  frame  of  the  Notice  of  Mo- 
tion was  certainly  open  to  criticism.  It 
was  hardly  reasonable  to  ask  their  Lord- 
shipn  to  assent  to  such  an  inquiry  as  that 
now  proposed  with  respeot  to  the  varia- 
tion of  rent,  and  to  keep  out  of  view  what 
certainty  was  not  immaterial — the  sub- 
stantialprofitrent received  by  themiddle- 
man.  The  Irish  Land  Commission  held 
ecclesiastical  leases ;  the  Charter  House 
and  other  great  public  Bodies  also  held 
perpetuity  leases ;  and  if  this  Motion 
was  adopted,  how  would  it  be  consistent 
with  sound  principle  not  to  give  the  same 
hearing  to  their  lessees  if  they  came  and 
asked  to  have  a  Select  Committee  ap- 
poiated  ?  He  did  not  discuss  the  ques- 
tion from  that  point  of  view ;  but  he 
thought  it  would  not  be  fair,  having 
regard  to  the  position  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  hold  as  a  Member  of  their 
Lordships'  House,  if,  in  makiag  the  re- 
marks that  he  had.  offered,  he  had  not 
acoompanied  them  with  a  short  state- 
ment of  the  possibilities  involved  in 
the  adoption  of  the  precedent  which  his 
noble  Friend  now  asked  them  to  set. 

Lord  Aehbowm 


LoBD  FITZGEBALD  said,  he  re- 
eretted  that  th^  had  not  heard  some- 
thing from  the  Government  to  guide 
them  in  this  matter  ;  and  also  that  the 
noble  Ijord  who  had  just  spoken  had 
done  so  in  a  manner  which  led  them  to 
suppose  that  the  only  remedy  which 
was  to  be  expected  would  have  to  come 
from  some  such  inquiry  as  the  one 
proposed.  The  question  was  one  which 
ougnt  to  be  arranged  by  the  parties 
themselves;  but  now  that  the  matter 
had  progressed  thus  far  he  should  regret 
very  much  if  the  inquiry  was  not 
granted. 

LoBD  BBAMWELL  said,  he  deemed 
it  to  be  his  du^,  as  a  Member  of  their 
Lordships'  House,  to  point  out  what  it 
was  they  were  asked  to  do.  On  the  last 
occasion  when  the  subject  was  before 
their  Lordships  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees said  of  it— 

"  I  cannot  conceive  anything  more  danger- 
ous  than  for  this  Houso  to  lay  down  that  it  is 
lawful  for  the  lessees  of  any  property  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  in  order  to  create  a  new  arrangement 
with  the  lessor  without  his  oonaent,  and  for  the 

{lurpDse  of  making  their  own  terms  with  the 
analord." 

This,  however,  was  not  a  Bill ;  it  wss  a 
Motion;  but  what  was  its  object?  To 

Set  a  recommendation  made  by  a  Select 
ommittee  on  which  a  Bill  might  be 
founded  and  introduced.  The  noble 
£arl  who  brought  this  Motion  forward 
made  no  secret  of  his  desire.  On  a  for- 
mer occasion  the  noble  Earl  said  that 
he  wanted  a  substanUal  redaction  of 
rent,  and  also  a  different  mode  of  cal- 
culating the  value  decennially.  This 
was  no  question  of  altering  an  Act  of 
Parliament.  The  restraining  Acts  pre- 
vented a  contract  the  parties  wished  to 
make ;  tho  particular  Act  removed  that 
restraint ;  and  the  College  and  lessees 
made  their  bargain.  The  noble  Earl 
wanted  to  alter  the  bargain  made  be- 
tween the  College  and  its  lessees,  not 
only  by  giving  a  reduction  of  rent,  but 
also  by  getting  an  arbitrator  to  fix  the 
amount  of  rent  instead  of  having  it 
fixed  as  before.  The  noble  Earl  did 
not  want  to  break  the  leases;  but  he 
did  want  to  break  a  lar^  lump  off  the 
rent.  What  the  perpetui^  lessees  were 
trying  to  do  Was  to  shift  their  losses,  by 
the  operation  of  the  Fair  Bent  Clauses 
of  the  Land  Act,  upon  Trinity  College. 
[The  Earl  of  Leithiu  :  No,  no  !T  No 
reason  at  all  had  been  suggested  why 
the  Motion  should  be  entertained ;  no 
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case  of  iDjustioe  bad  been  made  out; 
and  he  hoped  their  Lordships  would  re- 
fuse the  Motion. 

The  lord  CHANOELLOB  (Lord 
Hrrschbll)  said,  he  thought  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  the  noble  Earl  who 
bad  introduced  this  Motion  was  not 
merely  speaking  on  his  own  behalf,  but 
on  behalf  of  a  considerable  number  of 
persons  who  believed  that  they  were 
Buffering  under  a  wrong,  and  he  was 
afraid  they  would  continue  so  to  think, 
notwithstanding  the  speeches  of  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Ash- 
bourne) and  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  had  just  spoken.  Now,  no  doubt, 
as  a  general  rule,  their  Lordships  would 
agree  that  it  would  be  desirable  to  in- 
quire into  grierances  which  people  be- 
lieTed  they  felt  rather  than  refuse  to 
inquire  into  them.  At  the  same  time 
there  was  a  danger  in  creating  inconve- 
nient and  undesirable  precedents,  and 
one  had  to  balance  the  inconvenience 
and  undesirableness  of  refusing  an  in- 
quiry to  those  who  believed  they  were 
wronged,  against,  it  might  be,  the  still 
greater  inconvenience  and  inexpediency 
of  creating  a  precedent  of  this  descrip- 
tion. Kow,  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  claim 
to  this  Committee  could  only  possibly  be 
rested  on  a  single  ground.  It  would  be 
out  of  the  question  that  their  Lordships 
should  grant  a  Committee  to  inquire 
into  a  bargain  made  by  private  indivi- 
duals with  other  private  individuals,  or 
even  with  a  public  Corporation ;  and  he 
quite  admitted  that  the  Statute  of  1 85 1 
was  a  statutory  bargain,  although  in 
the  form  of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  which 
really  was  only  an  Act  of  Parliament  to 
carry  out  a  contract  between  the  par- 
ties, and  could  not  be  dealt  with  on  the 
same  footing  as  a  Public  Act.  But  the 
only  ground  on  which  this  claim  could 
be  rested  would  be  this.  It  was 
yimpossible  for  anyone  to  read  the 
Leasing  Act  of  1851  without  seeing  that 
the  intention  of  both  parties  to  that 
bargain  was  that  variations  in  the  rent 
should  take  place  from  time  to  time, 
regulated  by  that  which  both  parties  at 
the  time  believed  was  a  fair  mode  of 
detmnining  the  full  value  of  the  oecn- 

C"ou  of  the  land.  Since  that  Act  the 
d  Act  had  been  passod,  which  estab- 
lished a  different  basis  of  estimating 
occupying  value.  If,  therefore,  all  that 
was  intended  by  the  Motion  was  tiiat 
the  mode  established  in  1851  as  an 
equitable  method  had  proved  to  be 


inequitable,  and  if  Trinity  College 
would  be  perfectly  willing,  as  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Ash- 
bourne) seemed  to  indicate,  to  meet 
their  perpetuity  tenants  and  modify  that 
method,  a  measure  might  be  introduced 
by  consent  which  would  be  a  much  more 
satisfactoiy  way  of  dealing  with  the 
question  than  a  reference  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  their  Lordships. 

Thb  Eabl  of  LEITBIM  said,  that 
after  what  had  fallen  from  the  Lord 
Chancellor  he  should  not  be  justified  in 
pressing  his  Motion  to  a  division ;  but  he 
should  not  be  justified  in  withdrawing 
his  Motion  unless  he  denied  the  accuracy 
of  the  statements  of  fact  which  bad 
been  made  in  opposition  to  it.  It  was 
a  most  extraordinary  proposition  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  that  the 
lessees  should  be  asked  to  surrender 
their  leases.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  was  a  type  of  the  confiscating  and 
disestablishing  Lord. 

Lord  ASHB0T7BNE  said,  he  was 
opposed  both  to  confiscation  and  dis- 
establishment; the  suggestion  in  ques- 
tion had  been  started  by  another 
speaker. 

Thb  Eabl  of  LEITBIM  said,  yes; 
but  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  bad 
adopted  it.  There  was  one  other  matter 
to  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  referred — to  the  charge  of  fraud 
which  he  had  brought  against  the  Col- 
lege Authorities  on  a  former  occasion ; 
and  the  inference  he  appeared  to  draw 
from  his  (the  Earl  of  Leitrim's)  not  re- 
peating it  to-day  was  that  it  was  entirely 
unfounded  and  unwarrantable.  It  was 
one  thing  to  assert  and  another  thing  to 
repeat  that  assertion,  and  he  thought  the 
latter  unnecessary ;  but  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House  he  would  withdraw 
the  word  "fraud,"  and  substitute  for  it 
the  words  applied  by  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  to  the  case  to  which  he 
had  applied  the  charge  of  fraud.  These 
were  the  Attorney  General's  words — 

"  The  motive  assiKtied  in  Mr.  Nucn's  letter 
for  not  making  aoy  farther  concession  may  be 
morally  a  very  bad  one;  but  the  legal  right  is 

not  thereby  ^ected." 

He  must  congratulate  the  perpetuity 
leaseholders  upon  the  expressions  of  opi- 
nion as  to  the  justice  of  their  rase  which 
had  been  elicited.  He  begged  to  with- 
draw his  Motion. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 
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ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)  —  MINI- 
MUM  OF   ATTENDANCE   AT  YEO- 
UANRY  CAVALRY  TROOP  BRILLS. 
QVXSTlOir.  OBSERYA-nOMB. 

Lord  HARRIS  asked  the  Under  Se. 
cretaiy  of  State  for  "War,  with  reference 
to  the  Order  requiriDg  a  minimum  num- 
ber to  be  present  at  the  two  Yeomanry 
troop  drills  for  which  extra  pay  is 
granted,  Whether  discretionary  powers 
could  be  panted  to  the  General  Offioer 
commanding  the  dietriot,  at  the  request 
of  the  officer  commanding  the  regiment, 
to  allow  pay  for  such  drills,  although 
the  minimum  numbershould  not  be  pre- 
sent ?  The  result  of  tKe  order  would  be 
to  give  it  greater  elasticity,  so  that  the 
danger  which  at  present  existed  of  the 
best  troop  losing  the  allowance  owing  to 
the  absence  of  one  or  two  men  would  be 
obviated.  The  noble  Lord  said  that  the 
suUect  desorred  greater  attention  than 
had  been  bestowed  upon  it.  The  agri- 
cultural depression  had  told  more 
heaTily  upon  the  Yeomanry  Cavalry  than 
upon  any  other  part  of  our  Volunteer 
Army.  Their  expenses  were  very  heavy, 
and  the  allowances  made  were  inade- 
quate. The  Yeomanry,  too,  deserved 
greater  consideration  than  any  other 
corps,  inasmuch  as,  if  certaia  conditions 
were  fulfilled,  they  were  bound  to  render 
compulsory  service. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Lord  Sakdhubst):  My  Lords, 
the  Ck>yemment  have  no  want  of  sym- 
pathy with  the  Yeomanry,  or  any  other 
portion  of  the  Auxiliary  Forces ;  but  I 
regret  to  say  that  thnoannot  agree  to  the 
suggestion  cimtained  in  the  Question  of 
the  noble  Lord.  To  make  troop  drills 
of  any  practical  use  it  is  necessary  that  as 
many  men  should  be  induced  to  attend 
as  possible,  and  under  former  Regula- 
tions the  attendance  was  unsatisfactory. 
Therefore  payment  for  certain  drills  was 
arranged  as  an  inducement  for  men  to 
attend;  but  when  payment  was  conceded 
a  stipulation  was  made  that  not  less 
than  two-thirds  of  the  enrolled  strength 
should  be  present,  or  there  would  be  no 
pay.  The  drills  and  minimum  attendance 
were  settled  by  a  Committee  of  officers 
under  Major  General  Elkington,  the  then 
Deputy  Adjutant  General  ior  the  Auxi- 
harj  Forces,  the  intention  being  to  in- 
sure the  instruction  being  pr^uctive 
of  good  results;  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  does  not  twl  disposed  to 


alter  the  existing  BegaUtions  so  late^ 
made. 

Tbb  Eau  of  OORK  said,  he  vas  in- 
clined to  ooncnx  in  the  answer  given  by 
his  noble  Friend,  as  he  thought  the 
attendance  at  the  drills  of  the  Yeomanry 
ought  to  be  as  large  as  possible.  As  an 
old  Colonel  of  a  Yeomanry  corps,  he 
could  bear  personal  testimony  to  the  fact 
that  the  concessions  made  last  year  by 
the  Government  had  caused  those  drilU 
to  be  much  better  attended  than  they 
were  formerly,  and  had  increased  the 
efficiency  of  the  men.  If  power  were 
given  to  relax  any  of  those  Rules  the 
attendance  would  not  be  so  large. 

Thk  Ddee  of  CAMBRIDGE  said, 
that  in  the  last  two  years  he  had  in- 
spected two  or  three  Yeomanry  regi- 
ments. The  condition  of  those  regiments 
was  certainly  far  better  than  it  was  for- 
merly, and  was  as  creditable  as  it  could 
be  under  the  difficult  circumstances  of 
the  service.  He  was  bound  to  say  that 
if  the  drills  were  to  be  of  any  use  there 
must  he  a  certain  number  of  men  pre- 
sent. He  fully  agreed  in  what  had 
been  said  as  to  the  value  and  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  Yeomanry.  In  his  opinion, 
the  Regulation  now  existing  could  hardly 
be  changed  without  disadvantage  to  the 
Yeomanry  themselves. 

YiscoTiirr  BURY  said,  he  agreed  that 
a  certain  number  of  men  must  of  course 
be  present,  and  thought  that  perhaps  a 
hard-and-fast  line  must  continue  to  be 
laid  down.  But  there  was  a  certain 
difficulty  in  that  respect,  inasmuch  as 
when  the  commanding  offioer  had  to 
find  fault  with  the  men  he  was  obliged 
to  find  fault  with  the  wrong  ones.  If 
he  found  that  there  were  one  or  two  men 
fewer  than  there  ought  to  be  in  attend- 
ance, it  was  no  use  for  him  to  pitch  into 
those  present  and  tell  them  that  they 
ought  to  come,  for  they  were  there  al- 
ready, and  perhaps  they  had  incurred 
considerable  expense  in  coming  there. 
Yet  that  expense  and  trouble  would  go 
for  nothing,  because  other  men  had  not 
turned  up,  and  consequently  the  troop 
drill  oonld  not  take  place.  He  could 
not  help  thinking  that  the  commanding 
officer  might  have  a  certain  discretion 
as  to  the  exaot  number  of  men  who 
should  attend,  though  he  did  not  see 
what  other  answer  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  could  give  than  the  one'  he 
had  made  to  the  Question  of  his  noble 
Friend. 
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LAW  OF  EVIDENCE  AMENDMENT 
BILL.— (No.  IS.) 
{Tht  Lord  Bramvktt.) 
COUHITTSB. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee,  read. 

Movtd,  "  That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee  upon  the 
said  BUI."— (Th«  Zird  BramwtU.) 

Lord  DENMAN:  My  Lords,  I  find 
that  The  Timet  newspaper  has  taken  up 
this  Bill,  and  argues  upon  itasifitwere 
one  of  the  Legi^tiTe  Bodies.  It  alludes 
to  the  oase  of  O'Donnell ;  but  I  ask  your 
Lordships,  if  that  man's  statement — 
happily  admitted — bad  been  upon  oath, 
whether  it  would  have  saved  him?  I 
considered  that  he  had  killed  a  man  wh<^ 
not  only  had  planned  the  odious  assassi- 
nation of  a  noble  Friend  and  esteemed 
neighbour  of  my  own,  but  had  also  be- 
trayed his  accomplices  and  caused  their 
death.  I  tried  to  obtain  his  respite,  and 
wrote  to  the  proprietor  of  The  Morning 
Post,  and  sent  the  Memoirs  of  Captain 
Freeney  to  the  Lord  Mayor,  Mr.  (now 
Sir  Robert)  Fowler,  but  in  vain.  I 
complain  that  The  Times,  in  the  report  on 
the  second  reading,  in  giving  my  extract 
from  my  noble  and  Tamented  Prede- 
cessor's speech  in  1820  as  to  calling  an 
unnecessary  interested  witness,  gave  it 
as  my  opinion,  which  weakenra  the 
effect  of  it ;  and  anything  I  say  may 
only  appear  in  ffitnaard,  too  late  to  pro- 
duce any  impression,  although  the  public 
have  the  right  to  know  what  is  really 
said.  This  BiU  has  twice  been  read  a 
third  time  in  your  Lordships'  House, 
was  read  a  third  time  on  two  occasions 
in  "  another  place,*'  and  again  brought 
forward  on  December  3,  1884,  after 
having  been  withdrawn  in  "another 
place  on  the  1 0th  of  July,  which  was 
fatal  to  so  many  measures  in  your  Lord- 
ehips'  House.  I  sent  a  copy  of  the 
speech  in  1820  to  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley, 
and  he  thanked  me  for  it.  I  have  pro- 
tested agunst  its  principle  when  the 
Bill  for  admitting  women  as  witnesses 
against  their  husbands  passed  your 
Lordships*  Hoiue.  It  cannot  be  made 
a  good  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  House  in  Committee 
accordingly. 

Clause  I  (Person  charged,  fto.  com- 
petent as  witness)  agreed  to. 


Clause  2  (Consent  of  person  ohai^^ 

necessary). 

Thb  Eabl  op  MILLTOWN  said,  he 
would  suggest  the  omission  of  that  part 
of  the  clause  which  provided  that  the 
husband  or  wife  of  the  person  charged 
should  not  be  anadmissibie  witness  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  other.  No  doubt 
it  was  painful  for  husband  and  wife  to 
give  evidence  against  each  other;  but 
the  same  might  be  said  with  even  greater 
force  of  near  relations ;  and  the  present 
provision  would,  in  effect,  mean  that  the 
husband  or  wife  could  only  be  examined 
for  the  defence,  although  the  absence  of 
such  evidence  might  lead  to  a  mis- 
carriage of  justice. 

Lord  BBAMWELL  explained  that 
the  object  of  the  Proviso  was  to  prevent 
perfect  confidence  between  husband  and 
wife  being  done  away  with. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Person  charged,  if  witness, 
bound  to  answer  all  questions). 

Lobb  HAL8BURY  said,  he  begged 
to  more  the  omission  of  the  clause.  The 
first  part  of  it  was  useless,  or  not  neces- 
sary, and  the  latter  part  mischievous. 
He  entirely  objected  to  Judges  having 
the  power  to  make  law,  it  being  their 
duty  to  administer  the  lav  as  passed  by 
Parliament. 

Moved  to  omit  Clause  4.— (7R<  Lord 
Salthurg.) 

LoBD  BBAMWELL  said,  he  could 
not  agree  that  the  clause  was  useless  or 
unnecessary.  "When  a  person  charged 
was  allowed  to  give  evidence,  it  must 
follow,  as  a  matter  of  course,  that  he 
could  not  be  allowed  to  shelter  himself 
from  unpleasant  questions,  alleging  that 
he  would  criminate  himself  if  he  an- 
swered them.  By  the  latter  part  of  the 
clause  a  discretion  was  given  to  the 
Court  in  the  matter. 

Clause  amended,  by  leaving  out  all 
after  ("  charged  ")  in  line  22  to  ("  fit  ") 
in  Ime  23. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Lord  HALSBTTBY  moved  to  insert  a 

new  clause  to  the  following  effect : — 

"  A  person  called  as  a  witnesa  in  pursuance 
of  this  Act  shall  not  be  asked,  and  if  asked 
shall  not  be  required  to  answer,  any  qnestion 
tending  to  show  that  any  defendant  has  com- 
mitted OT  been  convicted  of  any  offence  other 
than  that  wherewith  he  is  then  charged,  unless 
the  proof  that  the  defendant  has  committed 
such  other  offence  is  admissible  evidence  to  show 
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that  aaoh  defendant  ia  guilty  of  the  ofTence 
wherewith  he  is  then  oharged,  or  nolecs  nich 
defendant  has  g^TOB  flvidmice  of  good  cha- 
racter." 

LoBD  BBAMWELL  said,  he  oould 
not  assent  to  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord's  Amendment.  If  a  man  charged 
with  an  offence  chose  to  tender  himself 
as  a  witness  he  ou^ht  to  be  subjected  to 
cross-examination  m  the  same  way  as 
the  prosecutor  or  any  other  witness  was. 
That  was  not  a  Bill  for  the  benefit  of 
prisoners.  He  believed  that  more  con- 
Tictions  would  take  place  under  it  than 
they  had  before.  He  thought  that  it 
was  a  bad  Bill  for  the  guilty  and  a  bene- 
ficial Bill  only  for  the  innocent.  He  did 
not  believe  that  that  power  of  cross- 
examination  would  be  abused;  and  he 
was  quite  certain  that  the  Judges,  the 
Obairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions,  the  Bar, 
and  the  public  would  all  resist  and  re- 
sent on  unfair  cross-examination.  His 
noble  and  learned  Friend  said  that  that 
was  the  beginning  of  the  process  of 
examining  prisoners  whether  they  liked 
it  or  not.  He  did  not  wish  to  introduce 
that  now,  and  if  it  were  ever  introduced 
it  would  require  to  be  done  by  the  most 
careful  legislation.  He  confessed  that 
he  thought  the  French  practice  of  the 
Judge  setting  his  wits  against  the  pri- 
soner ought  not  to  be  adopted.  It  was 
said  that  our  present  law  was  so  caretul 
that  when  there  was  a  previous  convic- 
tion against  a  man  it  was  not  brought 
forward  against  him  until  he  had  been 
found  guilty  of  the  particular  offence 
with  which  he  was  charged.  That  was 
quite  true ;  but  why  was  that  ?  Because 
the  only  reason  for  bringing  forward  a 
prerious  eonviotion  before  the  man  had 
been  found  guilty  would  be  to  prejudice 
the  jury  against  him.  But  when  he  was 
called  as  a  witness  he  would  not  be 
asked  about  a  previous  conviction  for 
any  other  purpose  than  that  of  showing 
that  he  was  not  a  trustworthy  witness. 
If  he  chose  to  keep  out  of  the  witness- 
box  the  juty  would  know  nothing  about 
his  character;  but  if  he  entered  the 
witness-box  they  had  a  right  to  ask 
what  his  character  was,  in  order  to  see 
whether  he  was  a  trustworthy  witness. 
A  prosecutor's  evidence  was  sifted  in 
this  way ;  and  why  should  the  prisoner 
be  placed  at  a  greater  advantage? 
There  could  not  be  contradictory  modes 
of  getting  at  the  truth  and  both  right. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Hxbsghell)  said,  he  thought  the  quea- 
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tion  raised  by  the  Amendment  was  one 
of  very  oonriderable  difficulty ;  and  he 
was  not  convinced  that  it  would,  on  the 
whole,  tend  to  juatioe.  He  conld  not 
entirely  regard  it  as  a  question  between 
the  prosecutor  and  the  prisoner,  because 
the  effect  of  the  answers  of  a  prisoner 
would  be  very  different  on  a  jury  from 
the  replies  of  a  prosecutor  or  an  ordi- 
nary witness.  He  admitted  that  it  was 
a  question  of  the  balance  of  advantages 
and  disadvantages,  and  he  did  not  pro- 
fess to  entertain  any  very  strong  opinion 
upon  it.  But  when  they  were  making 
that  very  considerable  change  in  the 
law,  he  doubted  whether  it  would  be 
wise  to  oouple  that  change  with  the 
limitation  suggested  by  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend. 

-  VisoouHT  CBANBROOK  said,  he 
could  not  understand  under  what  system 
a  prisoner  wax  to  be  allowed  to  become 
a  witness,  and  to  be  put  on  a  totally 
different  footing  from  all  other  witnesses. 
His  farmer  experience  led  him  to  think 
that  if  a  man  stated  the  whole  truth,  as 
he  had  sworn  to  do  when  he  gave  evi- 
dence, and  candidly  confessed  that  he 
had  a  bad  character,  he  was  more  likely 
to  be  believed  by  the  jury  than  if  he 
acted  otherwise. 

The  Eabl  of  MILLTOWN  said,  he 
thought  that  some  of  the  argumento  to 
which  they  had  listened  that  evening 
were  arguments  against  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  itself,  and  he  had  himself  urged 
some  of  them  in  the  discussion  on  the 
second  reading.  If  a  prisoner  was  to 
be  examined  at  all,  he  mnst  be  subject 
to  the  same  rule  of  examination  as  other 
witnesses. 

Lord  ASHBOUKNE  said,  he  thought 
that  logically  the  objections  to  the 
Amendment  were  sound ;  but  he  was 
anxious  that  the  Bill  should  pass.  It 
was  a  good  measure  not  only  for  the 
innocent,  but  for  the  community  at 
large.  He  would  vote  for  the  clause,  be- 
cause he  thought  public  opinion  was  not 
ripe  on  this  matter,  and  the  measure 
would  have  a  better  chance  of  passing 
if  the  Amendment  were  inserted. 

On  Question  ?  Their  Lordships  rfi- 
vided: — Contents  16;  Not-Gontents  9  : 
Majority  7. 

Bill  to  be  jfrm^  as  amended.  (No.  44.) 

House  s^oumed  at  a  quarter  belbre 
Eight  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 
&  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 
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LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IBELAND)-SHAW 
V.  LLOYD. 

Me.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Tyrone,  8.)  (for 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  has  seen  the  report 
of  the  statement  made  by  Mr.  Kisby, 
Q.C.  Queen's  Advocate,  in  the  trial  of 
Shaw  f.  Lloyd,  to  the  effect  that  the 
affirmance  of  the  original  eviction  decree, 
vhich  is  alleged  to  have  been  tampered 
with  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  of  Mona- 

Ehan.  "  bad  been  sent  to  the  Irish  Office  in 
ondon,  and,  owing  to  it  being  sent  here 
and  there  it  got  lost ; "  did  the  affirmance 
reach  the  Irish  Office ;  if  so,  is  there  any 
trace  of  it  to  be  found ;  has  he  seen  the 
report  of  the  further  statement  of  the  de- 
fendant's counsel,  Mr.  Dodd,  Q.O.  that 
the  affirmance  had  been  sent  to  the 
County  Inspector  of  Constabulaiy  now 
in  Carlow  ;  have  the  Government  ques- 
tioned the  Inspector  on  the  subject ; 
and,  if  this  statement  is  true,  can  he  ex- 
plain of  the  disappearance  of  this  docn- 
ment,  which  is  an  important  piece  of 
evideDce  on  the  question  of  classification 
of  the  county  records ;  and,  is  it  a  fact 
that  the  Lord  Ghxtd  Baron,  with  the  con- 
sent of  counsel  on  both  sidee,  directed  a 
shorthand  writer  to  be  sworn  to  take 
notes  of  the  evidence ;  if  so,  will  the  Qo- 
vernment,  before  coming  to  any  decision  \ 
on  the  dismissal  of  the  Clerk  of  the ' 
Peace,  or  of  bis  deputy,  give  directions 
that  a  transcript  of  the  shorthand  writer*8  \ 
notes  may  be  made,  and  would  there  be  ' 
any  objection  to  these  being  printed  and 
circulated  amongst  the  Members,  as  the 
case  is  one  of  much  importance,  and 
must  form  a  subject  of  debate  in  the 
House  7  I 

VOL.  OGOIII.  [thibd  bbbies.]   ^  i 


The   CHIEF  8E0RETAET  (Mr. 

JoHNlfoKiOT)  (Newcastle- on-Tyne) :  I 
have  made  inquiries,  and  have  been 
informed  that  there  is  no  record  of 
this  decree  having  been  received  at 
the  Irish  Office ;  certainly  it  is  not 
there  at  present,  I  have  no  infor> 
mation  as  to  whether  the  County  In- 
spector received  it,  and  I  really  see  no 
reason  why  it  should  have  been  sent  to 
him.  I  am  informed  that  a  shorthand 
writer  took  notes  of  the  proceedings  by 
order  of  the  Court;  but  the  Qoverument 
have  no  control  over  him,  and  they 
therefore  could  not  undertake  the  print- 
ing and  drculating  of  the  evidence.  As 
I  hare  already  indicated  on  more  than 
one  occasion,  in  reply  to  former  Ques- 
tions, the  Oovemment  have  no  power  to 
dismiss  this  Clerk  of  the  Peace.  That 
rests  with  Quarter  Seesions. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY— RULES 
OF  LOCATION  OF  CONSTABLES. 
Mr.  ALEXANDER  BLAINE 
(Armagh,  S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Ix>rdLieutennntof  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther Sergeant  Finlay,  county  inspector's 
clerk 'at  Cavnn,  has  relations  in  Balahan, 
Bailieborough,  and  Lisbal),  in  county 
Cavan ;  and,  if  such  be  the  fact,  whe- 
ther  it  be  in  accordanoe  with  the  con- 
stabulary rules  that  Sergeant  Finlay  be 
stationed  in  the  same  county? 

The  CHIEF  SEORETAKT  fMr. 
John  Morley)  (New<!astle-on-Tyne},  in 
reply,  said,  Sergeant  Finlay,  who  was 
stationed  at  Cavan,  had  an  aunt  resid- 
ing at  Balahan,  20  miles  off,  and  cousins 
at  the  other  two  places  named,  25  miles 
distant.  There  was  a  rule  of  the  Service 
that  men  should  not  be  located  in  their 
native  counties  or  in  counties  with  which 
they  were  connected.  This  rule  was  re- 
laxed in  some  oases  where,  as  in  Uie 
present,  no  inconvenience  was  likely  to 
arise. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS- 
SECRECY  OF  THE  BALLOT. 
Mb.  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  asked  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council,  Whether  it  has 
come  to  his  knowledge  that  on  Friday, 
March  5th,  Mr.  Bidout,  Assistant  School 
Inspector,  when  visiting  the  National 
School  at  Tattingstone,  near  Ipswich, 
Suffolk,  asked  the  children  "  for  whom 
their  fathers  voted  at  the  late  election;  " 
asking  those  whose  fathers  voted  for 
Bendelsham  to  hold  up  their  h$ndS| 
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aad  then  those  whoee  fathers  voted  for 
Everett  to  do  the  same ;  and,  what  steps 
he  ha^  taken  or  proposes  to  take  in  re- 
ference thereto  ? 

The  vice  PEESIDENT  (Sir  Lyok 
Flatfaib)  (Leeds,  S.) :  I  have  no  know- 
ledge of  this  charge  against  an  Assistant 
Inspector  except  through  the  Question 
of  ue  hon.  Member  for  Suffolk.  As  I 
may  have  to  exercise  a  judicial  Amotion 
in  regard  to  it,  I  would  ask  the  hon. 
Member  to  furnish  me  with  the  names 
and  addresses  of  witaesses  who  were 
present  when  the  alleged  serious  indis- 
cretion occurred.  When  he  does  so  I 
will  at  once  make  an  official  inquiry. 
But  I  cannot  institute  an  inquiry  upon 
a  mere  general  statement. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  (SCOTLAND) 
—SCHOOL  GRANTS  IN  THE 
HIGHLANDS. 

Dfi.  OLABK  (Caithness)  asked  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  Why  Oaithness 
and  Sunderland  are  exempted  from  the 
proviuons  giving  increased  grants  to  the 
Highland  connties  for  increased  regu- 
larity in  attendance,  and  why  graduates 
shoiild  receive  TO*.,  whUe  teadiers  who 
are  not  graduates  only  receive  4«.  for  the 
same  work,  tested  by  the  same^standard  ? 

The  SEOEETARY  foe  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Teevelyaw)  (Hawick,  &o.):  The 
counties  of  Caithness  and  Sunderland  are 
not  excluded  from  the  increased  grants 
for  average  attendance ;  but  the  De- 
partment has  not  thought  that  it  would 
be  proper,  without  special  sanction,  to  ex- 
tend to  these  counties  the  exemption 
from  the  1  It.  6d.  limit,  which  exemption 
under  the  Code  applies  only  to  those 
counties  for  which  the  Ijegislatnre  has 
made  special  and  express  provision.  The 
additional  grants  received  for  specific 
subjeots,  which  are  received  by  ma- 
nagers and  not  by  teachers  in  cases 
where  graduates  are  employed,  is  based 
upon  the  fact  of  the  addition^  expense 
of  employing  graduates,  who  are  spe- 
cially qualified  and  require  a  specially 
large  salary.  It  is  very  important  to 
encourage  the  connection  between  the 
University  and  the  elementary  sofaook. 

POST  OFFICE— MAILS  TO  THE  UNITED 

STATES. 

Me.  SAMCTEL  MONTAGU  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Whitechapel)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  tiie  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  all  letters  for  the  United  States 
posted  in  Brussels,  Fans,  and  other 


large  cities  on  the  Continent,  and  arriv* 
ing  in  London  in  closed  mails  on  Thurs- 
day morning,  are  forwarded  by  the 
British  Post  Office  to  New  Tork  by  a 
fast  line  of  steamers  from  Soutiiampton 
on  that  day,  to  the  prejudice  of  English 
traders,  the  correspondence  posted  in 
this  Country  being  kept  back  for  a  later 
steamdr;  and,  whether  the  Postmaster 
General  will  take  steps  to  remedy  this 
grievance  ? 

The  SECRETABY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Heney  H.  Fowlee)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E  ) :  Closed  mails  from  the 
Continent  are  received  in  Loudon  every 
Thursday  morning  forconveyanoe  to  New 
York  by  the  North  German  Lloyd 
steamers  from  Southampton,  while  the 
British  mails  containing  correspondence 
posted  as  late  as  Thursday  evening 
are  forwarded  that  evening  by  British 
steamers  vid  Queenstown.  So  long  as 
the  present  agreement  between  the 
Postmaster  General  and  the  British 
steamship  lines  remains  in  force  the 
Postmaster  G^eral  is  precluded  by  that 
agreement  from  sending  by  non-contraot 
lines  any  other  letters  than  such  as  bear 
a  special  superscription ;  any  letters  so 
endorsed  are  sent  by  the  German 
steamers. 

IRELAND— DISTRESS  IN  THE  TOWN 
OP  WICKLOW. 
Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wieklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  What  Report  was 
made  by  the  Local  Government  Board 
inspector  recently  sent  to  inquire  into 
the  distress  existing  in  the  town  of  Wick- 
low  ;  is  he  aware  that  the  inspector  did 
not  call  on  any  of  the  Roman  OathoUc 
clergy,  who  are  best  acquainted  with  the 
ciroumstancee,  or  on  the  Ohurman  of  the 
Town  Commissioners;  why  did  he  not  do 
so;  and,  how  else  did  he  obtain  his  in- 
formation ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Johk 
Moelet)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne),  in  reply, 
said,  the  Inspector  who  inquired  into 
the  distress  in  the  town  of  Wicklow  had 
interviews  with  the  relieving  officers, 
the  medical  officer  of  the  workhouse, 
and  the  hon.  secretary  of  the  relief 
committee,  and  he  also  visited  the  re- 
lief works.  He  also  called  on  the 
Chairman  of  the  Town  Commissioners, 
but  was  not  fortunate  enough  to  find  htm 
at  home.  The  Board  ocmsiaered  that  the 
inquiries  h.e  made  were  suffifnent  to 
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LAW  AND  JUSTICE-ESTABLISHMENT 
OF  A  COURT  OF  CRIMINAL  APPEAL, 

Mb.  SHISLEY  (Yoikshire,  W-B., 
Donoaater)  asked  Mr.  AttorDe;  (General, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Qo- 
Temment  to  inb'oduce  a  Bill  for  the 
establishmeot  of  a  Court  of  Criminal 
Appeal ;  and,  if  not,  whether  they  would 
be  disposed  to  provide  facilitiee  to  a  pri- 
Tate  Member  to  introduce  such  a  mea- 
sure; and,  what  are  the  intentions  of 
the  Goremment  with  regard  to  tbe 
codification  of  the  Criminal  Law  7 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Chables  Bussell)  (Hackney,  S.),  in 
reply*  said,  that  the  state  of  Business 
would  not  permit  the  GoTerument  to 
deal  with  the  matters  mentioned  in  the 
Question.  As  to  whether  facilities  would 
be  given  to  a  private  Member,  if  the 
hon.  Member  meant  Uiat  die  Qovem- 
ment  were  to  give  up  tiieir  own  time, 
they  were  not  prepared  to  do  so. 

ARMT— PEN8ION8— CASE  OF  ISAAC 
HEMPTON. 

Ma.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
If  Isaac  Hempton,  nowliviug  at  Mount- 

i'oy  East,  Omagh,  county  Tyrone,  served 
or  21  years  in  tJie  Army,  16  years  and 
354  days  being  Foreign  service,  and 
was  retired  in  1875  on  a  pension  of  1  Id. 
per  diem,  having  medals  for  Crimean 
and  Indian  service ;  if  he  is  aware  that, 
owing  to  a  wound  received  by  Hempton 
at  the  relief  of  Lucknow,  he  is  now  ab- 
solutely unable  to  engage  in  any  occu- 
pation for  the  support  of  hie  wife  and 
family ;  and,  if,  considering  his  long 
service  and  good  records,  the  Commis- 
sioners will  be  prepared  to  consider  his 
claims  for  an  increase  of  pension  f 

The  SECEETAEY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Oahphbll-Bahiteruan)  (Stirling,  &c.), 
in  reply,  said,  the  case  was  not  one 
which  would  come  within  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Commlnuoners. 

THE  RAILWAY  CLEAKING  HOUSE 
(IRELAND). 

Ma.  GIUHOOLY  (Cork,  W.)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If 
he  is  aware  that  the  Associated  Com- 
panies of  the  Irish  Eulway  Clearing 
House  have  adopted  a  form  of  accounts 
called  the  summary  system ;  whether, 
under  this  system,  the  clerks  of  the 
dearing  house  are  compelled  to  work , 


from  nine  a.m.  until  ten  p.m. ;  and,  if 
he  will  take  action  to  prohibit  the  en- 
forcement of  such  loDg  hours  of  clerical 

duty? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Mtiwdella) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside) :  As  the  Board  of 
Trade  has  no  control  whatever  over  the 
Eailway  Clearing  Houses,  I  do  not  feel 
that  I  can  nsef nlly  interfere. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELANDj-rUBLIN 
POSTAL  ARRANGEMENTS. 

Me.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  he 
will  make  the  Post  OflRce,  College  Green, 
Dublin,  available  for  the  receipt  of 
parcels,  and  so  remove  an  existing  in- 
convenience from  one  of  the  business 
centres  of  the  Irish  Metropolis  ? 

The  SECEETARY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  Heney  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  Parcel  Post  business 
is  not  transacted  at  the  College  Green 
Post  Office  for  want  of  space ;  but  there 
aro  receiving  offices  in  Grafton  Street 
and  Dame  Street,  the  first  about  370 
yards,  the  second  about  330  yards,  dis- 
tant from  College  Green — at  which 
parcels  may  be  posted,  and  which  were 
established  mainly  for  that  purpose. 
The  Dame  Street  Beceiving  Office  is  at 
the  pi-esent  moment  vacant  through  the 
resignation  of  the  receiver,  but  no  time 
will  be  lost  in  filling  up  the  vacancy. 

IRELAND-INVESTMENTS  OF  ENGLISH 

CAPITAL. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  COWEN  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  If  Her  Majesty's  Government 
knows,  or  has  the  means  of  ascertaining, 
the  amount  of  money  lent  to  Irish  land- 
lords by  English  Mortgage  and  In- 
surance Companies  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  to  tbb  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowieh)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  The  Treasury  does 
not  know,  and  has  no  means  of  ascer- 
taining, the  amount  of  money  due  from 
Irish  landowners  to  English  mortgage 
and  insurance  companies  in  respect  of 
loans  advanced  by  those  companies. 

EGYPT— THE  ST8TEM  OF  PENSIONS. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMFBBLL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 

State  for  Foreign  AfTairs,  If  it  is  true,  as 
stated  in  tbe  public  prints,  that  the  subor- 
dinate native  servants  of  the  Egyptian 


Government,  and  the 
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ofBcera  and  soldiera,  have  been  deprived 
of  the  peneions  to  which  the  rules  of  the 
Serrice  entitled  them,  while  the  claims  of 
the  more  highly  paid  Europeans  are 
maintained  intact;  and,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Goreroment  will  insist  that,  so 
long  as  the  British  Oovemment  occu- 
pies and  defends  Egypt,  the  natives  shall 
not  be  treated  less  fairly  than  the  Eu- 
ropeans? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Bryce)  (Aberdeen,  8.) : 
The  whole  system  of  Egyptian  Pensions 
has  been  for  some  time  under  examina- 
tion by  a  Committee  at  Cairo,  and  a  new 
Pension  Law  is  iu  course  of  preparation. 
The  statements  referred  to  by  tho  hon. 
Member  are  not  confirmed  by  any  infor- 
mation in  the  possession  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  who  have  no  reason 
to  believe  that  any  valid  claims  have 
been  disregarded,  or  that  Natives  have 
been  treated  less  fairly  than  Europeans. 
It  has  been,  and  continues  to  boi  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
take  all  possible  steps  within  the  sphere 
of  their  action  for  securing  the  fair 
treatment  of  Natives. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
whetberthe  hon.  Gentleman  would  cause 
inquiryto  be  made  as  to  the  truth  of  the 
statements? 

Mh.  BRTCE  :  If  my  hon.  Friend 
will  indicate  any  particular  point,  in- 
quiry will  no  doubt  be  made. 

EGYPT— COST  OF  THE  ARMY  OF 

OCCUPATION. 
Sia  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affiurs,  Wlqrthe  con- 
tribution of  the  Egytian  Government 
towards  the  expenses  of  the  British  Army 
of  Occupation  (which  was  originally  to 
have  been  a  much  larger  sum  to  cover  all 
extra  ezpeoses)  has  now  been  reduced  to 
£170,000,  notwithstanding  that  the  ex- 
penses have  been  very  greatly  increased, 
and  are  estimated  by  the  War  Office,  for 
the  ensuingyear,  at  double  the  cost  taken 
in  the  ordinary  Estimates  for  1 885-6,  and 
that  one  item  alone,  "Additional  Expen- 
diture for  Supplies,  Transport,  &c.  con- 
sequent on  the  Occupation  of  Eg^pt,"  is 
estimated  by  the  same  authority,  for 
1886.7,  at  £416,000  in  excess  of  the 
amount  estimated  for  1 885<6,  while  at  the 
same  time  a  new  charge  for  E^rptian 
Troops  at  Snakin  is  entered  on  theBntish 
Estimates,  thereby  praotically  reducing 
the  Egyptian  contribution  to  about 


£100,000;  whether  be  expects  that  the 
sums  due  will  really  be  paid,  and  the  Go- 
vernment has  considered  any  proposals 
for  remitting  them ;  and,  whether  these 
arrangement  are  in  pursuance  of  an  at- 
tempt of  the  Financial  Adviser  of  the 
Government  of  l^pt  to  establish  an  ap- 
parent financial  equilibrium,  and  avoid 
the  further  inquiry  into  the  finances  of 
Egypt,  by  throwing  on  the  British  tax- 
payer the  cost  of  the  defence  of  Egypt  ? 

The  under  SECRETAJiY  op 
STATE)  (Mr.  Bryob)  (Aberdeen,  S.):  At 
the  time  of  the  conclusion  of  the  Finan- 
cial Convention  of  March  18, 1885,  it  was 
agreed  that  the  sum  to  be  paid  by  Egypt 
for  charges  on  account  of  the  British 
Army  of  Occupation  should  not  exceed 
£200,000  a-year  from  the  Ist  of  April 
following.  Of  this  sum,  £170,000  ia 
credited  to  Army  Funds,  and  £30,000 
goes  to  the  Navy,  and  appears  as  an 
Appropriati(m  in  Aid  under  Vote  XYIII. 
of  that  Service  for  Army  Transport.  It 
has  recently  been  agreed  that  the  Native 
Force  which  is  to  be  sent  to  Suakin  to 
replace  the  British  garrison  there,  shall 
be  paid  by  the  Egyptian  Government, 
but  that  the  cost>— estimated  at  £41,000 
—shall  be  deducted  from  the  payment 
towards  the  charges  of  the  Army  of 
Occupation.  The  Foreign  Office  are  net 
aware  of  any  other  deduction.  Tho 
sums  due  by  the  Egyptian  Government 
on  account  of  the  charges  for  the  Army 
of  Occupation  up  to  the  end  of  last  year 
have  been  duly  paid,  and  there  is  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  they  will  not 
continue  to  be  paid.  These  arrange* 
ments  are,  therefore,  in  pursuance  of 
engi^j^ements  already  sanctioned  by  Par- 
liament. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  if 
the  engagements  in  question  were  inter- 
national engagements  ? 

Mb.  BRTCE :  They  are  between  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  Egypt. 

ABMY  (INDIA)-TIIE  INDIAN  MILI- 
TARY  ESTABLISHMENTS. 

Mr.  JAMES  MACLEAN  (Oldham) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  the  augmentation  of 
the  British  troops  in  India  by  the  addi- 
tion of  ten  thousand  men,  and  the  aug- 
mentation of  the  Native  Army  in  India 
by  the  addition  of  seventeen  thousand 
men,  which  was  agreed  upon  by  the  Go- 
vernor of  India  and  the  late  Govern- 
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will  be  the  full  etrength  of  the  British 
troops  in  India  after  the  trooping  season 
1886-7,  and  the  full  strength  of  the 
Natire  Army  in  India  at  the  same  time ; 
-what  progress  has  been  made  towards 
raising  the  four  additional  Sikh  and  the 
five  additional  Ghoorka regiments;  and, 
when  these  regiments  will  be  added  to 
the  effective  Military  strength  of  India  ? 

The  tinder  8ECRETABT  of 
STATE  (Sir  Ughtrbd  Kat-Shuttlb- 
woethJ  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  The 
authorized  addition  to  the  European 
Force  was  10,657  men.  Of  these  aboat 
6,400  were  sent  out  last  trooping  season. 
The  total  permanent  addition  to  the 
Native  Army  is  between  16,000  and 
17,000  men.  Orders  hare  been  issued 
for  the  increase  of  some  4,500  men 
to  the  Cavalry;  and  two  at  least  of 
the  five  additional  Ghoorka  regiments 
have  been  raised,  and  recruits  for  the 
others  are,  it  is  understood,  coming  in 
satisfactorily.  If  the  remainder  of  the 
Europeans  are  sent  out  during  next 
trooping  season  and  the  whole  of  the 
additional  Native  Forces  are  raised,  the 
full  European  Establishment  will  be 
69,764,  and  the  Native  141,000.  No 
Orders  have  yet  been  issued  for  raising 
any  of  the  Native  Forces  except  those 
I  nave  already  specified ;  and  it  rests 
with  the  Qoremmeat  of  India  to  use  its 
discretion,  having  regard  to  financial 
and  other  considerations,  as  to  the  time 
of  issuing  them. 

HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE-IKREGULAR 
ATTENDANCE  OF  OFFICERS. 
Me.  JOHN  BEDMOND  (Wexford, 
N.)  (for  Mr.  H.  Campbell)  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General,  Who  is  responsible 
for  the  punctual  and  regular  atendance 
of  the  (MBB.cers  of  the  Boyal  Courts  of 
Justice ;  is  it  the  fact  that  there  is  great 
irregularity  in  the  attendance,  some 
officials  arriving  about  11.30,  and 
leaving  before  3,  and,  in  consequence, 
much  loss  of  time  to  the  publio  and 
suitors  generally ;  and,  is  there  any 
time  <v  attendance  book  for  signature 
by  the  varioua  officers  and  clerks,  and 
woo  has  the  saperrision  of  it  ? 

Mb.  ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Lyne) 
inquired  whether  it  was  not  within  the 
knowledge  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  the  officials  in  question 
gave  great  satisfaction  both  to  the  Bar 
and  to  the  public  attending  the  Courts, 
by  their  dvility  and  punctual  attendance 
to  their  datiefl  ? 
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Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
wished  to  know  whether  some  of  tbe- 
Taxing  Masters  in  Chancery  were  not 
Directors  of  Public  Companies,  and  as 
such  went  away  to  attend  to  meetings  of 
the  Directors  during  official  hours? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
CsTAHLEs  RnssELL)  (Hackney,  8.),  in 
reply,  said,  he  could  not  properly  be 
asked  to  join  in  the  general  commenda- 
tion which  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Ash  ton- under- Lyoe  (Mr. 
Addison)  had  expressed ;  'and  with  re- 
gard to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  NorUiampton  (Mr.  Labonobere)  be 
had  no  information.  He  was  not'yet  in 
possession  of  the  facts  in  regard  to  the 
Question  on  the  Paper,  which  perhaps 
the  hon.  Member  would  renew  on  a 
future  occasion. 

DEFENCES  OF  THE  EMPlRE-THE  CO- 
LONIAL  AND  IMPERIAL  NAVAL 
FORCES. 

Mr.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  the  Gb- 
vemments  of  any  of  our  greater  Colo- 
nies have  expressed  willingness  to  con- 
sider some  scheme  for  the  amalgamation 
of  the  Colonial  and  Imperial  Naval 
Forces ;  whetber  negotiations  have  been 
opened  with  any  of  those  colonies  for 
the  purpose  of  considering  any  definite 
scheme  :  and,  whether  he  can  lay  upon 
the  Table  any  Papers  explaining  what 
has  been  done  in  this  matter  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  (Den- 
bighshire, E.) :  I  am  afraid  it  would  be 
difficult  to  givea  complete  replytotbehon. 
Member  within  the  limits  of  an  answer 
to  a  Qneation.  But  I  may  state  gene- 
rally that  anch  of  the  Australian  Colo- 
nies as  possess  Navies  of  their  own  have, 
with  the  loyalty  and  patriotism  which 
all  the  Colonies  have  always  exhibited 
when  Imperial  interests  were  at  stake, 
expressed  their  willingness  to  co-operate 
with  tiie  Home  Government  in  any  mea- 
sures whioh  might  be  found  necessary 
for  the  defence  of  that  part  of  the  Em- 
pire. In  order  to  give  practical  efi^ect 
to  that  desire,  Lord  Derby,  when  Colo- 
nial Secretary,  formulated  a  scheme  for 
the  naval  defence  of  the  Australasian 
Colonies,  which  was  adopted  with  some 
slight  modifications  by  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  late  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  (Colonel  Stanley). 
That  Boheme  vill  be  submittcid  and  ex- 
Digitized  byCjOOglC 
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plained  Admiral  Tryon,  the  Admiral 
la  commaad  of  the  Australian  Station, 
to  a  meetings  about  to  be  held  at  Mel- 
bourne, at  which  most  of  the  Australa- 
sian Colonies  will  be  represented,  and 
the  Colonial  QovernmentB  which  will 
not  then  be  represented  are  considerinf^ 
the  subject  separately.  From  what  I 
have  stated,  my  hon.  Friend  will,  I 
thiuk,  see  that  the  time  has  not  yet  ar- 
rived when  any  Papers  explaining  what 
has  been  done  in  the  matter  could  be 
usefully  laid  before  Farliament. 

CORRUPT  PRAOTICES  ACT— POLITICAL 
ASSOCIATIONS. 

Mb.  PULESTON  (Devonport)  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  party  political  associations 
were,  as  a  matter  of  form,  dissolved  for 
the  period  of  the  last  General  Election ; 
and,  whether  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act 
makes  these  associations  illef;al;  and, 
if  80,  whether  this  temporary  dissolu- 
tion of  the  associations  carries  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Charles  Eossell)  (Hackoey,  S.)  :  I 
have  no  information  as  to  the  first 
part  of  this  Question,  other  than  that 
ia  the  hands  of  every  Member;  but,  so 
far  as  I  understand,  the  main  purpose 
sought  to  be  accomplished  by  a  disso- 
lution of  these  associations  is  to  narrow 
the  area  of  agency,  and  has  nothing  to 
do  with  the  legality  or  otherwise  of  the 
association  itself.  I  will  not  express  any 
opinion  as  to  the  legality  of  any  par- 
ticular association ;  but,  general] j  speak- 
ing, X  may  say  that  I  am  not  aware  of 
an^  provision  of  theCorruptPractiees  Act 
whi^  makes  illegal  any  political  associa- 
tion properly  oonstitutea  and  conducted. 

THE  CHARITY  COMSIISSIONBRS-THE 
EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council,  How  many 
schemes  the  Charity  Commissioners  and 
the  Education  Department  have  at  the 
present  time  in  preparation  or  under 
oonsideration ;  and,  whether  he  will 
order  that  in  future  a  list  of  all  sohmes 
and  charitable  or  educational  trusts,  for 
the  time  being  under  consideration  of 
the  Charity  Commission,  be  exhibited 
daily  for  public  inspection  free  of  oharge 
in  the  office  of  the  said  Commission  ? 

Thb  vice  president  (Sir  Lyon 
FLATFAift)  (Leeds,  S.) :  X  lun  unable  to 

Mr.  O^me  Morgan 


answer  precisely  the  first  Question  of  the 
hon.  Memba*,  for  the  words  "schemes 
in  preparation  or  under  consideration  " 
represent  no  formal  stages  of  the  pro- 
cedure of  the  Charity  Commisa(mers. 
But  I  may  refer  him  to  pages  ifS  to  27 
of  their  Report  for  1885,  just  issued,  in 
which  he  will  find  the  state  of  progress 
of  all  schemes  published  by  the  Com* 
misioners.  I  am  not  prepared  to  re- 
commend that  a  daily  list  of  schemes 
under  consideration  should  be  made  for 
public  inspection,  as  this  would  be 
a  restriction  on  administration  which 
should  not  be  imposed  on  any  Public 
Department.  All  information  as  to  the 
progress  of  any  particular  scheme  or 
case  can  now  be  obtained  by  application 
to  the  Office  of  the  Charity  Commission. 

EGYPT— OCCUPATION  BY  ITALY  OF 
MA8S0WAH. 
Ms.  JOSEPH  COWEN  Hi^ewcastle. 
on-Tyne)  asked  the  Under  Secnretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether, 
when  the  Italians  took  possession  of 
Massowah,  any  arrangement  was  made 
with  them  for  the  permanent  occupation 
of  that  place;  and,  if  so,  can  he  state 
the  terms  of  the  agreement ;  and,  whe- 
ther, in  the  event  of  the  British  Army 
leaving  Suakin,  any  arrangement  has 
been  made  with  the  Italian  Government 
for  the  permanent  retention  of  Mas- 
sowab,  or  for  keeping  the  peace  of  the 
Soudan  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Bbtoe)  (Aberdeen.  8.) : 
No  arrangement  has  been  made  with 
the  Italian  Government  fhr  the  per- 
manent occupation  of  Massowah.  Lord 
Granville  intbrmed  the  Italian  Ambas- 
sador, on  the  23rd  of  December,  1884, 
that  if  the  Italian  Government  wished 
to  occupy  any  of  the  ports  in  the  Red 
Sea  relinquished  by  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment, it  was  a  matter  for  arrange- 
ment between  the  Italian  Government 
and  the  Porte.  (Blue  Book,  Egypt, 
No.  14,  1885,  page  70.)  No  arrange- 
ment has  been  made  with  the  Italian 
Government  for  the  retention  of  Mas- 
Bowah,  or  for  keeping  the  peace  of  the 
Soudan  in  the  event  of  the  Britixli  Army 
leaving  Suakin. 

Ma.  JOSEPH  COWEN:  Are  the 
Italian  Government  paying  the  expenses 
of  the  occupation  themselvesi  or  the 
Egyptian  Government,  or  is  any  other 
GDVwnment  oontributizkg  to  Uie  expenses 
of  the  oooDpation  ? 
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1£k.  BBYOE  :  So  far  as  I  can  answer 
that  Qaestion  without  Notice,  I  believe 
the  Italian  Oovemment  are  pajing  it 
all  themselTeB. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)-THE 
ANTRIM  GRAND  JURY. 

Mr.  sexton  (Sligo,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Mayor  of  Bel- 
fast, Sir  Edward  Harland,  was  sum- 
moned to  serve  on  the  county  Antrim 
Grand  Jury  at  the  current  Spring  As- 
sizes; whether  a  number  of  local  gen- 
tlemen regularly  summoned  for  many 
years  past  were  not  summoned  on  this 
last  oocasion;  whether  amongst  those 
who  were  summoned  by  the  high  sheriff, 
Mr.  Samuel  Allen,  and  who  served  at 
the  Spring  Assizes,  was  Mr.  John  Leslie 
Beers,  formerly  governor  of  the  county 
Antrim  prison,  and  now  governor  of  the 
Kilmainaam  prison,  Dublin  ;  and,  whe< 
ther  a  governor  is  permitted  to  absent 
himself  for  several  days  from  his  post 
for  the  purpose  of  acting  as  a  grand 
juror,  and,  in  that  capacity,  aiding  the 
adoption  of  a  political  resolution,  which 
formed  part  of  the  transactions  of  the 
Antrim  Qrand  Jury  ? 

Majob  SAUNDER80N  (Armagh,  N.) 
Before  answering  the  Question,  will  the 
rk^ht  hon.  Gentleman  kindly  inform  the 
House  whether  it  is  not  the  case  that 
Mr.  Beers  was  on  leave  at  the  time,  and 
also  inform  the  House  whether  there  is 
any  Statute  which  prohibits  gentlemen 
holding  the  position  which  is  filled  by 
Mr.  Beers — and  being  at  the  same  time 
the  landowner  of  a  county — serving  on 
a  Grand  Jury  *,  and  also  whether,  in  the 
opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
the  High  Sheriff  of  Antrim  was  not 
quite  as  justified  in  summoning  Mr. 
Boers,  a  landowner,  as  the  National 
Party  were  justified  in  choosing  a 
leader  from  the  same  class?  \Cri9$  of 
"Order!"] 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  latter  part  of 
the  Question  is  irregular. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Uoblet)  (Newcastle  on-Tyne)  said,  he 
was  informed  that  the  fact  was  as  stated 
in  the  first  paragraph  of  the  Question. 
He  was  not  aware,  however,  whether, 
as  stated  in  the  second  paragraph,  any 
gentlemen  who  were  usually  summoned 
were  not  so  summoned  at  the  last  As- 
sizes. The  duty  of  summoning  Grand 
Jurors  rested  with  the  High  Sheriff 
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under  the  provisions  of  the  Grand  Jury 
Act.  He  was  informed  that  Mr.  Beers 
was  not  given  leave  of  absence  for  the 

{mrpose  of  attending',  but  he  was  on 
eave,  and,  being  summoned,  he  at- 
tended. 

IRELAND  — HOME  KTTLE  —  ALLEGED 
INTIAODATION  OF  LANDLORDS. 

Mr.  sexton  (Sligo,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Irish  Consta- 
bulary have  information  that  a  landlord 
named  Waller,  residing  near  Navan, 
countyMeath,  has  sent  round  bis  steward 
to  his  tenants  and  labourers  to  call  for 
their  statures  to  a  petition  agfainst 
Home  Bule,  and  to  extort  compliance 
by  the  intimation  that,  if  they  rafused, 

the  master  wouldn't  be  their  friend ; " 
whether  another  landlord  named  TisdaJI, 
in  the  same  district,  has  aoted  in  a  similar 
manner ;  whether  attempts  are  being 
made,  in  various  parts  of  Ireland,  to 
compel  tenants  and  labourers  to  sign 
petitions  against  Home  Rule,  by  threats 
of  eviction  and  disemployment;  and, 
whether  the  Constabulary  will  be  in- 
structed to  inquire  into  and  report  upon 
such  proceedings  ? 

The  chief  SECEETARY(Mi'.  Johk 
Moalet)  (Newcasde-on-Tyne):  I  find  on 
inquiry  that  the  Constabulary  have  no 
information  to  bear  out  in  any  way  the 
allegation  mentioned  in  the  hon.  Gentle- 
maiJa  Notice. 

EDUCATION   DEPARTMENT  -  CHISLE- 
nUEST  SCHOOL. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  0'CONNOR(Donegal, 
E.)  asked  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council,  Whether  his  attention, 
or  that  of  his  predecessor,  has  been 
called  to  the  Correspondence  relating  to 
the  Catholic  school  at  Ghislehurst ;  whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact  that  Her  Majesty's  in- 
spector lias  reported  that  during  the  last 
school-year  tiiere  was  an  average  a^ 
tendance  of  more  than  thirty,  and  that 
all  the  other  conditions  for  gaining  the 
grant  had  been  fulfilled ;  whether  it  is 
true  that  the  Department  has  refused 
the  grant  for  that  year,  although  the 
school  has  been  uoder  inspection,  and 
the  managers  have  been  claiming  the 
grant  for  the  past  nine  years ;  upon  what 
section  of  what  Act  of  Parliament  such 
refusal  of  the  grant  is  founded ;  whether 
the  Code  (Section  19)  explains  "the 
annual  grant  list  "as  "  the  liat  of  eohoola 

Digitized  by  Google 


1487 


Boyatlruh 


[COMMONS} 


Conttaihulary . 


1488 


olaiming  annual  plants ; "  whether  the 
managers  of  Chislehant  school  have 
been  claiming  the  grant  for  Bereral 
▼ears ;  whether  this  raiisal  of  the  grant 
for  the  first  year  in  which  it  baa  been 
earned  is  ever  extended  to  Board  schools, 
or  to  schools  within  a  School  Board 
district;  and,  whether  he  will  ezamino 
into  the  circumstancea  of  this  case,  and 
consider  whether  the  grant  should  be 
conceded ;  and,  in  case  of  an  adverse 
defiision,  lay  the  Correspondence  upon 
the  Table  ? 

The  vice  PBESIDENT  (Sir  Lyon 
Flayfair)  (Leeds,  S.) :  On  the  Ist 
November,  1885,  the  Chislehurst  Boman 
Catholic  School  established  that  it  had 
had  for  12  months  an  average  attend- 
ance of  more  than  30,  and,  according  to 
Artiole  91  of  the  Code,  it  was  at  once 
pat  on  the  annaal  grant  list.  For 
several  ^ears  before  it  had  olumed  a 
grant  wiUiout  fulfilling  this  condition  of 
the  Code ;  refusal  was  then  based  on  the 
97th  section  of  the  Act  of  1870,  which 
makes  compliance  with  the  Code  essen- 
tial. The  19th  Article  of  the  Code  is 
ambiguous  in  language,  but  it  has 
always  been  held  to  mean  that  "  schools 
olaimfng  grants,"  are  schools  establish- 
ing their  claims  to  grants.  There  has 
been  no  refusal  to  give  the  grant  when 
the  condition  of  12  months  precedent 
average  attendance  was  established. 
Article  91  does  not  apply  (o  School 
Board  districts,  and  the  case  could  not 
arise  with  Board  Schools,  as  they  could 
make  no  claim  under  it.  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  lay  the  Correspondence  on  the 
Table,  as  it  is  voluminous  and  refers  to 
more  details  of  administration. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (laBLAND)-CON- 
TEMPT  OF  COURT. 

Captaut  M'CALMONT  (Antrim,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention had  been  drawn  to  a  recent  case 
in  the  country  Longford,  wherein  three 
orders  for  attachment  had  been  issued 
against  three  persons  for  contempt  of 
court;  whether  the  contempt  of  court 
consisted  in  forcibly  retaking  possession 
of  a  farm  from  which  they  nad  been 
evicted;  whether  the  sheriff  had  tmly 
been  sncoessful  in  arresting  one  of  the 
partie8>  John  Clarke,  now  in  Sligo  Qaol ; 
whether,  in  alluding  to  the  oUier  two 
oases,  Judge  Boyd  hu  said,  as  follows : — 

Mt\  Arthur  O'Connor 


"That  it  was  a  strange  state  of  affaire  to 
whicli  the. Country  was  reduced,  when  there  was 
a  warraDt  issued  by  one  of  Her  Majeatys'  Courts, 
and  the  authoritiea  refused  to  give  the  polios 
authority  to  execute  tiie  warrant.  The  ides  of 
a  sheriff  making  a  return  that,  in  oonseqnence 
of  the  refusal  of  the  aathoritiee  to  giro  police 
protection  before  8  a.ni.,  the  ino  persons  could 
not  be  arrested ; " 

and,  whether  the  Irish  Executive  con- 
templated taking  any  steps  to  carry  out 
the  Law  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAET(Mr.  Joiw 
Moelby)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne)  said,  he 
was  not  in  a  positiou  to  reply  now,  and 
asked  that  the  Question  should  be  re- 
peated. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY-CASE 
OF  DISTRICT  INSPECTOR  TILLY. 

Mb.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  District  Inwpeotor  R.  H. 
Tilly,  of  the  Koyal  Irish  Constabulary 
stationed  now  at  Cavan,  was,  twenty- 
five  years  ago,  admitted  to  the  Consta- 
bulary Force  as  a  cadet,  havingduly  peissed 
the  medical  and  competitive  examina- 
tions ;  whether  a  month  or  two  after  bis 
examination,  a  question  arose  as  to 
defect,  due  to  hesitation  in  Mr.  Tilly's 
manner  of  speech,  and  he  was  medically 
examined  a  second  time  and  declared  to 
be  fit  for  service;  whether  in  November 
last,  it  having  come  to  the  turn  of  Mr. 
Tilly  to  be  promoted  to  the  rank  of 
County  Inspector,  he  was  summoned  be- 
fore a  Council  of  three  Officers  at  the 
Castle  without  being  informed  of  the 
purpose  of  the  summoning,  and  was  in- 
formed two  days  after,  by  the  Inspector 
Oeneral,  that  his  character,  private  and 
official,  was  without  reproach,  but  that, 
so  far  as  concerned  promotion,  he  was 
to  be  passed  over;  whether  the  defect 
of  speech  referred  to  is  of  greater  mo- 
ment in  regard  to  the  office  of  District 
Inspector  than  to  that  of  County  In- 
spector; and,  whether,  in  view  of  the 
length  of  Inspector  Tilly's  service,  and 
of  the  fact  that  he  has  a  large  family 
dependent  upon  him,  the  Qovemment 
will  allow  him  the  promotion  to  which, 
in  the  regular  course  of  seniority,  he 
has  become  entitled  7 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  John 
Moblby)  (Newcastle-on-Tr2t£),  in  reply, 
said,  this  case  came  by  way  of  appeal 
before  the  Earl  of  Carnanron  and  the 
late  Chief  Secretary.  The  facts  were 
laid  very  fully  before  them  both  in  the 
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reports  of  the  examiaers  and  of  beads 
of  the  office,  and  also  in  memorials  and 
testimonials  submitted  by  Mr.  Tilly.  The 
oondusion  arrired  at  was  that  no  suf- 
ficient reason  had  been  shown  for  iuter- 
fering  with  the  decision  arrived  at  after 
full  and  careful  consideration  of  all  the 
oirounutaaces. 

GOVERNMENT  OF  INUIA-THE  JOINT 
COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  MAONIAC  (Bedford,  N.,  Big- 

§le8wa(1e)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
tate  for  India,  Whether  he  has  received 
any  remonstrance  froni  commercial 
quartera  with  reference  to  the  absence 
of  a  sufficient  representation  of  com- 
mercial interests  upon  the  Indian  Com- 
mittee ;  and,  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that  the  most  important  tie  be* 
tween  this  Country  and  Bidia  is  a  com- 
mercial one,  he  will  undertake  to  ex- 
amine the  matter,  with  a  view  to  acceding 
to  the  desire  of  the  remonstrants,  and 
so  as  to  give  a  practical  direction  to  the 
inquiry  ? 

The  under  SECEETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttle- 
worth)  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe) :  To  the 
first  paragraph  of  my  hon.  Friend's 
Question  I  have  to  reply  that  the  only 
enggesUon  which  has  reached  me  from 
any  commercial  body  is  that  which  he 
banded  to  me  on  Frid»  from  the  ezeou- 
tive  committee  of  the  London  Chamber 
of  Commerce.  In  answer  to  the  second 
paragraph,  I  am  not  prepared  to  admit, 
havingregardtotiienatnreof  theinquiry, 
\Thich  involves  many  questions  not  con- 
nected with  commerce,  that  the  proposed 
selection  of  members  is  otherwise  than 
a  fair  one.  I  may  remind  the  House 
that  if  our  proposals  are  accepted  there 
will  be  on  the  Joint  Committee  one  Peer 
and  one  eminent  Member  of  this  House 
closely  connected  with  the  commercial 
interests  of  the  City  of  London,  and  at 
least  one  other  Member  identified  with 
the  commercial  interests  of  the  cotton 
districts  of  England. 

AFRIOA  (CENTRAL) -MURDER  OF 
BISHOP  HANNINGTON. 

Me.  PULESTON"  (Devonport)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  he  can  g^ve  any 
authentic  information  relating  to  the 
murder  of  Bishop  Hannington ;  and, 
whether  it  is  proposed  to  take  any  steps 


with  the  Native  chiefs  in  reference  to 
this  outrage  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bbyce)  (Aberdeen,  S.) : 
All  the  information  in  the  possession  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  with  regard 
to  this  sad  occuirence  has  been  for- 
warded to  the  Church  Missionary  Society 
by  whom  it  has  been  published.  Sir 
John  Kirk,  Her  Majesty's  Agent  and 
CoDsuI  General  at  Zanzibar,  endea- 
voured by  means  of  letters  from  himself 
and  from  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar  to 
influence  the  King  of  Uganda  in  the 
Bishop's  favour  \  but  it  is  not  known 
whether  these  letters  reached  the  King 
before  the  event.  The  distance  of  this 
powerful  Kingdom  from  the  coast  makes 
it  difficult  to  take  steps  for  the  exaction 
of  any  reparation. 

EOYPT— THE  GARRISONS  IN  THE 
SOtJDAN. 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  (Strand,  ■West- 
minster) asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  If  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  GtoTemment  to  withdraw  Her 
Majesty's  troops  from  the  ^osta  they 
have  occupied  on  the  Nile  Railway,  and 
from  Wady  Haifa,  to  Assouan  ;  if  it  is 
intended  to  abandon  the  Nile  Railway, 
and  the  frontier  at  Wady  Haifa,  or 
whether  they  are  to  be  held  by  Egyptian 
troops;  and  whether,  if  so,  the  course 
proposed  has  had  the  unreserved  con- 
currence of  the  Khedival  Government, 
and  has  been  recommended  by  the  Eng- 
lish and  Turkish  Commissioners  now  in 
Egjpt;  when  the  decision  arrived  at 
will  take  effect ;  what  forces  at  present 
constitute  the  Army  of  Occupation  in 
Egrpt ;  and,  \rhat  will  be  the  strength 
and  oompositiou  of  the  troops  which  will 
remain  there  ? 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Camph^l-Bahkebuak)  (Stirling,  &c.): 
In  answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentlemao, 
I  have  to  state  that  it  is  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  gradually 
and  with  due  regard  to  local  circum- 
stances to  withdraw  Her  Majesty's 
troops  to  Assouan.  The  frontier  at 
Wady  Haifa  would  then  be  held  by 
Egyptian  troops.  This  decision  has 
been  arrived  at  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment on  their  own  responsibility ; 
and  they  will  be  ready  to  make  to  Par- 
liament at  the  proper  time  such  com- 
munication of  details  as  may  be  re- 
quired.  With  regard  to  the  matter  of 
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foot  M  to  which  tho  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  inquires,  the  number  of  our  forces 
ia  Egypt,  by  the  latest  Heport,  was 
17,108  officers  and  men. 

Mb.  W.  H.  suite  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  that  por- 
tion of  my  Question  relating  to  the 
railways.  I  should  also  like  to  know 
when  the  decision  arrived  at  will  take 
effdct  ? 

Mb.  OAMPBELL-BANNRRMAN:  I 
have  stated  that  Her  Majesty's  troops 
are  to  be  withdrawn  from  Wady  Haifa 
to  Assouan.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
can  judge  for  hims^f  what  effect  that 
will  have  upon  the  railway.  As  to  the 
other  Question,  we  shall  have  regard  to 
local  circumstances. 

COMMISSION     ON     DEPRESSION  OF 
TEADE-THE  SILVER  OUREENCT. 

Ma.  QOSCHEN  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
asked  Mr.  Ohanoellor  of  Uie  Exchequer, 
"Whether,  in  view  of  the  deep  and  in- 
creasing interest  shown  in  various  parts 
of  the  Country  in  the  silver  question, 
he  will  consider  the  expediency  of  sepa- 
rating this  urgent  subject  from  the  other 
matters  referred  to  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion on  tho  Depression  of  Trade,  and  of 
appointing  a  separate  Commission  to 
inquire  into  the  position  of  silver,  the 
condition  of  the  currency,  and  the 
various  plana  of  utilising  silver  to  a 
greater  extent  for  currency  purposes  ? 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EX- 
CHEQUER  fSir  Wiluau  Haeoouet) 
(Derby):  I  We  communicated  vrith 
the  Chairman  of  the  Royal  Commission 
on  the  Depression  of  Trade,  and  I  learn 
from  htm  that  the  Commission  has 
undertaken  and  already  begun  to  in- 
quire into  this  question.  In  these  cir- 
cumstances, Her  M^'esty's  Government 
do  not  feel  disposed  to  interpose  in  this 
matter. : 

Lord'  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.)  asked  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  whether  bis  attention 
had  boen  drawn  to  a  letter  sent  from 
the  India  Office  to  the  Treasury  in 
January  with  regard  to  the  fall  in  the 
value  of  silver;  and,  whether  he  could 
lay  that  letter  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

Sia  WILLIAM  HAEOOURT :  I 
cannot  say  until  a  decision  has  been 
taken  on  that  matter,  vhidt  has  not  yet 
been  done. 
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PARLUMENTART  ELECTIONS- 
PATENT  BALLOT  MACHINE. 

Mr.  COOTE  (Huntingdon,  S.)  asked 
the  Secretanr  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  "  patent  mod^,"  now 
on  view  in  the  Conference  Room,  for 
recording  the  numbers  of  votes  at  elee- 
tions,  and  momentarily  ascertaining  the 
state  of  the  poll  for  each  candidate; 
and,  whether  he  will  be  prepared  to  re- 
commend its  adoptiongenerally  through- 
out the  Country,  especially  in  countiee, 
so  as  to  afford  facilities  to  the  returning 
officer  to  declare  the  poll  on  the  day  m 
the  election  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childbes)  (Edinburgh,  S.)  :  Yes,  Sir,  I 
have  carefully  examined  the  modd.  iuUie 
(Donf  erenoe  Room,  which  appeus  to  me  a 
very  ingenious  and  not  too  euborate  oon- 
trivance  for  recording  the  votes  given  to 
candidates  at  elections.  Its  object  is  to 
reoord  the  number  of  votes  given  at 
each  polling  place  to  the  respective  can- 
didates, so  that  the  total  poll  may  be 
made  up  in  a  few  minutes  after  the 
returns  from  those  polling  places  have 
been  received.  This,  however,  is  incon- 
sistent with  one  of  the  chief  objects  of 
the  Ballot  Act,  Section  34  of  which  pro- 
vides that  the  whole  of  the  ballot  papers 
from  all  the  polling  places  must  be  mixed 
together  before  they  are  counted.  It 
appears  to  me  that  this  provision  of  the 
Act  is  one  of  great  importance,  and  if  it 
is  to  be  maintained  the  proposed  ma- 
chinery could  not  be  adopted. 

Mb.  COOTE :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman aware  that  in  many  places  the 
ballot  papers  are  not  mixed,  but  counted 
from  the  boxes  from  the  different  polling 
stations  ? 

Mr.  0HILDER8 :  Where  that  is  the 
case,  all  1  can  say  is  that  the  Returning 
Offioers  and  all  concerned  are  violating 
the  law. 

UlUME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)- 
*' BOYCOTTING  "—CASE  OF  JOHN 
FORAN,  GALLEY,  CO.  KERRY. 

Major  SAUNDERSON  (Armagh, 
N.)  asked  the  Chief  Sooretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  is  aware  of 
the  fact,  that  a  man  named  John  Foran, 
of  the  parish  of  Galley,  county  Kerry, 
has  been  boycotted  for  a  long  time  past, 
and  was  unablo  to  procure  a  coffin  last 
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month,  iu  either  the  town  of  Listowel 
or  Bally longford  for  his  wife's  remains, 
and  had  it  not  been  for  the  humanity  of 
Mr,  Sandes  of  Sallowglen,  who  got  his 
own  carpenter  to  make  him  one,  the 
body  would  have  had  to  be  buried  with- 
out a  coffin ;  and,  whether  Hor  Majesty's 
GoTomment  will  take  immediate  steps 
to  enable  Her  Majesty's  subjects  to 
provide  the  means  of  decent  interment 
for  deceased  members  of  their  family  ? 

Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.): 
I  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  this  was  not  a  purely  local 
matter;  whether  Foran  was  convicted  of 
fraud ;  and  whether  he  was  not  gene- 
rally odious  in  the  locality  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Mr. 
JoHK  Mobley)  ( Newcastle -on-Tyne) :  I 
am  afraid  I  cannot  say  what  was  Foran's 
popularity  in  his  own  district.  It  ap- 
pears that  he  has  been  more  or  less 
"  Boycotted  "  for  some  time  past.  Ho 
was  at  one  time  under  personal  police 
protection,  but  this  was  withdrawn  at 
Ids  own  request  in  February,  1885. 
The  allegation  with  respect  to  the  coffin 
is,  I  am  informed,  unfounded.  It  is 
quite  true  the  coffin  was  supplied  by  Mr.' 
Sandea's  carpenter,  who  was  the  first 
person  to  whom  Foran  applied,  and  he 
was  not  refused  one  at  Listowel,  Bally- 
longford,  or  any  other  place. 

AIEBCHAKT  SmPPING-LOSS  OF  THE 
"  OREGON." 
Mb.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If 
there  is  any  regulation  requiring  sea- 

foing  vessels  to  carry  boats  to  aooommo- 
ate  the  number  of  persons  they  are 
permitted  to  carry ;  if  this  regulation 
is  enforced  ;  and,  if  the  Oregon  had  such 
a  supply  of  boats ;  and,  if  not,  on  what 
grounds  are  such  vessels  excused  from 
carrying  a  full  complement? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Mukdblla) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside):  By  Statute  a 
pa^enger  steamer  is  required  to  carry 
boats  according  to  her  net  registered 
tonnage,  and  not  according  to  the  num- 
ber of  persons  she  is  permitted  to  carry. 
This  regulation  is  strictly  enforced,  and 
the  Oregon  was  not  excused  from  carry- 
ing her  full  complement  of  boats.  The 
law  reqtures  seven  boats,  of  1,893  cubic 
feet  oapaoity,  or  six  boats,  of  2,035  cubic 
feet ;  in  each  case  two  of  them  must  be 
lifeboats  with  1,000  cubic  feet  aggre- 
gate capacity.  The  Ortgon  had  10  boats. 


of  the  capacity  of  3,650  cubic  feet,  of 
which  four  were  lifeboats  with  an  ag- 
gregate capacity  exceeding  2,000  cubic 
feet ;  and  the  Board  of  Trade  had  ascer- 
tained, as  they  do  in  all  oases  of  steamers 
carrying  more  than  12  passengers,  that 
these  boats,  with  their  equipments  and 
lowering  gear,  were  in  good  order  and 
thoroughly  efficient.  Besides  this,  she 
had  on  board  120  cork  lifejackets  and 
600  lifebuoys.  The  passengers  and 
crew  were  all  saved. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  asked  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  state  the 
number  of  passengers  that  were  on 
board  the  Oregon,  and  the  oairying 
capacity  of  the  boats  ? 

Mb. MUNDELLA:  I  cannot teU  that; 
but  I  have  already  stated  that  the  capa- 
city of  the  boats  depends  on  the  tonnage 
of  the  steamer,  and  not  on  the  number 
of  passengers. 

Mr.  MACFARIiAITK:  I  shaU  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  another  Ques- 
tion on  the  subject. 

INLAND  REVENUE— THE  LAND  TAX 
COMMISSION. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  POWELL  ("Wigan) 
asked  the  honourable  Member  for 
North  West  Staffordshire,  Whether  he 
has  an^  objection  to  giving  a  Return 
containing  the  names  and  addresses  of 
the  persons  whom  it  is  proposed  to  name 
as  additional  Lfmd  Tax  Commissioners, 
in  order  that  the  same  may  be  pub- 
lished before  the  next  stage  of  the  Land 
Tax  Commissioners'  Names  Bill  ? 

Thb  lord  of  the  treasury  (Mr. 
Leveson  Gowee)  (Stafford,  N.W.),  in 
reply,  said,  that  the  names  of  the  addi- 
tional Land  Tax  Commissioners  were 
published  in  77ie  London  QaneUe.  If  it 
could  be  shown  that  there  was  any 
general  desire  for  the  Return  for  which 
&e  hon.  Member  asked,  he  would  agree 
to  its  publication. 

LA.W  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)-CO. 
DONEGAL  QUARTER  SESSIONS. 
Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether, 
in  view  of  the  hardship  inflicted  on  Ulb 
inhabitants  of  the  Barony  of  South 
Raphoe  in  countj  Donegal,  in  having  to 
go  all  the  way  to  Lifford,  he  will  suggest 
to  His  Excellency  the  desirability  and 
the  convenience  of  having  quarter  sea- 
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sions  held  at  least  twice  a  jear  at  Stra- 
norlar  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
John  Mohlet)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
The  Quarter  Sessions  of  the  County 
Donegal  were,  after  inquiry,  re-arranged 
by  Proclamation  in  May  last  year,  and 
in  the  following  October  a  further 
Memorial  was  presented  to  the  Privy 
Council ;  but  that  Body  decided  that  it 
waa  inexpedient  to  make  any  further 
changes  until  the  effect  of  the  I^wslama- 
tion  was  better  ascertained. 

Ma.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  Can 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  when  the 
matter  will  be  reconsidered  ? 

Mb.  JOHN  MOBLEIY :  I  cannot  say 
at  present. 

PIER8  AND  HAEBOURS  (IRELAND)— 

KINGSTOWN  HARBOUR. 
Me.  peter  M'DONALD  (Sligo, 
North)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty, What  action,  if  any,  has  been 
taken  as  to  the  carrying  out  of  neces- 
sary improvements  on  Kingstown  East 
Pier,  for  which  estimates  were  furnished 
by  Mr.  F.  A.  Doyle,  O.E. ;  and,  if  no 
action  has  been  taken,  whether  the 
Lords  of  the  Admiralty  will,  within  a 
reasonable  time,  take  the  matter  in 
hand? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Eenry  H.  Fowlek)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  :  The  improvementfl  in 
question  are  wholly  intended  to  promote 
the  recreation  and  amusement  of  visitors 
to  Kingstown ;  and  Mr.  Doyle  and  other 
gentlemen  interested  in  Kingstown  were 
recently  informed  by  the  Commissioners 
of  Public  Works  as  Harbour  Com- 
missioners that  no  objection  would  be 
raised  to  the  execution  of  the  scheme 
if  carried  out  from  other  than  public 
funds. 

UNIVERSITY  OF  ST.  ANDREWS-AP- 
POINTMENT OF  DR.  DONALDSON. 
Mr.  BOYD-KINNEAR  (Fife,  East) 
asked  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the  news- 
papers, that  Dr.  Donaldson,  Professor 
of  Latin  in  the  University  of  Aberdeen, 
has  been  appointed  Principal  of  the 
Univerntyof  St.  Andrews;  and,  if  it  is 
true,  whether  he  will  state  the  grounds 
on  which  a  stranger  to  the  University 
has  been  appointed  over  the  head  of 
candidates  connected  with  it  ? 

Mr,  Arthur  O'Comor 


Thx  SECBETABT  fOR  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Trevslyin)  (Hawick,  ftc):  It  is 
the  case  that  Dr.  Donaldson  has  been 
appointed  Principal  of  St.  Andrews 
University,  on  the  ground  that  he  is  a 
very  learned  man,  of  varied  experience 
in  teaching,  who  holds  very  enlightened 
viewB  on  University  education.  [Lord 
Rajtdolph  Churchill  :  Hear,  hear !] 
Well,  it  appears  from  the  exclamation 
of  the  noble  Lord  that  he  thinks  no  one 
should  be  appointed  Principal  who  is 
not  a  Conservative.  While  duly  appre- 
ciating the  qualifications  of  otner  can- 
didates, I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  he 
was  the  best  man  for  the  position.  I 
am  not  aware  that  there  is  any  uaa^  of 
appointing  Professors  to  the  Frineipal- 
sbip  of  the  University  with  which  they 
are  coniiected. 

EMPLOTEBfi*  LIABILITY  AOT— THE 
LONDON  AND  NORTO  -  WESTERN 
RAILWAY  COMPANY. 
Mtt.  SETON-KAER  (St.  Helen's) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  If  he  will  cause  inquiry  to  be 
made  whether  the  following  statement 
is  substantially  correct,  viz. :  That  36.000 
employes  of  The  London  and  North 
Western  Railway  Company  met  in  Lon- 
don not  many  days  ago  to  consider  t^eir 
position  with  regard  to  the  proposed 
Amendment  to  the  Em^yera*  liability 
Act  of  1880,  and  unanimously  resolved 
to  petition  Parliament  to  have  their  case 
specially  considered,  as  they  are  better 
protected  by  their  present  Insurance  So- 
ciety than  uey  would  be  under  the  Act; 
that  their  agreement  to  contract  out  of 
the  Act  was  an  entirely  voluntary  ar- 
rangement between  themselves  and  the 
Company,  and  has  resulted  far  more 
beneficially  for  the  employes  than  if 
they  had  not  done  so,  the  compensation 
aid  in  respect  of  claims  for  accidents 
eing  relatively  far  greater^  and  more- 
over such  compensation  having  been 
frequently  paid  for  accidents  in  respect 
to  which  they  would  have  been  unable 
to  claim  under  the  Act ;  that  the  said 
employes  look  with  apprehension  on  any 
measure  that  would  deprive  them  of  the 
right  to  contract  themselves  out  of  the 
Act  where  the  Company  contributes  to 
the  funds  of  their  Insurance  Society,  as 
any  such  legislation  would  throw  on  the 
men  burdens  of  a  much  larger  contribu- 
tion than  at  present  paid  by  them,  with- 
out any  corresponding  benefit ;  whether 
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he  will  make  inquiry  by  whose  authority 
the  aforesaid  meeting  was  convened,  and 
whether  any  but  employes  were  present ; 
whether  the  euggestion  that  the  em- 
ploy^ haTe  signed  a  document,  to  the 
effect  that  they  are  satisfied  with  tbe 
Act  as  it  now  stands,  only  under  com- 
pulsion is  in  the  slightest  degree  com- 
patible with  the  foregoing  statement; 
and,  what  ste^s  the  Board  of  Trade  in- 
tend to  take  in  order  to  ascertain  and 
give  full  effect  to  the  true  aad  unbiassed 
wishes  of  the  aforesaid  employes  and 
otiiers  in  a  like  position  ? 

Teb  FBESIDENT  (Mr.  Muhdelu) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside) :  I  have  been  in- 
formed by  the  London  and  North- 
Western  Railway  Company  that  the 
statement  contained  in  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Question  is  correct,  and  that  the 
meeting  referred  to  was  convened  by 
the  workmen.  It  would  appear  that 
the  suggestion  that  the  workmen  signed 
a  document  under  compulsion  to  the 
effect  that  they  are  satisfied  with  the 
Act  as  it  now  stands  is  not  compatible 
with  the  foregoing  statement.  As  I 
understand  that  the  Bill  in  question 
will  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
before  vhic^  the  delegates  of  the  work- 
men will  be  able  to  express  their  own 
views,  I  do  not  iMvik  it  is  desirable  that 
I  should  take  any  further  steps  in  the 
matter. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, £.)  said,  that  the  Question  had  re- 
ference to  one  which  he  placed  on  the 
Paper  on  Friday.  After  he  had  asked 
that  Question  a  deputation  from  the  men 
employed  by  the  London  and  North- 
Western  Railway  Company  waited  upon 
him,  and  explained  that  the  document 
referred  to  in  the  answer  of  the  ri^ht 
hoQ.  Gentleman  had  been  ngnod  with 
the  greatest  possible  willingness  and 
without  pressure  by  all  the  men  who 
belonged  to  the  Insurance  Society.  It 
was  clear,  therefore,  that  in  the  first 
instance  he  had  been  misinformed,  and 
he  wished  to  state  bo  to  the  House. 

POOR  LAW  ELECTIOKS  (IHELAND)- 
THE  QUEEN'S  COUNTY. 
Captain  M'CALMONT  (Antrim,  E.) 
asbod  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is 
ftware  that  the  Roman  Catholic  curate 
of  the  Stradbally  District  of  the  Queen's 
County  gave  notice  to  his  flock  that  he 
would  require  to  see  each  of  their  Poor 
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Law  voting  papers  before  they  were 
collected  by  the  police ;  and,  whether 
the  Constabulary  will  be  instructed  to 
inquire  into  and  report  upon  8U(^  pro- 
ceedings P 

Tde  chief  SECEETART  (Mr. 
Jons  Moeley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
Every  possible  inquiry  has  been  made 
by  the  police,  and  they  cannot  find  that 
there  is  any  truth  whatever  in  this 
allegation.  It  appears  that  there  has 
been  no  contest  in  that  electoral  divi- 
sion this  year. 

STATE  OF  ntELAin)  —  COKDETION  OF 
CORK  AND  TIPPEEIART  —  CHARGES 

OF  THE  JUDGES  OF  ASSIZE. 

Captain  M'CALMONT  (Antrim,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  charges 
delivered  to  the  Grand  Jurfes  of  Cork 
and  Tipperary,  on  Wednesday  last,  by 
Mr.  Justice  O'Brien  and  Mr.  Justice 
Johnston,  in  which  they  are  reported  to 
have  said  as  follows : — 

"Mr.  Justice  O'Brien  (Cork)—'  I  am  forced 
to  aaj  that  I  can  obserre  no  sign  vhatsover  that 
the  waters  have  aabsided.  For  although  the 
aggregate  of  crime,  of  reported  crime,  com- 
prised within  the  interval,  hardly  exceeding  two 
months,  must  seceBsarily  be  very  amall,  yet 
within  that  aggregate  are  elements  that  can 
lead  certainly  to  no  veiv  aatiBfactory  or  faronr- 
able  coDcIuBioD  with  reiereoco  to  the  condition 
of  this  part  of  the  country.  I  find  that  in  all 
those  forms  of  outrage  and  violation  of  the  law 
that  must  be  taken  to  be  certain  and  unques- 
tionable indications  of  the  state  of  public  feel- 
ing, the  late  account  of  this  eonnty  u  lees  satis- 
factory than  the  former  one.  For  example,  in 
the  cases  of  klUing  and  maiming  cattle,  a  large 
increase  has  appeared  in  it.  In  the  cases  of 
malicious  injury  to  property  there  is  also  an  in- 
crease ;  an  increase,  perhaps,  in  the  number  of 
cases,  bat  certainly  no  decrease  whatever  in  the 
quality  and  degree.  In  the  cases  of  notioes  re- 
sulting from  the  object  and  design  of  intimida- 
tion, Uiere  is  at  least  no  decrease  in  one  part  of 
the  county,  and  a  great  increase  in  the  other, 
and  even  the  character  of  the  offmce  or  the 
form  of  outrage  has  apparently  become  more 
bold  and  more  alarming.' 

"  Mr.  JoaUce  Johnston  (Clonmel)— '  Turning 
to  the  report  that  I  have  received  from  the 
authorities,  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the  return 
which  has  been  presented  to  me  of  those  oases 
specially  reported  for  this  riding  of  this  great 
county,  as  compared  with  the  corresponding 
period  of  last  year,  shows  that  crime  has  in- 
creased by  nearly  one-fourth.  The  increase 
appears  to  be  in  housebrealnng,  in  robbery,  in 
InUing  and  maiming  cattle,  and  in  what  are 
known  popularly  as  Whiteboy  offences,  in  as- 
saultin^houses,  and  in  threatening  letters.  Tlua 
report  is  not  a  state  of  things  on  which  this 
riding  of  the  connty  is  to  be  congratnlated ;  "* 
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and,  whether  the  Irish  Executive  have 
any  reason  to  believe  that  the  state  of 
these  counties  is  inaccurately  described 
by  these  Judges  ? 

Me.  JOHN  REDMOND  ("Wexford, 
N.}:  Before  the  ri^ht  hoa.  Gentleman 
answers  the  Question  I  would  like  to 
ask  this  further  Question,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  some  re- 
marks of  Mr.  Justice  0*Briea  in  the 
Oourt  in  Cork  on  Saturday  last  with  re- 
ferenoe  to  Mrs.  John  Lucas,  who  was 
charged  with  setting  fire  to  her  hus- 
band's house,  and  pretending  that  it 
was  an  agrarian  outrage,  her  husband 
being  a  J.P.,'  in  which  his  Lordship 
stated  that  Mrs.  Lucas  had  been  guilty 
of  an  offence  of  the  greatest  heinouaness 
to  be  dealt  with  iu  the  strictest  manner, 
more  especially  as  the  state  of  the  times 
furnished  many  with  a  pretext  for  cover- 
ing their  crimes  and  casting  the  blame 
on  thoao  who  were  in  no  way  respon* 
sible  for  it  ? 

Mb.  HOOPEE  (Cork,  S.E.) :  I  would 
also  aak  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whe- 
ther this  case,  in  which  a  magistrate's 
wife  waa  sentenoed  to  12  months'  im- 
prisonment, was  not  the  most  serious 
case  at  trial  at  Uie  Cork  Assises  ? 

The  chief  SECBETART  (Mr.  John 
Mobley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  My  at- 
tention was  naturally  directed  to  the 
remarks  of  the  learned  Judge  in  the  un- 
fortunate case  of  Mrs.  Lucas.  It  scarcely 
falls,  however,  within  the  scope  of  the 
Question  on  the  Paper.  In  answer  to 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  I  have,  of 
course,  seen  tiie  charges  referred  to  both 
at  Cork  and  Tipperary.  As  regards  Cork, 
the  observations  of  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien 
are  weakened  by  the  fact  that  he  appears 
somehow  to  have  regarded  the  Return 
presented  to  him  as  extending  over  a 
period  hardly  exceeding  two  months, 
whereas  in  reality  it  covered  some  daje 
more  than  three  months.  Turning  from 
that,  and  looking  to  the  recent  Beturas 
of  agrarian  crime,  I  find  that  the  num- 
ber of  such  outrages  in  the  County  Cork 
was  in  November  last  year  9,  in  Decem- 
ber 11,  in  January  17,  and  in  February 
it  fell  again  to  11 .  In  Tipperary  county 
the  number  in  November  was  14,  in 
December  13,  in  January  8,  and  in 
February  9.  There  are,  therefore,  no 
indications  in  our  Returns  of  the  growth 
at  present  of  orimo  of  this  kind,  but 
rather  the  reverse. 


EDTTOAHON  DEFABTHBNT  (ENaLAKD 
AND  WALES)  — THE  "EXOELLESTT" 
MERIT  GRANT. 

Mb.  WOODHEAD  (York,  W.  R., 
Spen  Valley)  asked  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council,  'Whether, 
under  the  present  Gx>vemment,  or  during 
the  period  of  Lord  Salisbury's  adminis- 
tration, the  Education  Department  lias 
given  instructions  to  Her  Majesty's  In- 
spectors to  reduce  or  limit  the  number 
of  schools  receiving  the  "Excellent" 
merit  grant ;  and,  whether  there  is  any 
uniformity  of  standard  in  awarding  anoh 
merit  grants,— as  between  different  In- 
spectors ;  as  between  Town  and  Country ; 
and  as  between  Board  Schools  and  De- 
nominational Schools? 

Thb  VICE  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Ltok 
Platfaib)  (Leeds,  S.)  :  No  instructions 
have  been  issued  to  Her  Majesty's  In- 
spectors to  reduce  or  limit  the  number 
of  schools  receiving  the  "Excellent" 
merit  grant.  The  greatest  possible 
efforts  are  made  to  secure  uniformity  of 
standard  all  through  the  country  and 
among  all  classes  of  schools  in  awarding 
the  merit  grant ;  and  I  have  reason  to 
believe  that  they  are  to  a  great  degree 
successful,  although,  no  donb^  as  the 
decisions  depend  upon  individual  Jadjpf- 
ments,  the  uniformity  as  between  dif- 
ferent Inspectors  oannot  be  absolute. 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER— WEITINa 
ROOM  OF  THE  HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Mb.  LALOR  (Queen's  Co.,  Leix) 
asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
If  he  is  awaro  of  the  very  defective 
lighting  of  the  "  Writing  Room  "  of  the 
Library  of  this  House ;  and,  if  so,  will 
he  adopt  measures  to  remedy  the  de- 
fect? 

The  lord  op  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  Leveson  Gowkb)  (Stafibrd,  N.W.) : 
If  the  hou.  Member  will  be  so  good  as 
to  point  out  to  me  what  are  the  precise 
defects  of  which  he  complains  I  shall  be 
happy  to  endeavour  to  remedy  them. 

IMPERIAL  FEDERATION  —  COKFER. 
ENCE  DURING  THE  COLONIAL 
EXHIBITXON. 
Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  If  advantage  will  be  taken  of 
the  presence  in  the  mother  country, 
during  the  fortticoming  Colonial  Exlu- 
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bition,  of  many  leading  statesmen  and 
representatives  of  our  Australasian,  Oa- 
nadian,  and  South  African  brethren,  to 
assemble  a  Conference,  under  the  official 
auspices  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
to  inquire  into  the  practicability  of  Im- 
perial Federation,  and  so  formulate,  if 
possible,  proposals  for  the  consideration 
of  the  Imperial  and  Colonial  Parlia- 
ments, calculated  to  strengthen  the  ties 
uniting  the  British  people,  and  to  con- 
Bolidate  the  Governments  of  their  Terri- 
tories for  such  Imperial  purposes  as 
defence,  commerce,  and  Foreign  affairs, 
while  reserving  local  legislative  inde- 
pendence for  all  portions  of  the  Empire 
now  separately  administered ;  and,  in 
such  case,  if  notice  thereof  will  be  tele- 
graphically transmitted  to  the  several 
Governors,  for  the  information  of  their 
Ministers,  that  the  most  fitting  delegates 
may  be  selected  ? 

The  first  LORD  ([Mr.  W.  E.  Guu)- 
stohe)  (Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian)  :  "We 
should  be  very  sorry  to  omit  any  op- 
portunity which  appeared  to  afford  an 
opening  for  strengthening  in  any  way 
the  relations  of  the  Colonies  ivith  this 
country ;  and  I  need  not  say  that  sub- 
jects of  that  kind  are  constantly  under 
consideration — as,  for  instance,  the  sub- 

i'ect  of  defence  at  the  present  time  ;  but 
do  not  perceive  that  the  occasion  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Member  could  be 
turned  to  account  in  the  way  he  pro- 
poses. I  do  not  think  we  should  take 
measures  for  assembling  a  Conference 
for  the  purpose  of  considering  the  sub- 
ject of  Federation  unless  we  were  pre- 
pared to  lay  before  them  a  plan.  They 
would  have  considerable  ground  of  com- 
plaint if  we  had  not  suoh  a  plan.  We 
have  no  such  plan  to  lay  befrae  them, 
and  therefore  cannot  agree  to  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  hon.  Meinber. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND—"  BOTCOTTING  " 
—STATEMENTS  OF  CLERaTMEN  OF 
THE  IKISH  CHURCH. 
Mb.  DE  COBAIN  (Belfast,  E.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  "Whe- 
ther, among  other  expressions  of  opinion 
elicited  by  his  appeal  as  to  the  state  of 
feeling  in  Ireland  in  relation  to  the 
establishment  of  a  separate  Parliament 
for  that  Country,  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  very  grave  condition  of 
things  in  that  portion  of  the  Empire,  as 
eridenoed  by  the  commnnioationB  ad- 
dressed to       Rword  by  four  hundred 


and  sixty  of  the  beneficed  clergy  of  the 
Irish  Church  in  the  provinces  of  Mun- 
Bter,  Leinster,  and  Gonnaught,  showing 
that  there  were  three  hundred  and  four- 
teen oases  of  boycottbg ;  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  ascertain  whether  such  cases 
are  authentic ;  and,  if  so,  how  do  they 
propose  to  redress  thatconditionof  things; 
and,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  present 
revenues  and  the  security  of  the  invested 
capital  of  the  Church  of  Ireland  have 
been  seriously  affected  by  the  present 
crisis,  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  have 
transferred  the  mortgages  of  the  Irish 
Church  body  from  the  threatened  se- 
curity of  Irish  land  to  Government  se- 
curities, in  order  that  the  Church  may 
not  lose  any  large  portion  of  what  was 
left  her  of  her  diminished  patrimony  ? 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Sligo,  S.) :  May  I  ask 
whether  the  last  part  of  the  Question  is 
in  Order? 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  have  noticed  the 
paragraph ;  but  I  do  not  perceive  that 
it  is  out  of  Order. 

Thb  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone) (Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian)  :  The 
courtesy  of  the  editor  of  a  newspaper 
has  supplied  me  with  a  copy  of  this  in- 
formation which  is  not  otherwise  in  our 
possession  in  that  form  ;  but  I  have  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  it  adds  to  the 
information  already  placed  before  ua 
by  the  observations  and  inquiries  of 
the  police.  If  there  are  any  oases  not 
known  to  the  pdice  I  should  be  very 
happy  to  make  them  the  subject  of  in- 
quiry. Of  course,  we  are  aware  that 
there  is  a  serious  amount  of  pressure 
upon  individuals  from  the  system  known 
as  "Boycotting"  in  Ireland.  lathe 
month  of  October  last  there  were  800 
or  900  cases  of  ^at  kind ;  but  that  is 
now  five  months  ago.  Since  that  time 
there  has  been  no  increase  in  the  num- 
ber of  these  cases.  In  regard  to  the 
closing  paragraph  of  the  Question,  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  I  do  not  regard  the 
matter  referred  to  as  in  any  way  con- 
nected with  the  duty  of  the  Government. 
I  think  it  would  be  a  very  unmanage- 
able responsibili^  for  us  to  recommend 
or  procure  investments  of  funds  belong- 
ing to  the  Church  Body  in  Ireland, 
which  is,  of  course,  essentially  a  private 
association;  and  I  am  not  at  all  sure 
that  the  members  of  that  Body  would 
feel  themselves  placed  under  any  obll- 
gation  to  us  if  we  were  so  to  interfere. 
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FABLUHENT-BTTSINESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.) :  I  am  anxious  to  ask  the 
I'int  Lord  of  the  Treasury  a  Questioo 
affecting  the  Business  this  evening.  I 
understand  that  it  is  necessary,  in  point 
of  lav,  that  the  Totes  for  the  men  and 
money  in  the  Army  Estimates  should 
be  taken  to-night.  The  House  vill 
perceive  that  there  are  sereral  Notices 
of  Motion  of  interest  and  importance 
on  going  into  Committee  of  Supply  on 
the  Army  Estimates,  and  they  will  pro- 
bably occupy  a  considerable  time.  It 
may  very  well  be,  therefore,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  "War  will  not  be  able  to  make 
his  statement  until  a  late  hour  in  the 
evening,  so  that  no  opportunity  for  de- 
bate on  that  statement  will  be  afforded 
to  the  House  to-night  I  wish  to  ask 
the  right  lion.  Gentleman  whether,  if 
tbe  Votes  be  taken  to-night,  there  will 
be  an  opportunity  given  to  us  on  Thurs- 
day next  of  debating  the  question  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone (Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  Tea, 
Sir ;  unquestionably,  if  the  course  of  the 
debate  to-night  should  render  it  difficult 
properly  to  discuss  tbe  statement  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  we  will  give  the 
earliest  opportunity  in  our  power  for 
tbe  purpose  of  that  discussion,  and  that, 
I  believe,  will  be  arranged  on  Thursday 
next.  We  are  very  anxious  to  get  for- 
ward with  the  Crofters'  Bill,  and  that 
Bill  should  not  give  way  to  anything 
excepting  the  Army  Estimates  in  the 
event  anticipated  by  the  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman. 

RULES  AND  ORDERS  OF  THE  HOUSE— 
PROCEDUfiE  AT  QUESTION  TIME. 

Me.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Fer- 
managh, N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  alleged  extraordinary  conduct  of 
the  police  at  Leeds  last  Friday  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  must  point  out 
that  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
comes  within  the  new  Rule  requiring 
that  Notice  of  Questions  should  be  given 
beforehand  to  the  Clerk  at  the  Table. 

Me.  WILIJAM  REDMOND  subse- 
quently rose  and  commenced  to  put  the 
same  Question. 

Mr.  IF.  E.  Oladatofu 


Mb.  speaker  again  interposed, 
and  refused  to  allow  the  Question  to  be 

put. 

Mb.  sexton  (Sligo,  S.)  said,  be 
understood  that,  according  to  the  Rnle, 
although  a  Notice  of  a  Question  could 
not  be  g^ven  orally,  it  would  be  opoa  to 
Members  to  ask  snpplementary  Ques* 
tioDs  in  addition  to  those  on  the 
Paper.   

Mb.  SPEAKER :  I  have  endeavoured 
to  put  the  best  interpretation  in  my 
power  upon  the  Rule.  Supplementary 
Questions  purely  seeking  for  the  eluci- 
dation  of  former  answers  are  in  Order; 
but  supplementary  Questions  which  it 
cannot  be  in  the  power  of  a  Minister  to 
answer  at  the  moment,  I  regard  as  be- 
longing to  those  of  which  Notice  shonld 
be  given. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  s-iid, 
that  his  Question  was  one  which  it  wafr 
entirely  in  the  power  of  the  Home  Se- 
cretary to  answer.  Would  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  cause  inquiry  to  be 
made  into  the  conduct  of  the  police  at 
Leeds? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
is  now  evading  my  ruling. 

Mr.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether,  having  regard 
to  tbe  rules  and  conditions  laid  down, 
and  the  views  expressed  by  him  on  the 
8th  of  June,  1883,  the  circumstances 
which  occurred  at  half-past  10  on  Friday 
evening  last,  when  the  Government  de- 
clined to  set  up  Supply,  constituted  one 
of  those  rare  occasions  when  the  Govern- 
ment were  justified  in  taking  that 
course  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone) (Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian):  Yes, 
Sir ;  in  our  opinion  they  did  constitute 
one  of  those  rare  occasions. 

Me.  cavendish  BENTINCK  : 
I  beg  to  give  Notice  

Mb.  SPEAKER  said,  that  Notice 
would  be  required  of  any  further  Ques- 
tion the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  do- 
sire  to  put  on  the  subject. 

Mh.  cavendish  BENTINCK, 
rising  to  Order,  asked  whether  the  Re- 
solution come  to  last  week  by  the  House 
on  the  Motion  of  the  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Essex  (Sir  Henry 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson)  excluded  Notices  of 
Motion  from  being  given  vivd  voce  f 

Mb.  speaker  :  Certainlv  not  I 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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began  his  remarka  by  saying — "  I  pro- 
pose to  ask." 
Mb.  cavendish  BENTINOK 

said,  he  was  about  to  give  Notice  of  a 
Uotion  in  reference  to  the  Contagious 
Dieeases  Acts  in  the  same  terms  as  those 
used  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the 
8th  of  June,  1888. 

RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TKAFFTC 
BILL. 

Bm  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham,  Bar- 
nard Castle)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Boardof  Trade,  When  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill  would  be  taken  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Mttndella) 
(Sheffield,  BrigbtsideJ  said,  he  was 
afraid  he  could  not  give  a  definite 
answer. 

8m  EICHAED  PAGET  (Somerset, 
"Wells)  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  give  ample  Notice  of  the  day  on 
which  he  proposed  to  take  the  second 
reading. 

AFFAIRS  OF  BURMAH. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Wodehouse  (Bath), 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  Ugbtred  Kay- 
Shuttleworth)  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe) 
said,  a  telegram,  dated  March  21, 
had  been  received  at  the  India  Office 
from  the  Viceroy  in  the  following 
terms : — 

"  QenertLl  Prondergast  tel^rapha  that  he  has 
disperBed  the  large  body  of  insurgents  collected 
at  Yemethen,  and  that  the  Deighbouriag  Woons 
are  in  friendly  communication  with  him." 

ARMY-THE  INFANTRY  OF  THE  LINE 

(NUMBERS). 

Mb.  BRAND  (Gloucester,  Stroud) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
What  is  the  number  of  the  Infantry  of 
the  Line  (exolnsive  of  depots)  now  serv- 
ing at  home ;  what  is  the  number  serving 
abroad ;  what  is  the  number  serving  in 
India,  and  in  the  Colonies;  and,  what 
will  be  the  probable  distributtim,  on  Ist 
January  1887  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
CAUFBELL-BANNEaHAN)  (Stirling,  &c.) : 
The  strength  of  the  Infantry  of  the  Line 
at  home  (exclusive  of  depots)  is  33,803. 
The  Bifantry  depots  at  presdnt  contain 
14,615  men.  There  are  81,746  abroad, 
of  whom  52,217  are  in  India,  15,765  in 
the  Colonies,  and  13,764  in  Egypt.  It 
is  at  present  proposed  that  on  tiie  1st  of 

VOL.  OCOm.    [third  SBBIE8.] 


January  next  the  Establishmeni  of  In- 
fantry of  the  line  should  be  thus  dis- 
tributed— ^At  home,  52,956;  in  India, 
50,998;  in  the  Colonies,  16,110;  and  in 
Egypt,  6,269.  As  the  number  of  bat- 
talions in  Egypt  will  have  been  reduced, 
the  establishments  of  the  depots  will  be 
9,459. 

ORDERS  OF  TBE  BAY. 


SUPPLY—COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  tfr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair." 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY   FORCES)— THE 
VOLUNTEER  CAPITATION  GRANT. 

BESOLVnOH', 

Me-HOWABD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central),  in  rising  to  move — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  thia  Honae,  for  the 
efficiency  and  development  of  the  Volunteer 
Force,  an  immediate  increase  in  the  Capitation 
Grant  is  absolutely  and  urgeatly  necessary," 

said :  There  are  so  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers around  me  intimately  acquainted 
with  the  condition  of  the  Yoluuteer 
Force  from  service  therein,  that  it  will 
not  be  necessary  for  me,  I  hope,  to 
detain  the  House  at  any  great  length. 
The  circumstances  attending  the  forma- 
tion of  the  present  Volunteer  Force  will 
be  well  within  the  r'bcoUection  of  the 
House.  At  the  mere  rumour  of  the 
possible  invaaioa  of  thia  Island  by  a 
foreign  nation,  tens  of  thousands  of 
all  ages,  of  all  eaUings,  and  of  all 
classes,  flocked  to  arms.  As  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  doubtless  remember,  working 
men  vied  with  nobles  and  with  each  other 
in  their  demonstrations  of  patiiotism 
and  of  loyalty.  The  danger,  if  it  ever 
existed,  passed  away ;  but  not  so  the  Na- 
tional Army  created  by  the  apprehension. 
In  1859  the  supreme  importance  of 
national  defence  was  indelibly  impressed 
upon  the  hearts  of  a  large  proportion 
of  British  subjects;  and  it  is  there.  Sir, 
to-day,  after  27  years  of  stem  proof, 
stronger  than  ever.  Few,  indeed,  were 
able  to  believe  that  so  vast  a  force  could 
be  long  held  together  by  national  spirit 
alone.  Prophets  were  not  wanting,  as 
they  never  are^  who  loudly  declared  that 
so  soon  as  tiie  danger  disappeared,  and, 
forsooth,  that  as  soon  as  the  novelty  of 
military  exercise  or  of  uniform  wore  oflfj 
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the  Volunteer  Force  vould  fall  avay  and 
die.  But,  aseTerrmaninthiBOountryand 
eveiy  hon.  Hemoer  of  this  Honse  knovs, 
the  prophets  and  the  rarities  were  wrong, 
as  tnej  usually  are.  The  Volunteer  Force 
encountered  much  ridicule,  much  dis- 
couragement, andmuohoppoeitioD.  Bub, 
to  the  glory  of  the  British  nation,  it  has 
come  triiunphant  through  it  all,  and 
now  is  entitled,  I  submit,  to  take  rank 
as  one  of  the  most  remarkable  national 
institutions  in  the  world.  It  evokes  the 
admiration,  it  excites  the  envy  of  foreign 
nations.  They  cannot  understand  how 
an  Army  now  nearly  260,000  strong  can 
possibly  be  maintained,  not  only  without 
compuUion,  but  without  pay,  or  the  re- 
ceipt of  any  civil  advant^;e  of  any  sort 
or  kind.  The  British  Volunteers  gladly 
sacrifice  both  leisure  and  money,  and 
undergo  much  discomfort  and  inconve- 
nienee,  to  submit  tfaemselTes  to  military 
discipline,  and  ondez^o  militaxy  training. 
It  cannot  fail  to  be  a  source  of  pride  to 
be  associated  with  such  splendid  men  in 
a  position  of  authority;  but  many  hon. 
and  gallant  Members  will  share  the 
difficulty  I  feel,  after  commanding  two 
Metropolitan  regiments,  in  understand- 
ing why  men  should  go  through  so  much 
as  do  the  Volunteers  for  such  scanty 
recognition  at  the  hands  of  their  coun- 
trymen. Let  the  House  but  reflect  for 
a  minute  upon  what  the  Volunteer 
Force  has  done,  and  is  still  doing,  for 
the  country.  There  can  hardly  be  a 
doubt,  Sir,  that  had  it  not  been  for  this 
glorious  institution  we  should  ere  this 
have  been  compelled  to  adopt  some  form 
of  compulsory  service.  Some  hon.  Mem- 
bers may  disagree  with  me ;  but  I  sub- 
mit that  it  would  hare  been  impossible 
for  Qreat  Britain  to  have  remained  pas- 
sive while  every  European  country  con- 
verted their  able-bodied  manhood  into 
soldiery.  Our  concern  with  Continental 
affairs  may  be  small  by  comparison ;  but 
a  few  miles  of  sea  would  not  have  been 
sufficient  to  insure  our  insular  safety,  if 
we  had  not  felt  that  a  large  proportion 
of  the  male  population  were  training 
themselves  to  defend  our  shores  against 
any  invader.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  we  owe  it  to  the  Volunteer  Force 
that  the  yoke  of  conscription  does  not 
oppress  the  necks  of  our  youth.  Bat 
the  Volunteer  Force  has  rendered  yet 
another  service  to  the  country,  and  tiiis 
not  of  a  military  character.  It  has 
promoted  the  physical  development  of 

Mr.  Eowari  Vinemt 


the  nation,  and  it  has  added  a  great 
interest  to  the  lives  of  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  young  men.  It  has  6red  tiieir 
laudable  ambition,  and  provided  them 
witb.  honourable  recreation.  There  is,  I 
feel  sure,  not  an  hon.  Member  having 
many  persons  in  bis  employ  who  does 
not  look  with  favour  upon  those  under 
him  joining  the  Volunteer  Force.  He 
knows  tbat  healthy  recreation  is  the 
surest  preparation  for  good  and  useful 
work.  It  is  for  this,  among  other  rea- 
sons, that  great  meircantile  houses  such 
as  Slioolbreds,  Maples,  Broadwoods, 
TroUopes,  Lamberts,  and  dozens  of  other 
patriotic  fi.rms,  spend  large  sums  anna- 
ally  upon  the  Volunteer  Companies  re- 
cruited among  their  tmployis.  They  re- 
cognize the  great  moral  value  of  the 
Volunteer  Force.  My  hon.  Friends  be- 
low the  Gangway  opposite  will  agree 
that  many  working  men  share  this  feel- 
ing. There  is,  indeed,  hardly  a  place 
of  business  in  the  country  whose  best 
bands  have  not  been,  or  are  not,  Volun- 
teers. The  national  and  patriotic  feel- 
ing, I  say  without  fear  of  contradiction, 
is  strong  among  the  working  men  of 
Qreat  Britain  ;  and  it  is  glorious  to  see 
them,  after  their  labour  is  done,  shoulder- 
ing their  rifles  in  their  country's  cause, 
and  drilling  for  hours  without  fee  or 
reward,  and  often  in  the  cold  and  wet. 
But  the  Volunteer  Force  has  not  only 
averted  conscription,  not  only  been  of 
moral  advantage  to  the  nation,  but  it 
has  also,  I  feel  assured,  earned  a  datm 
to  the  gratitude  even  of  those  whose 
opioions  are  ably  reflected  in  this  House 
by  the  hon.  Member  forMerthyr  Tydvil 
(Mr.  Bichard),  for  it  has  preserved  peace 
by  showing  a  readiness  for  war.  What 
then,  Sir,  has  been  the  attitude  of  the 
State  towards  the  Force  ?  I  am  glad  to 
be  able  to  say  that  the  prejudice  and 
discouragement  it  had  at  one  time  to 
encounter  are  now  of  the  past.  At  the 
present  time  the  Volunteer  Force  re- 
ceives ever^  encouragement  and  assist- 
ance from  His  Boyal  Highness  the  Field 
Marshal  Commanding-in-Ohief,  and  the 
whole  of  the  Military  Authorities.  The 
Army  no  lon^^  regards  the  Volunteer 
Force  with  jealousy  and  ill-disguised 
contempt^  but  as  a  valued  Auxiliary 
Service,  piroviding  many  of  its  best 
recruits.  The  House  wul  learn  this,  I 
trust,  this  eveniog  from  &r  more  com- 
petent lips  than  mine—as,  for  instance, 
irom  the  distinguished  and  gallant  Ge- 
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neral  who  represents  Birkenhead  (Sir 
Edward  Hamley),  and  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Bfu-onet  opposite  the  Member  for 
Durham  (Sir  Uenry  Havelock- Allan). 
The  Volunteer  Force,  Sir,  now  coneiets,  as 
I  have  already  stated,  of  nearly  250,000 
men.  Theyaredivided  into  213  battalions 
of  Infantry,  60corpsof  Artillery,  17  corps 
of  Engineers,  and  4  corps  of  Volunteer 
horse.  Of  the  total  strength  of  224, 0 1 2, 
no  less  than  218,207,  or  97  per  cent, 
were  returned  last  year  as  efficient  ac- 
cording to  the  requirements  of  the  War 
Office.  These  are  that  they  should  do 
60  drills  in  the  first  two  years  of  their 
Bervioe,  and  subseqaeutly  nine  drills, 
besides  firing  either  60  rounds  of  haU. 
cartridge  on  passing  into  what  is  techni- 
cally known  as  the  second  musketry 
class.  The  War  Office  condilions  being 
fulfilled,  an  allowance  of  80«.  per  man  is 
granted  to  the  corps  six  months  after  the 
lapse  of  the  Volunteer  year,  which  begins 
on  November  1,  and  terminates  on  Oc- 
tober 31.  I  ask  the  pardon  of  the 
House  for  entering  on  these  details;  but 
it  is  of  the  utmost  importance  that  hon. 
Members  should  thoroughly  xmderstand 
the  present  position  of  affairs,  and  I  and 
my  hon.  Friends  who  witi  support  me 
are  but  the  spokesmen  of  a  very  large 
section  of  our  countrymen.  The  dovem- 
ment  g^ves  a  further  allowanee  of  £1 
a-year  for  those  officers  and  non-com- 
mieuoned  c^Koers  who  hare  gone  through 
a  coarse  at  a  school  of  military  instruc- 
tion, or  have  passed  an  examination. 
The  House  will  be  glad  to  learn  that 
there  were  last  year  no  less  than  18,368 
proficients  under  this  head.  They  also 
allow  10».  a-year  to  the  727  zealous  offi- 
cers who  have  passed  an  examination  in 
tactics.  Out  of  the  aggregate  of  these 
sums  every  single  expense  has  to  be  de- 
frayed by  the  officers  and  members  of 
Volunteers  corps,  with  the  exception  of 
Ulc  pay  of  one  Adjutant,  an  officer  of 
the  Begular  Army,  detached  for  fire 
years  for  drill  purposes,  and  three  or 
four  Sergeant  Instructors  per  battalion. 
Bides  and  bayonets  are,  it  is  true,  pro- 
vided, and  there  is  an  allowance  of  2«. 
per  day  for  a  limited  number  of  men  to 
go  into  camp.  With  tib,e8e  exceptions, 
and  one  or  two  small  allowances,  every- 
thing has  to  be  furnished  by  the  corps. 
They  have  to  provide  uniform,  clothing, 
and  equipment  for  the  men,  and  to  hire 
head-quarters  and  offices,  to  rent  drill 
places  and  ranges,  to  pay  Journey  ex- 


penses in  transit  to  and  £rom  reviews — 
in  short,  to  find  everything.  When  it  is 
considered  that  the  provision  of  uniform 
alone,  without  great-coats,  costs  nearly 
the  whole  of  the  Capitation  Grant  of  30*. 
a  man  for  three  years,  and  that  the  men, 
iu  defaidt  of  private  agreement,  are  by 
law  entitled  to  leave  after  a  fortxiigbt'a 
notice,  the  House  will  readily  under- 
stand that  the  expenses  are  very  much 
in  excess  of  the  Government  grant.  It 
is,  of  course,  highly  essential  that  in  the 
consideratioD  of  this  matter  the  House 
should  confine  its  attention  entirely  to 
necessary  expenditure.  If  I  were  to 
seek  to  lead  hon.  Gentlemen  into  other 
channels  I  should  be  taking  up  the 
time  of  the  House  unnecessarily,  and 
entering  upon  the  endless  field  of  in- 
dividual extravagance.  In  1878,  fol- 
lowing a  conference  of  Volunteer  offi- 
cers at  the  Eoyal  United  Service  Insti- 
tution, in  which  I  bore  a  somewhat 
active  part,  a  Committee  was  appointed 
by  the  War  Office  to  inquire  into  the 
requirements  of  the  Volunteer  Force. 
Many  changes  for  the  better  resulted 
therefrom.  But  as  they  were  precluded 
from  entering  into  the  financial  qnes- 
tion  the  position  of  the  Volunteers  was 
not  improved,  and  this  notwithstfuidiug 
that  a  Ketum  called  for  elicited  the  fact 
that  the  expenditure  of  23  Metropolitan 
regiments  was  £9,185  in  excess  of  the 
receipts  from  Qovernm^t.  I  have  lately 
been  favoured  with  details  of  the  neces- 
sary expenses  of  nearly  every  regiment 
in  the  force,  and  have  them  here  open 
to  theinspectionof hon. Members.  Under 
this  head  of  necessary  expenses  I  include 
rent  of  head-quarters  or  drill  places,  pay- 
ment of  interest  on  money  borrowed  for 
the  purchase  of  buildings,  rent  of  rifie 
ranges,  uniforms  and  equipments,  travel- 
ling expenses  to  and  from  reviews, 
united  drills,  parades,  and  ranges,  sala- 
ries and  allowances,  bands,  issue  of 
orders,  printing,  and  other  necessary 
incidentals.  I  venture  to  think  that 
hon.  Members  will  agree  that  every  one 
of  these  items  is  absolutely  neceasary  to 
the  efficiency  of  the  force.  A  regiment 
must  have  a  head-jg^uarters,  a  drill  hall 
wherein  to  train  in  the  long  winter 
nights,  and  ranges  whereon  to  shoot.  It 
must  be  clothed  in  uniform  and  pay  for 
transit  to  reviews,  have  a  certain  staff 
for  the  transaction  of  necessary  business. 
It  is  very  desirable  that  it  should  go  into 
camp  for  a  few  days  in  the  year,  and  a 
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band  has  always  been  found  necesBary, 
at  all  times,  in  every  military  body.  I 
will  not  weary  the  House  by  going 
tfarongh  tbe  wKole  of  these  Eetums; 
but  taking  100  regiments,  representing 
about  75,000  men,  at  random  from  the 
whole,  I  find  that  for  head-quarters, 
driU  places  and  drill  halls,  or  interest 
on  money  borrowed  for  their  erection, 
they  paid  last  year,  in  round  numbers, 
£28,W>0;  for  rifle  ranges.  £14,500  ;  for 
uniform  clothing,  £53,000;  for  travel- 
ling  expenses,  £20,000;  for  salaries, 
£9,600;  for  camps,  incidentals,  and 
bands,  £34,000.  The  total  obligatory 
expenditure,  then,  last  year  of  these  100 
regiments,  representing  about  one-third 
of  the  force,  was  more  than  £82,000  in 
excess  of  the  dovemment  allowances. 
How  was  this  enormous  deficiency  of 
£32,000  provided?  It  had  to  be  found, 
in  greater  part,  by  the  officers,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  expenses  they  incur  of  uni- 
forms, prizes,  social  gatherings,  and  a 
dozen  other  claims.  What  is  the  in- 
aritable  result  of  such  treatment  at  the 
hands  of  the  country  to  whom  we  give 
our  time,  our  study,  and  the  best  service 
we  are  able  to  render  ?  It  is  that  great 
difficulty  exists  in  finding  suitable  offi- 
cers. Men  without  private  means  are 
almost  excluded  from  the  commissioned 
rank.  Those  military  men  who  are 
compelled  by  existing  B^^ationa  to 
leave  the  Army  in  the  prime  of  life  are 
debarred  from  continuing  their  military 
work,  are  shut  out  from  the  Auxiliary 
Service,  to  which  they  would  be  simply 
invaluable,  by  the  great  expenses  in- 
volved. The  Volunteer  Force  now 
lacks  upwards  of  1,100  officers,  and 
the  difficulty  of  obtaining  them  in- 
creases from  year  to  year.  Surely,  Sir, 
the  House  will  no  longer  tolerate  this 
short-sighted  policy.  I  trust  that  hon. 
Members  have  noticed  the  remarkable 
letter  on  this  subject  in  to-day's  Tim$i 
from  Lord  Bury — one  of  the  moat  com- 
petent authorities  on  the  subject.  He 
points  out  what  is  undoubtedly  the  fact, 
uiat  in  the  early  days  of  the  Volunteer 
Force  many  rich  men  were  in  their 
ranks.  They  have,  however,  now  given 
place  to  others  less  blessed  with  this 
vorld's  goods,  but  more  valuable  from 
a  military  point  of  view.  Subscriptions 
used  to  flow  in  freely.  Now  they  are 
very  difficult  to  obtain.  Will  the  House 
permit  me  to  give  a  single  instance  of 
this?  I  wrote  to  the  late  Duke  of  Wel- 
ifi*.  Seward  Vmemt 


lington  to  help  me  to  raise  a  small  sum 
to  acquire  head-quarters  for  the  corps  I 
have  the  honour  to  command  here  in 
Westminster.  The  expenditure  was 
and  is  absolutely  necessary.  HisGh-ace, 
well  known  for  his  liberality  and  admi- 
ration of  the  Volunteers,  said  he  disap- 
proved of  private  individuals  being 
called  upon  to  put  their  hands  into  their 
pockets  to  discharge  the  duty  of  the 
State.  The  same  answer  is  now  nearly 
always  returned.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
then,  as  now,  Prime  Minister,  animated 
doubtless  by  similar  reasons,  refused 
the  use  of  his  great  name  on  the  Com- 
mittee formed  for  the  purpose.  Tbe 
War  Office  refused  to  advance  the  money 
even  on  the  undoubted  security  of  a 
lease  of  99  years.  The  then  Home 
Secretary,  now  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Sir  William  Harcourt),  found  it  neces- 
sary to  eject  us  from  Westminster  Hall, 
where,  with  the  London  Scottish  and 
London  Irish,  we  had  drilled  for  a 
quarter  of  a  century.  I  only  mention 
this  as  a  single  instance  of  the  great 
difficulties  under  which  the  Volunteer 
Force  labours.  The  experience  of  all  is 
the  same.  In  large  towns  rents  are 
enonnous ;  ranees  are  difficult  to  obtain 
within  accessibw  distance,  and  the  drill 
has  often  to  take  the  form  of  a  peace- 
able demonstration  amid  an  admiring 
mob.  The  Volunteers  make  no  unrea- 
sonable demands.  We  seek  no  impos- 
sibilities from  the  Government.  We 
seek  nothing  for  ourselves — no  civic 
advantages — not  even  the  relief  from 
jury  duty,  which  the  patriotic  demo- 
cracy of  America  gladly  affords  the 
members  of  its  National  Guard.  Bot 
what  we  do  humbly  ask  of  the  Sepre- 
aentativoB  of  the  people  of  this  great 
nation  are  the  meaus  to  provide  our- 
selves with  what  is  absolutely  necessary 
to  discharge  our  duty  to  our  Queen  and 
to  our  country.  If  a  deaf  ear  is  turned 
to  our  entreaty,  which  is  practically 
that  of  every  Volunteer  in  Great  Britain 
— of  225,000  men  now  serving,  of 
500,000  more  who  have  served— then 
the  Volunteer  Force  cannot  fail  to  de- 
cline. It  is  a  question  of  the  utmost 
urgency.  The  force  is  here  to-day  at 
the  service  of  the  country,  full  of  vitality, 
but  not  ready  for  the  field,  badly 
equipped,  without  great-coats,  without 
knapsacks,  without  transport,  with  bad 
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accommodation,  cramped  and  held  back ; 
in  every  way  by  a  false  and  petty  eco- 
nomy. What  would  not  Germany, 
France,  Italy,  or  Bussia  do  for  suoh  a 
force  ?  I  hope  the  bon.  Member  for 
Leith  opposite  (Mr.  Jacks),  who  knows 
the  feeling  abroad  on  the  subject,  will 
tell  the  House  what  is  thought  in  Ger- 
many of  the  treatment  of  the  British 
Volunteers  by  the  British  Government. 
We  do  not  seek  the  charity  of  our  country- 
men. We  appeal  to  the  gratitude,  the 
patriotism,  the  foresight  of  the  people 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  These 
Betarns  I  hold  in  my  hand  prove  be- 
yond all  question  that  the  absolutely 
neceesuy  expenses  of  the  Volunteer 
Force  are  upwards  of  £100,000  a-year 
in  excess  of  the  Qovemment  grant.  We 
may  be  content  to  spend  £100,000  more, 
with  the  help  of  our  friends,  towards 
special  matters  connected  with  the  effi- 
ciency of  our  regiments  and  the  popu- 
larity of  the  Service.  But  we  do  ask 
the  State,  in  the  name  of  justice — the 
State  for  whom  we  devote  ourselves — 
to  give  us  the  means  of  obtaining  the 
absolute  necessities  for  military  duty. 
This  can  only  be  done  effectually  by  an 
increase  of  10s.  per  head  per  efficient  in 
the  present  Capitation  Grant.  That  is 
a  sum  of  £110,000.  The  need  is  argent, 
clear,  and  positive.  Ko  inquiry  can 
throw  further  light  on  the  matter.  I  can 
veil  understand  the  anxiety  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  incur  no  un- 
avoidable expense.  The  anxiety  to  re- 
lieve the  taxpayer  is  shared  up  to  tiie 
hilt  by  hon.  Members  on  these  Benches. 
But  let  me  very  respectfully  assure  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  that  when  he  is  no 
longer  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  but 
again  a  Parliamentary  candidate,  libe- 
rality in  this  respect  will  repay  him  a 
hundred-fold ;  and  future  generations, 
too,  will  ariae  in  gratitude.  We  seek 
but  the  1,000th  part  of  the  cost  of  a 
single  day  of  war,  of  a  single  battle,  of 
the  mere  rumour  of  invasion.  I  invoke 
the  generosity  of  the  House.  I  invoke 
the  patriotism  of  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
ment.  I  appeal  to  the  liberality  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  I  appeu,  to  the 
national  feeling  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  on  the  other  side. 
I  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  on  this  side  of  the  House ; 
and,  las^y,  I  trust  to  the  undivided  sup- 
port of  hon.  Gentlemen  around  me,  of 
the  Party  in  the  State  whose  very  name 


truly  symbolizes  its  one  guiding  prin- 
ciple, the  conservation  of  the  unity  of 
the  Empire.  The  Volunteer  Force  plays 
an  important  part  in  this  sacred  duty, 
and,  as  suoh,  it  appeals  with  confidence 
to  the  generosity  of  Parliament.  It 
remains  now  for  me.  Sir,  to  thank  the 
House  for  the  attention  with  which  it 
has  been  pleased  to  listen  to  me,  and  to 
beg  the  indulgence  of  hon.  Members  for 
the  very  imperfect  way  in  which  I  have 
attempted  to  lay  before  them  the  salient 
requirements  of  the  free  and  National 
Army.  I  beg,  then,  to  submit,  for  the 
unanimous  and  eenerous  <»nsideration 
of  this  House,  wat  for  the  thorough 
effidentnr,  maintenance,  and  develop- 
ment of  the  Volunteer  Force,  an  im- 
mediate increase  in  the  Capitation 
Gbant  is  absolutely  and  urgently  neces- 
sary. 

Me.  GUBDON  (Norfolk,  Mid)  said, 
he  had  much  pleasure  in  seconding  the 
Motion  of  the  bon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Howard  Vincent),  and  in  doing  so 
he  (Mr.  Gurdon)  might  observe  he  fully 
agreed  with  all  that  the  hon.  Member 
had  advanced  in  his  eloquent  and  con- 
vincing speech.  The  bon.  Member  had 
told  the  House  from  his  own  experience 
what  were  the  wants  and  requirements 
of  Volunteer  corps  in  London ;  and  be 
(Mr.  Guidon],  speaking  on  behalf  of 
country  corps — to  whom  every  argameut 
that  had  been  adduced  appliw  with 
threefold  force  —  could  from  a  long 
experience  say  that  they  in  Uie  coun- 
try required  drill  sheds,  armouries, 
magazines,  training  grounds,  shooting 
grounds,  &c.,  equally  as  much  as  they 
were  required  in  London  ;  and,  though 
they  were  not  congregated  together  in 
such  large  bodies,  yet,  owing  to  the 
scattered  character  of  the  corps,  these 
requirements  were,  if  anything,  more 
necessary  and  little  less  costly.  When 
a  battaUon  consisted  of  six,  eight,  or  10 
companies,  distributed  in  small  and 
scattered  towns,  there  must  be  drill 
shed,  rifle  groimd,  armoury,  and  maga- 
zine for  each  company,  and  this  involved 
a  greater  expense  in  tiie  aggregate  than 
would  be  necessary  if  the  arrangements 
could  he  more  concentrated.  In  fact,  the 
demands  upon  Volunteers,  officers  snd 
men,  were  so  heavy  that  an  increase  of 
the  Capitation  Gh-ant  wu  absolutely 
necessary  if  tiie  force  was  to  be  main- 
tained in  a  state  of  efficiency.  At  pre- 
sent considerable  expenditure  over  and 
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above  the  amonnt  alloved  hj  Goverii- 
ment  as  Capitation  Grant  —  however 
economically  the  Capitation  Grant  was 
spent — was  incurred ;  and  the  deficiency 
had  to  come  out  of  the  pockets  of  officers 
and  men,  and  those  pockets  were  not 
just  now  particularly  full.  He  (Mr. 
Gurdon)  had  been  so  long  connected 
vrith  his  regiment  that  he  had  begun  to 
think  it  time  to  retire  to  make  way  for 
a  younger  and  more  active  man  ;  but  he 
could  not  find  anyone  ready  to  take  his 
place;  and  he  was  convinced  that  the 
explanation  -was  that  young  men  feared 
to  undertake  the  heavy  expenditure 
which  the  position  rendered  necessary. 
This  increased  the  difficulty  of  finding 
gentlemen  to  take  the  places  of  officers 
who  wished  to  retire  after  years  of  ser- 
vice. There  were  still  plenty  of  recruits 
to  be  got  as  privates,  as  good  men  as 
ever  entered  the  force,  well-behaved  and 
of  good  position  and  standing  ;  but  there 
was  the  greatest  possible  difficulty  in 
obtaining  officers  to  fill  up  vacancies,  in 
the  country  especially.  It  was  of  the 
l^reatest  importance — and  in  the  country 
it  was  even  more  necessary  than  in  the 
towns— that  a  thoroughly  efficient  body 
of  officers  should  be  maintained.  The 
expense  was,  of  course,  not  the  only 
reason  why  officers  could  not  be  ob- 
tained. He  admitted  that  young  men 
of  the  upper  and  middle  classes  were 
often  strangely  idle  and  lazy,  and  did 
not  realize,  as  they  ought  to  do,  their 
duties  to  the  State;  biit,  nevertheless,  he 
believed  the  question  of  espense  was 
the  main  difficulty,  and  he  thought  the 
Government  ought  to  do  something  to- 
wards meeting  it.  The  friends  of  the 
Volunteer  movement  did  not  ask  for  a 
large  sum  of  money — for  their  great 
boast  was  that  the  Volunteer  Force 
should  be  a  cheap  as  well  as  an  efficient 
Volunteer  Army — but  they  asked  for  a 
very  moderate  increase  in  the  Capitation 
Grant,  an  increase  which  would  not  alto- 
gether- relieve  officers  and  men  from 
individual  efiCiort  and  sacrifice,  but  which 
would  do  something  to  help  them  in 
making  suoh  efforts  successful.  They 
regarded  the  present  Ohief  Secretary 
as  their  friend ;  and  as  the  existence  of 
Goyemmenta  was  sometimes  rather  pre- 
carious, and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  not  be  in  Office  another  year,  they 
desired  to  make  the  most  of  the  present 
opportunity,  and  hoped  the  House  would 
pass  the  Motion. 

Mr.  (fvrdoH 


Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  "  to  the 
end  of  the  Questioo,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  for  the  thmough  efficiency,  maintenance,  and 
dovelopment  of  the  T^onuer  Force,  an  imine- 
diate  increase  in  the  presmt  capitation  grant  ii 
absolutely  and  urgently  necesaaiy,"  —  {Mr. 
Sotvari  Vincant,) 

— instead' thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Me.  ISAACS  (Newington,  Walworth) 
said,  he  desired  to  support  the  Motion 
as  an  old  Volunteer  officer  who  for  10 
years  had  been  treasnrer  to  a  Metro- 
politan regiment — an  office  he  oould  not 
recommend  anyone  else  to  undertake. 
It  was  a  continuous  struggle  to  make 
the  income  cover  the  expenditure,  and 
expedients  that  were  not  satisfactory  had 
to  be  resorted  to  in  order  to  raise  the 
necessary  funds.  The  regiment  of  which 
he  was  treasurer  was  600  strong.  The 
Capitation  Grant  of  30*.  per  bead,  with 
extras  to  officers  and  others  who  passed 
certain  examinations, amounted to£I, 369. 
The  heads  of  expenditure  were  as  fol- 
lows:— Bent  of  head-quarters,  interest 
on  money  borrowed  for  erection  of  drill 
ball,  &o.,  £250;  rent  of  rifle  range, 
£  1 26 ;  uniform  and  equipment  of  mem- 
bers, £750;  travelling  expenses  to  and 
from  ranges,  &c.,  £150;  salaries  and 
allowances  of  staff,  £107;  band  and 
cost  of  issuing  orders,  £250 — making  a 
total  of  £1,633;  so  that  the  deficiency 
was  £264.  This  fell  upon  the  officers, 
and  they  had  to  appeal  to  their  personal 
friends  to  assist  them  in  keeping  the 
regiment  out  of  debt.  He&ort  was  had 
to  bazaars,  theatricals,  and  concerts  to 
raise  the  money.  In  reply  to  an  invitation 
to  take  part  in  the  forthcoming  Easter 
review.  Colonel  W.  J.  Alt,  the  command- 
ing officer,  had  been  obliged  to  write  to 
the  Colonel  of  the  Coldstream  Guards  to 
the  effect  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
heavy  expense  the  corps  was  put  to  in  the 
matter  of  rifle  ranges,  &o.,  it  could  not 
afford  to  take  part  with  an  Easter  march- 
ing column,  or  to  attend  any  review  that 
would  neoessitate  a  railway  journey. 
The  f&sult  of  this  would  be  most  dis- 
cour^ng,  and  its  effect  upon  recmitinK 
most  disastrous.  He  thought  it  should 
not  be  necessary  for  an  officer  to  have  to 
return  such  an  answer  as  that. 

Colonel  SALI8-S0HWABE  (Lanca- 
shire, S;E.,  Middleton)  said,  he  was 

Digitized  by  Google 


1517  Army  {Masch 


22,  1886}       {AuxiUary  Forceg).  1518 


sorry  to  have  to  support  any  Motion 
Thich  would  swell  the  already  enormous 
sum  of  their  Army  Estimates;  but  he 
was  of  opinion  that  the  money  which 
should  be  spent  for  the  Volunteers  might 
be  obtained  from  economies  elsewhere. 
The  moment  to  point  that  out  would 
arise  on  the  Estimates.  The  Volunteer 
Forces  were  already  ]kept  ttp  to  a  great 
extent  by  the  officers,  and  the  omoers 
were  getting  rather  tired  of  haring 
always  to  pay,  and  it  was  only  for  a 
limited  period  that  they  would  continue 
to  pay.  A  great  many  Volunteers, 
especially  those  in  Lancashire,  put  for- 
ward the  statement  that  if  they  got 
extra  money  they  would  give  extra 
efficiency,  more  especially  with  reference 
to  better  shooting.  Some  Volunteers 
thought  that  the  recent  Orders  granting 
extra  rank  and  the  right  of  wearing 
uniform  on  retirement  were  offered  as  a 
sop  in  lieu  of  uniform.  He  did  not 
think  80,  but  would  be  glad  if  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  would  confirm 
his  view.  He  hoped  whatever  was  de- 
cided upon  would  be  retrospective  with 
regard  to  this  year.  Bven  then  the 
omcers  would  not  benefit  antil  April  next 
year. 

SiK  EDWAED  HAMLET  (Birken- 
head) said,  he  was  strongly  in  favour  of 
the  Motion.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
not  object  to  hear  some  remarks  from 
one  who,  though  not  connected  with  the 
Volunteers,  had  made  a  careful  exami- 
nation into  the  position  of  the  force,  and 
who  had  acquired  thereby  a  great  in- 
terest in  it,  and  a  profound  conviction  of 
its  inestimable  value  to  the  country.  It 
would  suffice  if  he  stated  why  he 
attached  high  value  to  the  forcei  and 
why  he  thought  this  increase  was 
urgently  necessary.  Our  Volunteers 
were  nothinjg  short  of  a  great  defenuve 
Army,  which,  with  a  little  more  generous 
aid,  and  with  the  public  interest  in  its 
afifdrs  which  was  so  essential  to  the 
prosperity  of  any  institution  in  this 
country,  would,  he  believed,  become 
capable  of  meeting  an  equal  force  of 
Oontinental  troops,  if  such  should  be 
landed  on  oar  coasts.  He  did  not  assert 
that  the  force  was  now  efficient  to  that 
degree,  but  that  it  was  capable  of  easily 
becoming  so.  In  an  investigation  he 
had  occasion  to  make  last  year  he  was 
led  to  conclude  that  of  all  the  forces—- 
Begulars,  Militia,  and  Volunteers— 
which  might  be  assembled  for  the  de- 
fence of  the  Kingdom,  the  Volunteers 


would  constitute  two-thirds,  and  on  the 
basisof  the  present  Estimatesit  appeared 
that  each  efficient  Volunteer  last  year 
cost  the  country  63«.  He  quite  agreed 
with  his  hon.  Friend  who  moved  the 
Hesolution  (Bir.  Howard  Vincent)  that 
if  any  of  the  great  Military  Powers  on 
the  Continent  had  happened  to  possess 
such  a  force,  so  oheap,  so  capable  of  be- 
coming formidable,  and  so  dependent 
for  its  existence  on  the  will  of  its  indi- 
vidual members,  that  Power  would  have 
sedulously  fostered  and  cherished  it,  and 
studied  how  to  render  it  thoroughly  effi- 
cient and  content.  Of  course,  it  was  im- 
possible that  a  Volunteer  Army  should 
exist  in  any  country  where  conscription 
prevailed.  Volunteers  and  conscription 
were  incompatible.  In  one  respect,  at 
least,  the  advantage  was  enormously  in 
favour  of  the  Volunteer  system,  of  which 
our  Volunteers  were  the  fullest  develop- 
ment. It  had  oiten  been  assumed  by 
those  who  instituted  comparisons  be- 
tween our  Army  and  those  of  Foreign 
States  to  our  disadvantage  that  a  con- 
script Army,  whatever  else  it  might  be, 
was  a  oheap  one.  That  was  a  delusion. 
A  conscript  Army  was  terribly  costly. 
The  expense  of  its  pay  and  maintenance 
afforded  no  test  of  the  burden  which 
conscription  inflicted  upon  a  nation.  It 
took  the  best  of  the  youth  of  the  coun- 
try from  the  labours  of  the  field,  the 
workshop,  and  the  desk,  and  forbade 
them  in  the  most  active  part  of  life  from 
contributing  anything  whatsoever  to  the 
wealth  or  productiveness  of  the  nation  ; 
and  it  was  in  that  way  that  huge  con- 
script Armies  pressed  the  life  almost 
out  of  foreign  States,  and  rendered 
existence  a  burden  to  the  population. 
But  our  Volunteers  did  not  cost  the 
country  one  penny  beyond  the  sum  he 
had  stated.  Xhey  first  performed  their 
duties  as  citizens,  and  then  gave  the 
hours  which  they  might  well  devote  to 
recreation  or  repose  to  learning  their 
duties  as  soldiers ;  and  this  they  did  so 
effectively  and  so  thoroughly,  and  in 
such  excellent  temper,  that  only  a  very 
small  percentage  ox  them  ever  failed  to 
attain  the  requisite  degree  of  efficiency. 
It  was  in  this  way  that  the  Volunteers 
contrasted  so  favourably  with  the  Armies 
of  the  great  Military  Powers;  and  he 
believed,  wherever  the  discipline  was 
most  strict,  there  it  was  most  cheerfully 
submitted  to.  The  officers  endeavoured 
to  make  themselves  j^roficient  in  the 
wojsaoa  ot  their  profoasMn ;  aiul  from  aU 
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he  and  the  country  knew  of  the  character 
aud  quality  of  the  force,  it  might  be 
relied  on  to  be  found  always  on  the  side 
of  law,  order,  and  good  government. 
This  body  of  citizen  soldierB,  of  which 
the  countxy  had  uncommon  reason  to  be 
proud,  ana  which  he,  for  his  part,  oould 
never  think  about  without  wonder  and 
admiration,  was  a  National  Force  such  as 
no  other  nation  in  Europe  did  or  could 
possess,  and  yet  it  was  one  that  had 
always  led  a  struggling  existence.  On 
the  theory  of  the  aurrival  of  the  fittest 
it  must  have  been  very  fit  to  have  sur- 
vived so  long.  He  did  not  know  whether 
any  Minister  had  ever  bestowed  any 
gracious  words  upon  it ;  if  so  they  had 
given  it  very  little  else.  The  men  had 
subscribed  out  of  their  own  pockets  for 
travelling  expenses,  and  had  contributed 
to  a  fund  for  maintaining  the  efficiency 
of  the  corps ;  while  their  officers  had 
contributed  to  the  fund  in  a  far  more 
considerable  degree.  He  had  a  letter 
from  a  commanding  officer,  in  which 
that  gentleman  said  that  during  the 
period  of  his  command  he  had  spent 
thousands  of  pounds  on  Uie  efficiency  of 
his  corps ;  that  he  could  no  longer  con- 
tinue to  do  so ;  that  the  prospects  of  the 
force  were  never  so  gloomy  as  at  present; 
and  that  officers,  otherwise  willing  to 
join,  were  deterred  from  doing  so  by  the 
prospect  of  the  expense  in  these  depressed 
times.  Thus  it  would  be  seen  that  it 
was  at  a  serious  crisis  in  the  history  and 
aff'airs  of  the  force  that  they  now  asked 
the  House  and  the  nation  to  bestow  on 
the  Volunteers  the  great  advantage  of 

g reserving  that  force  to  the  State  ;  and 
e  hoped  the  coimtry  would  not  allow  it 
to  suffer,  to  fade,  and  die  out  from  mere 
inanition.  They  should  consider  what 
our  condition  would  be  without  this 
force,  and  the  strength  which  the  Go- 
vernment would  derive  in  dealing  with 
foreign  countries  from  the  sense  of 
security  at  home.  He  knew  that  there 
were  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who  pro- 
fessed to  regard  invasion  as  a  bug- 
bear, and  were  ready  to  vote  away  Army, 
fortifications,  and  defences  of  all  kinds  in 
their  ardent  desire  to  conciliate  the  tax- 
payer, who  was  also  an  elector.  But 
there  were  other  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
might  be  supposed  to  know  something 
of  military  questions,  who  believed  that 
invasion  was  a  very  possible  calamity, 
disregarded  only  because  it  had  not  hap- 
pened in  our  own  time.  Napoleon  con- 
templated it,  and  had  inade  mature  pre- 

8ir  £dward  Barnley 


parations  for  landing,  which  had  only 
been  prevented  from  being  carried  ont 
by  the  vigilance  of  Nelson.  The  facili- 
ties for  invasion  were  far  greater  now 
than  in  the  time  of  Napoleon ;  and  as 
for  the  precautions  which  the  country 
took  to  protect  its  wealth  and  itself, 
the  army  which  King  Harold  marched 
to  Hastings  was  better  qualified  to  keep 
the  field  than  any  proportionate  force 
which  could  now  be  brought  to  defend 
the  country  against  invasion.  And  what 
a  rude  awakening  would  successful  in- 
vasion, however  temporary,  bring !  £m- 

{>ire  and  liberty  and  self-respect — our 
ofty  aspirations  and  our  great  preten- 
sions— England  as  the  home  of  freedom, 
and  Britannia  as  ruler  of  the  waves — 
would  all  vanish  in  the  smoke  of  an 
enemy's  camp.  Even  the  Treasury  Bench 
— '*  yea,  all  which  it  inherit  would  die- 
solve,  and  leave  not  a  wreck  behind." 
If  they  were  now  to  meet  these  mode- 
rate demands,  and  by  this  slight  assist- 
ance check  the  ebbing  tide  in  the  Vo- 
lunteer movement,  which  had  set  in 
owing  to  the  long  neglect  and  small 
encouragement  given  to  it,  they  might 
be  sure  that  they  could  not  lay  out 
money  in  a  better  form  than  in  in- 
creasing that  Army  which  must  always 
form  the  main  element  of  our  national 
defences. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  E.  Oladstonb)  (Mid 
Lothian) :  Sir,  I  make  no  scruple  in  in- 
terposing myself  between  hon.  Membera 
of  the  House,  because  I  think  it  is 
necessary  that  the  House  should  know 
the  position  in  which  the  Government 
stand  in  relation  to  this  question.  I 
hear  this  Motion  recommended  as  usual 
upon  grounds  of  economy — upon  the 
ground  that  this  is  an  extremely  cheap 
force.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
(Sir  Edward  Hamley)  who  has  just  sat 
down  I  do  not  think  conceals  that  an 
increase  to  all  kinds  of  the  forces  is  what 
he  desires,  because,  according  to  him, 
nothing  has  been  done.  The  fact  that 
we  have  more  than  doubled  the  defence 
Estimates  of  this  country  within  a  mode- 
rate number  of  years  does  nothing  at  all, 
in  the  minds  of  a  certain  class,  except 
darken  the  colours  in  which  the  state  of 
the  country  are  painted,  sharpen  the 
appetite  for  further  augmentation,  and 
increase  the  pressure  brought  to  bear 
upon  the  Government  for  enlarged  ex- 
penditure by  a  Honse  of  Conmions 
whichf  aocoitliBg  to  tii«£leaitita|uw,  is 
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eent  here  not  to  enlarge,  but  to  diminieh 
the  expenses  of  the  country.  That  is 
the  function  of  the  House  of  Commons 
in  our  GonsUtution,  and  it  is  a  function 
to  which  J,  for  one,  mean  to  adhere,  and 
Z  mean  not  to  be  a  party  to  a  trans- 
gression on  the  part  of  any  House  of 
Commons  beyond  the  lines  that  the  Con- 
stitution prescribes  to  it.  It  is  the  duty 
of  the  ExecaUve  Gk>Temment  to  consider 
and  to  determine  what  proposals  shall 
be  made  to  Parliament  in  regard  to  the 
military  as  well  as  to  the  other  expendi- 
tore  of  the  country.  It  is  the  duty  of 
Parliament  to  accept,  or  reject,  or  alter 
those  proposals ;  but  the  Constitution 
does  not  permit  the  Parliament  to  in- 
crease the  sums  that  are  asked  by  the 
Executive  Govemment  for  the  defence 
of  the  country.  The  House  of  Commons, 
Sir,  has  no  title  to  increase  the  charge 
upon  the  people  beyond  what  the  Exe- 
cutive Government  demands.  [CWm  of 
"  Oh,  oh !  "]  Yes.  I  hear  those  mur- 
murs comiing  from  what  is  called  by 
itself  the  Constitutional  Party;  but  I 
am  speaking  the  language  of  history, 
the  leuigaage  of  law,  the  IaDgui4^  which 
the  Tory  Far^  of  50  years  ago  would 
have  been  the  very  first  to  support  and 
to  re-echo.  The  Tory  Party  of  to  day  is 
a  very  different  Party.  Of  its  opinions 
I  am  not  the  judge ;  but  I  am  the  judge 
of  my  own  opinions  and  of  my  own 
actions.  Now,  here  is  a  proposal  in 
which,  although  the  House  of  Commons 
is  not  allowed  to  iucrease,  and  has  no 
power  to  increase  by  a  single  farthing, 
the  expenditure  of  the  country,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Ur.  Yinoent  Howard)  has 
contrived  to  sail  pretty  near  the  wind 
by  his  Resolution,  for  this  House  of 
Commons,  which  cannot  increase  the 
expenditure,  is  invited  by  him  to  vote 
that  for  the  thorough  efficiency,  main- 
tenance, and  development  of  the  Yolun- 
teer  Force  an  immediate  increase  in  the 
present  Capitation  Grant  is  absolutely 
and  urgently  necessary.  Now,  if  we 
were  persons  regardful  only  to  meet,  as 
is  sometimes  charged  upon  us,  the  wants 
of  the  hour  and  the  convenience  of  the 
hour,  nothing  could  better  suit  our  pur- 
poses than  to  accept  the  present  Motion, 
because  it  will  not  bear  to  the  extent  of 
a  single  shilling  upon  the  expenditure 
of  the  present  year — I  beg  pardon,  I 
mean  by  the  present  year  the  year  of 
the  present  Session  in  which  we  are 
legiBiattng — ^but  on  the  expenditure  of 
the  coming  finmuial  year.  Xhepnseat 


arrangements — the  arrangemeDts  that  it 
will  be  the  duty  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
near  me  (Sir  William,  HarcourtJ  to  pro- 
pose, in  the  course  of  two  or  three  weeks 
from  the  present  time,  would  not  be  in 
the  slightest  degree  affected,  consequently 
we  have  no  interest  connected  with  any 
immediate  financial  or  other  d^culty  of 
our  own  in  opposing  this  Motion.  It 
ie  quite  evident,  from  the  way  in  which 
this  Motion  has  been  received,  that  our 
immediate  interest  lies  all  the  other  way. 
I  wish  to  state  our  position  in  reference 
to  the  Motion  as  it  is,  and  as  it  will  be, 
if,  unfortunately,  the  Motion  should  be 
passed.  It  will  be  exactly  the  same  as 
it  is  now.  It  will  not  be  altered,  so  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  in  the  slightest  de- 
gree. If  this  or  any  other  House  of 
Commons  wants  a  Minister  who  is 
ready  to  accept,  independently  of  his 
own  judgment,  the  orders  of  the  House 
of  Commons  for  an  increase  of  the  taxes 
of  the  country,  all  I  can  say  is,  I  have 
no  doubt  it  will  find  such  a  Minister ; 
but  that  Minister  will  not  be  the  one 
who  now  addresses  you.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  near  me  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannerman) 
has  given  his  best  attention  to  this  Mo- 
tion. He  has  had  to  apply  himself 
rapidly,  but  carefully,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, to  preparing  the  Estimates  of 
the  year ;  and,  in  the  second  instance,  to 
the  varied  business  of  the  Department 
to  which  he  has  so  recently  succeeded. 
He  has,  I  believe,  had  the  advantage 
of  receiving  a  highly- informed  deputa- 
tion on  this  subject.  He  has  met  that 
deputation  in  no  hostile  spirit;  he  has 
promised  an  examination  of  the  ques- 
tion ;  and  he  has  promised  that  examina- 
tion in  terms  which,  in  the  fij*8t  place, 
do  not  bind  him  to  refuse  the  proposal 
now  made ;  and,  in  the  aeeond  place,  if 
they  are  to  be  interpreted  at  al^  would 
be  interpreted  in  the  seoise  its  being 
very  far  from  unlikely  that  he  might 
see  cause  to  make  some  proposal  of  the 
kind.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  asked  of  those  with  whom  he  has 
communicated  that  he  may  be  left  free 
to  examine  this  question ;  and  that  is 
what  we  ask,  and  that  is  what  we  claim. 
It  is  our  duty  to  claim  it  as  the  Executive 
Government  of  the  country — it  is  our 
duty  to  claim  it,  and  it  is  our  duty  to 
exercise  that  freedom;  and  that  free- 
dom will  remain,  and  will  be  exercised 
in  precisely  the  same  manner,  whatever 
ooune  may  be  token  by  the  House  of 

Digitized  by  V.jOO^ 


1628  Army  {COMMONS}        (Awiliarp  Farea).  1524 


Commons  with  reference  to  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Qentleman;  and  in  making 
that  announcement  I  am  saying  what 
belongs  to  the  elementary  truths  of  the 
British  Constitution.  I  am  a  witness  of 
the  practice  of  a  long  period.  I  have 
strong  convictions  as  to  what  is  neces- 
sary for  the  welfare  of  the  country. 
I  belieTe  that  the  welfare  of  its  finance 
lies  at  the  root  of  the  well-being  of  the 
country.  There  is  nothing  so  easy  and 
nothing  fio  vulgar  as  to  tamper  with 
sound  finance.  There  is  nothing  so  easy 
and  nothing  so  vulgar,  because  that 
tampering  is  recommended  by  the  al- 
most certainty  that  there  will  be,  for 
some  length  of  time,  no  intolerable  in- 
convenience as  the  result.  It  is  the 
nature  of  financial  difficulty  to  be  first 
felt  when  it  has  become  hopeless  and 
incurable,  and  therefore  it  is  that  it  is 
the  business  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment to  be  specially  the  steward  of  sound 
finance  ;  and  of  all  the  points  belonging 
to  that  stewardship  there  is  none  so 
weighty  and  none  so  sacred  as  the  re- 
serving in  their  own  hands,  for  their 
own  free  and  deliberate  judgment,  the 
determination  of  the  proposals  which 
they  make  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
It  may  be  said — and  it  would  be  said 
with  perfect  truth — that  it  is  their  duty 
to  listen  carefully,  and  to  listen  respect- 
fully, to  all  that  can  be  ur^ed  in  the 
House  of  Commons  on  a  subject  of  this 
nature.  I  am  not  deprecating  the  de- 
bating of  such  subjects;  I  am  not  de- 
precating the  expression  of  opinion  by 
highly-instructed  persons  like  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  (Sir  Edward  Hamley),  or  even 
by  less-instructed  persons,  although  I 
must  say  that  those  expressions  of  opi- 
nion have,  within  the  course  of  the  last 
20  years,  cost  the  country  enormous  sums 
of  money.  I  hope  that  it  may  all  have 
been  well  and  judiciously  laid  out ;  but 
on  that  subject  I  am,  perhaps,  a  little 
too  old  to  learn,  and  a  sceptical  habit 
hea,  in  some  degree,  got  possession  of 
my  miad.  I  wish  to  say  that  it  is  not  to 
limit  the  liberty  of  debate— it  is  not  1o 
deny  the  special  duty  of  the  Executive 
Government  to  attach  importance  to 
what  they  hear,  and  to  the  information 
they  receive,  and  the  authority  brought 
to  bear  upon  them  everywhere,  and 
most  of  all  here ;  it  is  with  regard  to 
the  attempts  that  have  now  become 
fashionable  to  leave  upon  the  Execu- 
tive Governmont  the  respondbilities  of 


taxation,  and  to  assume  for  popular 
speaking  and  popular  Motions  in  this 
House  the  duty  of  determining  expen- 
diture. It  was  my  duty  only  a  few  days 
ago  to  protest  against  a  Motion  made  in 
this  House  which,  as  I  said,  tended  to 
confuse  the  provinces  of  the  Legislative 
and  Executive  power,  and  to  make  the 
Legislative  into  the  Executive.  Bat, 
Sir,  the  objection  which  was  felt  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  upon  that  occasion 
applies  with  tenfold  g^ter  force  to  the 
Motion  that  is  now  before  us.  There  is 
nothing  in  which  it  is  bo  dangerous  to 
make  the  House  of  Commons,  being  the 
Legislative,  exercise  the  funotions  of  the 
Executive,  as  in  the  power  of  raising 
the  pnblio  charge—  there  is  nothing  so 
dangerous  as  that  the  responsibility  of 
raising  the  public  charge  in  this  country 
should  be  separated  from  the  responsi- 
bility of  discovering  and  proposing  the 
means  of  meeting  that  charge.  It  is 
that  severance  at  which  the  hon.  G^tle- 
man  opposite  who  has  made  this  Motion 
aims  at  effecting.  He  wants  to  make  us 
impose  larger  burdens  on  the  people. 
He  proposes  to  increase  the  Volunteer 
charge — is  that  not  a  larger  burden  on 
the  people  ? 

Mh.  HOWARD  VINCENT:  What  I 
say  is,  that  by  increasing  the  grant  you 
wUl  prevent  a  greater  burden  falling  on 
the  people. 

Ms.  GLADSTONE:  I  beg  your  par- 
don. The  hon.  Member  has  made  his 
speech,  and  I  heard  it.  I  am  not  going 
to  enter  into  an  argument  with  the'hon. 
Gentleman  upon  the  qnestiou  whether 
an  addition  to  the  Volunteer  chaise  is 
not  an  addition  to  the  public  expendi- 
ture. He  says  it  is  not  an  addition  to 
the  public  expenditure;  I  say  it  is  an 
addition  to  the  public  expenditure ;  and 
although  I  am  extremely  sorry  to  dis- 
agree with  him,  my  experience  compels 
me  to  reject  the  high  authority  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  But  I  say  there  is  no 
one  point  in  which  it  would  be  so  danger- 
ous to  assign  to  the  Houee  of  Commons 
the  functions  of  the  Exeoutive  as  in  sepa- 
rating the  power  of  increasing  the  puoUo 
charge  and  the  responsibility  of  finding 
the  means  of  meeting  it.  I  have  frankly 
laid  my  protest  on  this  subject  before 
the  House.  I  do  not  wish  at  all  to  mis- 
represent in  any  direction  the  attitude 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  near  me  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman)  or  the  attitude 
of  the  Government ;  but  I  sum  up  that 
which  I  have  had  to  say-^jliiB  not  vezy 
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agreeable  announcement  I  hare  liad  to 
make — in  declaring,  for  my  part,  that  in 
the  days  or  months  which  may  remain  to 
me  I  must  adhere  to  the  unquestion- 
able principles  of  this  House's  consti- 
tution, and  must  decline  to  accept 
orders  from  the  Bepresentatires  of  the 
people  sent  here  to  diminish  the  public 
burdens.  I  must  decline  to  accept  orders 
from  tiiem  to  increase  the  public  burdens. 
I  reserve  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  and 
to  the  Government  the  duty  of  prose- 
cuting the  inquiry  into  this  matter  in  the 
spirit  in  which  he  met  the  deputation 
the  other  day.  We  will  not  be  biassed 
against  the  Motion — against  the  pro- 
posal involved  in  the  Motion — by  any- 
thing that  may  take  place  here.  We 
will  endeavour  to  give  careful  and  re- 
spectful attention  to  all  arguments  that 
may  be  urged  in  its  support.  If  the 
judgmeut  of  the  Government  be  that 
this  augmentation  of  a  charge  which 
has  grown  with  great  rapidity,  happily 
owing  to  the  enormous  increase  in  the 
number  of  our  Volunteers,  whom  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  (Sir  Ed- 
ward Hamley)  who  spoke  last  appears 
tospefdc  of  as  a  decaying,  if  not  a  dying 
force,  is  desirable,  he  will  not  be  deterred 
by  anything  that  may  be  done  here, 
however  wo  may  object  to  it  in  principle, 
from  giving  that  fair  and  candid  ex- 
amination to  the  subject  which  he  has 
already  promised ;  but  his  responsibility 
for  proposing,  upon  his  own  judgment 
and  the  judgEnent  of  his  Colleagues, 
the  chaise  that  he  may  think  necessary 
for  maintaining  the  Yolunteer  Forces,  as 
well  as  the  other  forces  of  the  country, 
must  remain  entire,  and  cannot  be  taken 
off  the  shoulders  of  the  Government  by 
any  vote,  however  important  in  itself, 
that  may  he  given  in  the  House  of 
Oommons. 

Su  UICHAFL  HIOK8-BEA0H 
(Bristol,  W.)  :  I  have  been  very  much 
surprised  at  the  extraordinary  and,  if  I 
may  venture  to  say — with  all  respect  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman — what  appears 
to  me  the  entirely  uncalled-for  nature  of 
tho  Prime  Minister's  reply  to  the  Motion 
of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Howard  Vin- 
cent). The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
accused  my  hon.  Friend  of  tampering 
with  the  principles  of  sound  finance,  of 
ordering  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
impose  increased  burdens  on  the  people, 
and  of  attempting  to  usurp  the  functions 
of  the  ExecuttTe  power,  and  all  becaoae 


my  hon.  Friend,  being  most  thoroughly 
acquainted  with  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  has  ventured  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  present  position  of 
the  Volunteer  Force,  and  to  impress 
upon  Her  Majesty's  Government  the 
necessity  of  improving  that  position. 
Well,  if  it  were  a  question  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  sound  finance,  I  think  my  hon. 
Friend  might,  with  some  justice,  reply 
that  on  the  Motitm  which  ho  has  pro- 
posed he  bad  made  what,  in  the  opinion 
of  man)'  hon.  Members  of  this  House, 
would  be  a  measure  of  extremely  sound 
finance  by  adding  to  the  efficiency  of  the 
cheapest  military  force  which  this  country 
possesses.  I  do  not  suppose  any  hon. 
Member  in  the  House  will  question  the 
Constitutional  doctrines  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  it  rests  with  the  Execu- 
tive Government,  and  not  with  any  other 
Member  of  the  House,  to  impose  an 
additional  burden  on  the  people ;  but  it 
is  the  first  time  I  have  ever  heard 
that  well-known  Constitutional  doctrine 
brought  forward  as  a  reason  why  a 
Member  of  theHouse  of  Commons  should 
not  call  attention  to  what  he  considered 
to  be  a  grievance  and  a  fault  in  the  con* 
stitution  of  any  of  Her  Majesty's  Forces, 
and  to  call  upon  the  Government  of  the 
day  to  remedy  it.  [Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
8T0NB :  I  said  so.]  We  are  all  as  anxious 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  be  not 
to  interfere  with  the  proper  functions  of 
the  Executive  power.  We  supported 
him  loyally  in  that  view  the  other  night ; 
but  there  was  nothing  that  I  can  see  in 
the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  that  for 
a  moment  renders  him  susceptible  to 
the  accusations  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. The  Frimo  Minister  told  us  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman)  bad  received  a 
deputation  on  this  subject,  and  had  con- 
sidered it  in  no  hostile  spirit.  I  do  not 
know  what  reply  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man made  to  that  deputation ;  but  if  the 
tone  of  his  reply  was  similar  to  that  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister,  I  am  afraid  I  can  hardly  say 
that  the  deputation  was  received  in  no 
hostile  spirit.  What  is  the  request  made 
by  my  hon.  Friend  ?  It  is  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  shall  consider  at 
as  early  a  date  as  possible  the  present 
position  of  the  Volunteer  Force  m  this 
matter,  with  a  view  of  remedying  the 
difficulty  in  which  it  at  present  stands. 
The  Prune  Minister  has  admitted  that 
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if  the  Besolution  were  carried  no  addi- 
tional expenses  would  be  imposed  on 
the  taxpayers  during  the  ensuing  year. 
But  it  would  be,  I  must  say,  a  very 
signiGcant  statement  to  Her  Majesty's 
GoTernment,  and  a  statonient  which 
this  Ilouse  has  a  perfect  rij^fat  to  make, 
if  it  thinks  fit  to  make  it,  that  this  is  a 
subject  urgently  and  immediately  de- 
manding their  attention,  with  a  view  to 
placing  the  Volunteer  Torce  in  a  better 
position  than  that  in  which  it  at  present 
stands.  No  one  can  deny  that  it  is  not 
only  competent  for,  but  the  bounden 
duty  of,  the  House  of  Ck>mmon8  to  con- 
sider a  question  of  this  sort,  and  if  it 
believes  a  change  to  be  necessary  to  re- 
commend Budi  change  to  Her  Majesty's 
GoTemment.  Well,  now,  what  are  the 
circumstances?  We  have  had  some 
speeches  in  this  debate,  made,  I  am 
quite  sure  it  will  be  admitted  by  hon. 
Members  opposite,  from  no  Party  point 
of  view  whatever.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister  did  his  best 
to  impart  a  Party  tone  to  this  question; 
and  if  we  chose  to  do  so,  I  think  we 
might  fairly  ask  whether  he  who  is  re- 
sponsible for  the  expenditure — the  waste 
of  millions  of  pounds — in  the  Soudan 
ought  to  be  the  man  to  object,  on  the 
score  of  sound  finance,  to  this  additional 
ejcpenditure  which  is  aaked  for?  But, 
Sir,  I  do  not  want  to  dwell  upon  cun- 
siderationa  of  that  kind  ;  what  I  do 
want  is  the  House  and  tlw  Government 
to  consider  the  Motion  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  made  by  him  as  it  has  been  in  a 
speedi  of  extreme  ability,  displaying  in* 
timate  knowledge  of  the  subject,  sup- 
ported as  it  hasoeen  by  two  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House, 
also  welt  acquainted  with  the  circum- 
stances, and  backed  up  with  the  high 
authority  of  the  gallant  General  behind 
me  (Sir  Edward  Hamley) — I  do  want 
the  House  and  the  Government  to  con- 
sider whether  this  is  not  a  Motion  which 
fairly  and  properly  calls  for  their  atten- 
tion. Is  it  true,  in  the  firat  place,  that 
there  is  a  very  large  expenditure,  and 
an  increasing  expenditure,  imposed  upon 
the  officers  of  the  Volunteer  Force  by 
the  necessary  requirements  of  that  force  ? 
That  has  not  been  denied  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister. 
Can  it  be  denied  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  AVar?  Well,  if  it  be  true  that 
the  necessary  expenditure  imposes  such 
a  burden  on  the  officers  of  the  Volunteer 

Sir  ^eha$l  Sick$*B4ach 


Force — that  year  by  year  it  becomes 
more  and  more  difficult  efficiently  to 
officer  the  Volunteer  Force — surely  here 
is  a  matter  urgently  demanding  the 
attention  of  the  House.  Will  it  be  said 
that  this  expenditure  is  not  necessary  ? 
Why,  if  it  is  not  necessary  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  War  Department  to  put  a  stop  to 
it ;  but  I  do  not  think  that  can  be  con- 
tended for  a  moment.  You  have  the 
force  depending  upon  the  voluntary  work 
of  the  people.  That  work  is  cheerfully 
and  anxiously  done ;  but  it  is  not  fair 
for  this  country  to  call  upon  those  who 
are  ready  to  give  her  their  services  in 
this  way  to  incur  great  and  swamping 
burdens  in  their  attempt  properly  to 
fulfil  th«r  duly.  I  do  hope  that,  after 
the  remarkable  effunon  of  uie  right  hon. 
Gentlemw  the  Prime  Minister,  we  may 
have  some  more  soothing  statement  in 
reply  from  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War ;  and  I  do  hope  that  the  Volunteer 
Force,  who  form  so  large  a  part  of  the 
law-abiding  citizens  of  this  country,  are 
not  to  be  told,  in  reply  to  the  Motion  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  that  this  Motion  is 
made  merely  with  the  view  of  increasing 
the  expenditure  on  the  Army,  which 
hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
are  always  ready  to  put  forward  as  one 
of  the  most  earnest  desires  of  anybody 
on  the  Opposition  Benches  who  ventures 
to  touch  upon  these  matters.  The  Mo- 
tion has  been  made  by  my  hon.  Friend 
because  he  believes  it  to  be  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  continued  efficiency  of 
the  Volunteer  Force  that  the  Oi^itation 
Grant  should  be  increased.  I  am  anxious 
to  hear  the  reply  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman),  who 
is  responsible  to  this  House  and  to  this 
country  for  the  continued  efficiency  of 
the  force,  and  I  do  hope  that  he  will 
deal  with  this  matter  in  the  non-Farty 
spirit,  the  fair  spirit,  in  which  it  was  in- 
troduced by  my  hon.  Friend,  and  that 
he  will  not  descend  to  the  unfair  and 
the  clap-trap  arguments  of  the  Prime 
Minister. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (SirWiLLiAMHiBCODBT)  (Derby): 
I  wish  to  say  a  word  with  regard  to  the 
form  of  the  Motion.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  Michael  Hiclra-Beach) 
who  has  just  sat  down  rather  judiciously 
avoided  referring  to  the  terms  of  the 
actual  Motion.  He  said  that  they  were 
entitled— and  no  one  would  deny  it — ^to 
call  attention  to  the  condition  of  ttie 
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Yolunteers,  and  to  show  that  certain 
changes  are  necessary  and  expedient  for 
the  improTement  of  the  condition  of  the 
Force.  But  those  are  not  the  terms  of 
the  Motion.  The  Motion  declares  that 
an  immediate  increase  in  the  Oapitation 
Grant  is  absolutely  and  urgently  neoes- 
eary.  I  can  read  this  Motion  only  as  a 
disuDCt  declaration  for  an  increase  of  the 
charge  upon  the  people.  There  will  be 
no  end  to  the  increase  of  expenditure  in 
tiiis  couutiy  if  Motions  of  this  character, 
popular  in  themselves,  can  be  made  and 
carried.  This  is  a  popular  Motion  for 
this  reason — that  the  Volunteer  Force 
is  deservedly  one  of  the  most  popular 
bodies  in  this  country;  and  certainly  I, 
for  one,  shall  say  no  word  against  any 
amount  of  praise  being  bestowed  upon 
that  force.  But  I  say  that  it  is  a  most 
dangerous  thing  to  pass  general  Besolu- 
tions  of  this  kind,  calling  for  increased 
chai^;es,  but  not  indicating  whence  the 
means  are  to  come  to  meet  those 
charges.  Consider  the  position  in  which 
this  Motion  would  place  a  future  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer?  That  is  a 
point  which  deserves  the  attention  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks^^ach).  The  present  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  may  escape  the  con- 
sequences of  this  Motion,  which  amounts 
to  a  proposal  to  increase  the  charge 
upon  the  people  a  year  hence.  This 
is  rather  like  drawing  a  bill  at  a  long 
date  for  somebody  else  to  meet.  If 
it  is  objectionable  in  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply to  give  a  Vote  for  the  immediate  in- 
crease of  a  charge,  it  is  ten  times  more 
objectionable  to  give  a  Vote  for  a  charge 
which  is  to  take  effect  in  a  more  or  less 
distant  future.  I  hope  that  the  House 
will  not  pass  the  Motion  in  its  present 
form.  If  the  desire  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Howard  Vincent)  is  to 
do  gfood  to  the  Volunteer  Force  he  ought 
to  avoid  a  form  of  Motion  which  cannot 
bnt  lead  to  controversy  between  the  two 
sides  of  the  Honse.  If  bis  intention  is 
to  call  attention  to  the  condition  of  the 
"Volunteer  Force,  to  point  out  the  man- 
ner in  which  that  force  is  defective  in 
its  organization,  or  in  other  respects  to 
awaken  public  opinion  on  the  subject, 
and  to  aid  the  judgment  of  this  House, 
let  his  Motion  take  that  direction,  and 
then  he  will  further  what  I  am  sure 
is  the  o'bject  of  every  hon.  Gentleman 
in  this  House  —  namely,  to  act  in  a 
gcDOTont  and  grateful  spirit  towards 


the  great  Volunteer  Force  of  this  coun- 
try. 

Me.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  (Edin- 
burgh and  St.  Andrew's  Universities) 
said,  that  he  could  not  understand  what 
object  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  in  rising  at  the  particular  time  he 
did,  unless  it  was  to  oool  down  the  de- 
bate from  the  extraordinary  heat  which 
had  been  raised  by  the  Prime  Minister. 
He  had  the  honour  to  command  the 
largest  Volunteer  corps  in  the  Kingdom, 
and,  if  he  were  not  mutakffli,  he  had  the 
higher  honour  of  once  having  had  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  himself  under 
his  command.  [Mr.  Caupbell-Banver- 
MAN :  No,  no  !1  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  William  Harcourt)  spoke  of 
this  Motion  as  being  popular  because 
the  Volunteer  Force  was  popular.  On 
behalf  of  the  Volunteers  he  wished  to 
say  that  this  was  not  a  question  at  all  of 
popularity  or  unpopularity.  It  was  a 
question  whether  in  the  opinion  of  the 
House  it  was  cheaper  by  at  present  doing 
nothing  to  run  the  risk  of  the  Volunteer 
Force  going  to  the  bad,  or  whether  it 
was  nght  that  the  House  should  inform 
Her  Ibijesty's  Goreniment  by  vote  that 
it  considered  that  state  of  things  as  dan- 
gerous. If  the  Government  nad  been 
able  to  say  that  the  state  of  the  Volun- 
teer Force  was  as  satisfactory  as  re- 
garded finance  as  it  was  as  to  efficiency, 
then  they  should  have  had  the  statement 
without  the  impassioned  language  of  the 
Prime  Minister.  As  they  had  heard  the 
other  day  from  the  Secretary  for  War,  no 
fewer  than  1,090  commissions  were  va- 
cant in  the  Volunteer  Force,  while  at  the 
same  time  the  Volunteer  movement  itself 
was  never  more  popular  than  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  The  cause  of  that  was  that 
officers,  having  spent  large  sums,  left 
the  Service  when  to  the  great  benefit  of 
the  country  they  might  have  remained, 
and  new  officers  coiud  not  be  got  owing 
to  the  terror  of  the  charges  to  which 
they  would  be  subjected.  Nothing  coidd 
be  ultimately  more  demoralizing  in  a 
force  of  that  kind  than  that  it  should  be 
officered  by  men  who  had  to  make  large 
payments  out  of  their  own  pockets  for 
their  support.  The  Commanding  Officer 
could  not  exercise  the  same  discipline, 
nor  could  he  so  easily  get  rid  of  non- 
efficient  officers,  because  he  knew  that 
officers  had  to  make  large  sacrifices  of 
money  during  the  time  they  had  held 
commissions.    Not  only  so,  but  there 
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could  be  no  question  about  the  fact  that 
the  best  officers  they  could  get  were 
young  men,  and  such  young  men  vere 
not  generally  in  a  position  to  make  the 
necessary  expenditure.  Those  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  who  deored  that  the 
ICotion  should  be  carried  had  no  idea, 
eren  after  what  the  Prime  If  inister  had 
said,  that  the  passing  of  the  Motion 
would  be  tying  up  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment in  any  way.  No  doubt  the 
money  which  ought  to  have  been  pro- 
vided might  be  an  addition  to  the  Esti- 
mates; but  he  presumed  the  finances  of 
the  country  were  not  managed  on  a 
mere  hand-to-mouth  footing.  If  it  were 
the  fact  that  the  Volunteer  Force  would 
be  seriously  diminished,  and  perhaps 
practically  destroyed,  if  the  Motion  was 
not  given  effect  to,  then  he  thought  the 
Secretary  for  War  would  admit  that  it 
would  cost  a  much  larger  sum  to  protect 
the  country  from  invasion  by  troops  who 
were  not  Volunteers.  If  every  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  the  House  who  knew  the  real 
state  of  the  facta  voted  in  accordance 
with  that  knowledge  it  would  be  a  great 
gain  in  the  future.  In  his  own  corps, 
which  numbered  over  2,500  men,  they 
had  managed  to  scrape  together  a  sum 
to  meet  the  general  expenses;  but  he 
did  not  believe  they  would  bo  able,  in 
the  course  of  another  year,  to  get  along 
even  in  spite  of  the  large  sums  of  money 
which  he  himself  and  his  brother  officers 
had  expended  for  a  large  number  of 
years  in  carrying  on  the  corps.  If  that 
were  the  case  with  a  large  corps,  he 
could  certify  that  small  corps  could  not 
be  maintained  unless  an  addition  was 
made  to  the  C^itation  Grant. 

Ths  SEOBIlTAEY  or  STATE  ron 
WAE  (Mr.OAMPBSLi.-BAioiEiiMAN)(Stir- 
ling,  &o.) :  I  regret  extremely,  in  the 
interest  of  the  Volunteers  themselves, 
and  in  the  interest  of  the  solution  of 
this  important  question,  that  the  terms 
of  the  hon.  Member's  Motion  are  so 
unfortunate.  Undoubtedly,  that  Motion 
is  open  to  the  construction  put  upon  it 
by  the  Prime  Minister,  and  it  is  objec- 
tionable on  the  high  ground  that  the 
Executive  should  not  be  committed  to 
expenditure  in  this  way.  But  if  the 
hon.  Member's  object  was— as  I  fully 
believe  it  to  be — only  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  condition  of  the 
Volunteer  Force,  and  to  provoke  discus- 
sion,  and  possibly  an  expression  of  opi- 
nion from  this  Bench,  then  I  think  he 

Mr.  J,  ar.  A,  Mtcdonald 


has  done  very  good  service  in  bringing 
this  matter  forward.  Now,  I  was  some- 
what astonished  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man made  no  allusion  to  the  fact  that 
about  a  ooupl^  of  weeks  ago  I  had  tho 
honour  to  receive  a  large  deputation, 
consisting  not  only  of  a  number  of 
Volunteers,  but  also  many  Members  of 
Parliament  interested  in  the  movement ; 
and  I  then  stated  what  I  will  now  re- 
peat to  the  House— namely,  that  I  am 
quite  aware  that  there  is  this  difficulty 
about  officers;  I  am  quite  aware  tbat 
many  of  the  corps  are  not  in  a  satisfac- 
tory financial  position ;  but  when  I  am 
asked  suddenly  to  agree  that  58.  or  10s., 
or  any  sum  of  money,  should  be  added 
to  the  Capitation  Grant,  I  say  it  is  my 
duty  to  be  somewhat  circumspect  in  the 
matter,  and  to  a!ik  for  such  Ketums  of 
the  expenditure  of  the  various  Corps  as 
will  justify  me  in  taking  such  a  course. 
What  happened  in  1878  and  1879? 
There  was  a  similar  complaint  made  on 
the  part  of  the  Volunteer  Force,  and  a 
Committee  was  appointed,  which  had 
Lord  Bury  as  Chairman,  and  of  which 
Sir  E.  Loyd-Lindsay — now  Lord  Wan- 
tage— was  a  Member,  to  inquire  into  the 
matter.  No  two  men  could  be  men- 
tioned more  capable  to  give  an  opinion; 
and  I  was  rather  astonished  to  see 
in  TAa  Times  of  to-day  a  letter  from 
Lord  Bury,  in  which  he  states — and 
I  have  been  astonished  to-night  to 
hear  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Howard  Vincent)  repeat  the 
statement — that  that  Committee  was 
restricted  from  going  into  the  ques- 
tion of  finance.  I  cannot  imagine 
how  that  idea  could  have  entered 
Lord  Bury's  mind.  The  points  of 
reference  were  these — first,  to  inquire 
what  were  the  necessary  requirements 
of  the  Volunteer  Force ;  secondly,  whe- 
ther the  present  grant  was  sufficient 
for  its  purposes  ;  thirdly,  in  what  form 
increased  assistance  should  be  given; 
and  in  the  Keport  signed  by  Lord  Bury 
there  is  an  elaborate  analysis  of  the 
finances  of  the  Volunteers,  founded  upon 
the  Beturns  furnished  to  the  Committee. 
Now,  those  Beturns  furnished  for  the 
five  years  previous  to  1878  and  1879 
are  precisely  the  Beturns  I  wish  to  get 
for  the  five  years  previous  to  .1886, 
showing  the  expenditure  of  the  corps 
under  different  heads.  Well,  Sir,  the 
conolusion  Lord  Bury's  Committee  came 
to  was  that  the  Capitation  Grant  wa« 
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Buffioieiit  for  its  purposes,  except  as  to 
three  items.  Sappoung  that  purpose  to 
be  the  provistou  of  smctly  neoeseary 
expenditure,  the  Committee  r^orted 
they  were  of  opinion  that,  with  proper 
organization,  the  present  Oapitation 
Grant  need  not  be  increased.  Now, 
what  did  they  mean  by  "  strictly  neces- 
sary expenditure  ?  '*  I  wish  to  recall  to 
the  House  the  exact  character  of  this 
Volunteer  Force,  because  it  appears  to 
me,  from  some  things  that  we  have 
heard,  that  it  is  in  danger  of  losing  its 
character.  We  often  hear  it  said  that 
if  the  m«i  g^ve  their  time  the  Gorem- 
ment  ought  to  bear  the  charge  of 
their  expenses.  But  that  has  never 
been  the  principle  recognized  in  the 
Volunteer  Force  itself.  The  principle 
bas  always  been  that  tbe  Qorernment 
should  assist  Volunteers  in  maintaining 
their  corps  in  efficiency — in  expenditure, 
that  is,  necessary  tor  the  requisite  effi- 
ciency of  the  corps — and  that  no  other 
assistance  ought  to  be  given  to  them ; 
but  that  anything  else  ought  to  be 
furnished  from  other  sources.  What 
does  the  Beport  of  I^rd  Bury's  Com- 
mittee say  ?   It  says — 

"  The  Committee  proceeded  to  determine 
what  it«m3  of  expenditure  Trere  in  reality 
necessary  to  the  efficient  maiatenance  of  the 
corps,  and  vere,  therefore,  properly  dhargeable 
ogainat  the  public." 

This  is  a  full  recognition  of  the  prin- 
ciple I  have  stated— that  that  which  ia 
properly  chargeable  against  tbe  public 
IS  the  expenditure  in  reality  necessary 
for  the  efficient  maintenance  of  a  corps ; 
but  that  is  not  what  we  are  told  now. 
We  are  told  that  we  are  to  go  much 
further.  I  have  quoted  the  Keport  of 
this  Committee,  in  the  6rst  place,  to 
show  how  vague  are  the  recollections  of 
some  of  those  who  profess  to  be  autho- 
rities on  the  subject,  and  also  to  show 
that  on  a  previous  occasion,  when  there 
was  a  strong  feeling  among  the  Volun- 
teers that  the  grant  was  not  suffloieut, 
the  Committee  found  that  it  was  suffi- 
oient.  Well,  Sir,  what  I  promised  to 
the  deputation  to  do,  and  what  I  have 
done,  IS  t^is.  I  have  called  upon  all 
the  corps  in  the  Eingdom  to  fiumish  a 
tabulated  Betum  of  all  their  expendi- 
ture under  different  heads.  When  these 
Betums  are  received,  it  will  then  have 
to  be  determined  which  of  those  items 
of  expenditure  are  really  necessary  and 
which  are  not.   That  wul  be  a  difficult 


matter,  to  which  I  shall  carefully  address 
myseU ;  and  then  we  shall  be  able  to 
see  whether  any  or  what  addition  to  the 
Capitation  Grant  is  necessary.  I  appeal 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  not  only  on 
the  high  ground  of  sound  Constitutional 
doctrine  laid  down  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone),  but  on  the 
ground  of  common  sense,  whetherit  is  not 
moat  desirable  that,  having  the  respon- 
sibility I  have,  and  having  means  at  my 
command  of  getting  at  information 
which  are  not  open  to  the  hon.  Member 
opposite,  I  should  be  allowed  to  ascer- 
tain for  myself,  on  the  authority  of  offi- 
cial documents,  tbe  real  facts  of  the  case  ? 
Then  I  hope  I  may  be  trusted  to  come 
to  a  proper  conclusion.  I  am  not  going 
to  pass  any  eulogy  on  the  Volunteer 
Force,  for  that  is  altogether  unaeces- 
sary,  and  no  one  could  be  moref  pleased 
than  I  shall  be  if  it  falls  to  me  to  add  to 
their  efficiency,  or  relieve  tbem  from 
the  difficulty  of  which  they  now  com- 
plain. I  hare  every  disposition  in  tho 
world  to  do  whatever  is  right  in  reliev- 
ing the  Volunteers  and  adding  to  the 
success  which  has  hitherto  attended  the 
movement ;  but  I  confess  it  will  be  im- 
possible for  me,  on  humbler  grounds 
than  the  high  Constitutional  ground 
put  forward  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Prime  Minister,  to  agree  to  the 
peremptory  and  abrupt  expression  of 
opinion  contained  in  the  Motion  now 
before  this  House. 

Sib  HENEY  HAVELOCK-ALLAN 
(Durham,  S.£.)  suggested  that  the  hon. 
Member  should  eUminate  the  word 
"immediate"  from  his  Motion,  which, 
he  thought,  had  a  somewhat  peremptory 
and  harsh  tone  about  it,  and  substitute 
for  it  the  word  "early." 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  187 ;  Noes 
166:  Majority21. 


AYES. 


Abraham,  W.  (Glam.) 
Abraham,  W.  (Lime- 
rick, W.) 
Adand,  A.  H.  D. 
Acland,  0.  T.  D. 
AUen,  H.  G. 
AllisoQ,  B.  A. 
Arch,  J. 
Aeher,  A. 
Baker,  L.  J. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  J.  B. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Barbour,  W.  B. 


Barclay,  J.  W. 
Barry,  J. 
Beith,  G-. 
Bickersteth,  K. 
Btddnlph,  M. 
Blaine,  A. 
Bolton,  T.  H. 
Boyd-Kinnear,  J. 
Bradlaugh,  C. 
Brand,  hon.  H.  R. 
Bright,  W.  L. 
Broadhurat,  II. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
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Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Bninner,  J,  T. 
Bryce,  J. 
Burt,  T. 
BuxtoD,  £.  N. 
Byrne,  G.  M. 
Campbell,  Sir  O. 
Campbell,  H. 
CampbeU<BROiMimui, 

right  Mn.  H. 
Carew,  J.  L, 
Chamberlain,  B. 
Chance,  F.  A. 
Channing>  F.  A. 
Childers,  right  hon.  H. 

C.  E. 
Clancy,  J.  J, 
Clark,  Dr.  Q.  B. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Cobbold.  F.  T. 
Coleridge,  hon.  B. 
Collings,  J. 
Compton,  Lord  W.  G. 
Oonybeare,  C.  A.  Y. 
Cook,  E.  R. 
Coote,  T. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Cox,  J.  R. 
Crawford,  D. 
Cremer,  W.  R. 
CriUy,  D. 
Crossley,  E. 
Deaay,  J. 
Dillon,  J, 
Dixon,  Qt. 
Duflf,  R.  W. 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
Ellis,  J.  E. 
Esmonds,  Sir  T. 
Gsslemont,  P. 
Everett,  R.  L. 
FarquharBon,  Dr.  R. 
Fenwick,  C. 
Finlayson,  J. 
Fletcher,  B. 
Flower,  C. 
ForBter,  Sir  0. 
Fowler,  H.  U. 
Fry,  T. 
Gibb,  T.  B. 
Oilhooly,  J. 
Gill,  T.  P. 

Gladstone,  rt.  fan.  W.E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Gower,  G.  G.  L. 
GrenfeU,  W.  H. 
Haldane,  Z.  B. 
Harcoart,rt.hn.  SirW. 

G.  V.  V. 
Harrington,  E. 
Karris,  M. 

Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Havelock- Allan,  Sir 

H.  M. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hay ne,  C.  Seale- 
Henry,  M. 
Hobhonse,  H. 
Hooper,  J. 
Howell,  G. 
Hoyle,  I. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 


Jacks,  W. 
James,  0.  H. 
Johnson-Fei^iison,  J. 
E. 

Jooes-PanT,  L. 
Kay>lihutueworth,  8ir 

U.J. 
Kenrick,  W. 
Kilcouraie,  right  hon. 

Viacount 
Labouchere,  H. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lane,  W.  J. 
Leake,  R. 
Leicester,  J. 
Lockwood,  F. 
Labbock,  Sir  J. 
MacfarUne,  D.  H. 
Maclnnes,  M. 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
M*ArthuT,  A. 
M'Golloch,  J. 
M<  Lagan,  P. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Mappin,  F.  T. 
Mason,  S. 

MeUor,  right  fan.  J.W. 
Molloy,  B.  G. 
Montagu,  8. 
Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G.  0. 
Morley,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Moulton,  J.  P. 
Mundella,  rt.  hn.  A.  J. 
Kewnes,  G. 
Noel,  E. 

Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J, 
O'Brien,  W 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J.  (Tippry.) 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
O'Kelly,  J. 
Paget,  T.  T. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Peaw,  Sir  J.  W. 
Pease,  A.  B. 
Fickard,  B. 
PickersgiU,  E.  H. 
Playfair,  rt.  hon.  SirL. 
PoHman,hoa.  E.  B. 
Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Power,  B. 
Priestley,  B. 
Pugh,  ■£>. 
Pyno,  J.  D. 
Quilter,  W.  C. 
Bamsay,  J. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Redmond,  J.  E. 
Reed,  Sir  E.  J. 
Rendel,  S. 
Richardson,  T. 
Rigby,  J. 
Robertson,  E. 
Robson,  W.  S. 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
Russell,  E.  R. 
Shaw,  T. 
Shell,  £. 

Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Stack,  J. 
Stevenson,  F.  S. 


Bioart,  J. 

Sullivan,  D. 
Swinburne,  Sir  J. 
Thomas,  A. 
Trevelyan,  rt.  hn.  G.O. 
Tuite,  J. 
Vanderbyl,  P. 
ViUiers,  rt.  hon.  C.  P. 
Warmington,  C.  M. 
Westlake,  J, 
Wiggin,  H. 

Win,  J.  s. 

William^  J.  C. 
Wilson,  C.  H. 


Wil»n,  H.  J. 
Wilson.  J.  (Durham) 
Winterbothara,  A.  B. 
Wodehonse,  E.  R. 
Wolmer,  Visconnt 
WoodaU,  W. 
Woodhewl,  J. 
Wright,  C. 
Yeo,  F.  A. 

TBIXBHJ. 

Haiiraibanka,  rt.1in.E. 
Horiey,  A. 


NOES. 


Addison,  J.  E.  W. 
Agg-Gardner,  J.  T. 
AinsUe,  W.  G. 
Asfamead-BarUett,  E. 
Baden'Powell,  G.  8. 
Baggallay,  E. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon,  A.  J. 
Balfour,  G.  W. 
Bartley,  G.  C.  T. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Baamano,  A.  A. 
Beach,  right  hon.  8ir 

M.  E.  Hicks- 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  C. 
Bethell,  Commander 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkheck,  Sir  E. 
Blaine,  R.  S. 
Blake,  T. 

Blundell,  Col.  H.  B.  H. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Bourke,  right  hon.  R. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

F.  C. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
BrookBeld,  Col.  A.  M. 
Burdett-Coutts,  W.  L. 

Ash.-B. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Charrington,  8. 
Churohul,  rt  hn.  Lord 

R.  H.  S. 
Clarke,  E, 
Coddingtoa,  W. 
Cohen,  L.  L, 
Commerell,Adml.  SirJ. 
Compton,  F. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Cranbome,  Viscount 
Cross,  H.  S. 
Cobitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dawnay,  Colonel  hon. 

L.  P. 

Dilke,  rt.hn.8ir  C.W. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
Dixon.  Hartland,  F.  D. 
Douglas,  A.  Akers* 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
DuDoombe,  A. 


Dyke,  rt.  faon.  Sir  W. 
H. 

Eaton,  H.  W. 
Evdyn,  W.  J. 
Ewing,  8ur  A.  O. 
Feilden,  Lt-Oen.  B.  J. 
FeUowes,  W.  H. 
FergussoD,rt.  fan.  Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
FitK-Wygram,  1^  F. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Fraier,  General  C.  C. 
Gardner,  B.  AiohaTd- 
son- 

Gathoni«<HaTi^,  hon. 

J.  8. 
Gilea,A. 

Goldsworthy,  U%jor> 

General  W.  T. 
Gorat,  Sir  J.  B. 
Grant,  Sir  Q.  M. 
Green,  E. 
Gregory,  G.  B. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamley,  Gen.  SirE.B. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Hardcostle,  E. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Herveyt  Lord  F. 
Hicknuuit  A. 
Bill,  Lord  A.  W. 
Holland,  it.  hon.  8ir 

H.  T. 
Howard,  H.  C. 
Howard,  J. 
Howard,  J.  M. 
Hughes,  Colonel  E. 
Hughes -Hallett,  Col. 

F.  C. 
Hunt,  F.  8. 
Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
John*,  J.  W. 
Johnston,  W. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H, 
Kenyon,  hon.  0.  T. 
Kimber,  H. 
King,  H.  3. 
Knatchbull  -Hugessen, 

hoa.  H.  T. 
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Laviance,  J.  0. 
Lawrence,  Sir  T 
Lewis.  C.  fi. 
LleveUvn,  E.  H. 
Lloyd,  W. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Mscdunald,  rig^thon. 

J.  H.  A. 
UaoUntoah.  C.  F. 
Sfaclean,  J.  M. 
M'CBlmoQt,  Captain  J. 
M'Donald,  Dr.  R. 
M'Laren,  C.  B.  B. 
Makina,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Marriott,  rt.lm.  W.  T. 
MaxweU,  Sir  H.  £. 
Milniin.  T. 
Mount,  W.  O. 
Mowbmy.  it.  hon.  Sir 

J.  R. 
Huncaster,  Lord 
Muntz,  F.  A. 
Norris,  E.  S. 
N^orthcote,  bott.  H.  8. 
O'NdU,  hon.  R.  T. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Pearce,  W. 
Peel,  right  hn.  Sir  B. 
Pelly,  Sir  L. 
Percy,  Lord  A.  M. 
PIunkct,Tt.hon.D.B. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Price,  Captain  (}.  E. 
Ritchie.  C.  T. 
RobettBon,  J.  P.  B. 
Round,  J. 
RasseU,  Sir  G. 


Sandys,  Lt-Col.  T.'M. 
Banndos, 

Sannderson,  Mi^.  E.  J. 
Selwin  •  Ibbetson,  rt. 

hon.  Sir  H.  J. 
Seton-Earr,  H. 
Shirley,  W.  S. 
Stdebottom,  T.  H. 
Etidebottom,  W. 
Sitwell,  Sir  O.  R. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  D. 

Stafford,  Marqaeas  of 
Stewart.  M.  J. 
Sturrock, P. 
Talbot,  J.  Q. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Tipping,  W. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 
Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.  J. 
Waring.  Colonel  T. 
Watkin,  Sir  E.  W. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 
West,  Colonel  W.  C. 
White,  J.  B. 
Winn,  hon.  R. 
Worttey,  C.  B.  Stoart- 
Wronghton,  P. 
Torke,  J.  B. 
Young,  C.  £.  B. 

TELLBB8. 

Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Yincent,  C.  E.  H. 


Main  Question  proposed,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair." 

EGYPT— COST  OP  THE  ARMY  OF 

DEFENCE.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.),  who  had  on  the  Paper  the 
following  Notice  of  Motion : — 

"  That  the  cost  of  tho  Troops  employed  for 
tho  defence  of  Egypt  should  not  be  borne  by 
tho  Britiah  taxpayer,  but  should  be  a  first 
charge  on  tho  Revenues  of  Egypt," 

said,  he  regretted  that  the  Forma  of  the 
House  would  prevent  him  from  moving 
the  Hesolution.  He  gathered  from  a 
reply  given  that  evening  that  some  little 
progress  had  heen  made  in  reducing  the 
numbers  of  the  British  Army  in  Egypt. 
But  only  a  few  weeks  ago  our  military 
establishment  in  that  countrv,  including 
camp  followers,  numbered,  he  believed, 
something  like  28,000  men.  Tho  cost 
of  such  a  force  must  amount  to  at  least 
from  £4,500,000  to  £5,000,000  per 
annum.  He  now  found  that  it  was 
proposed  to  maintain  in  Egypt  8,816 
British  troops,  and  the  cost  of  these  and 
for  the  Native  assistance  which  was  to 
be  employed  was  estimated  at  £  1 ,038, 1 7 2. 

yOL.  OCOm.  [thisd  sbbibs.] 


But  that  excluded  the  cost  of  arms,  ac- 
coutrements, barracks,  and  other  stores 
supplied  from  this  country ;  also  the 
cost  of  recruiting,  of  administration, 
and  of  the  non-effective  forces.  He  had 
no  hesitation  in  expressing  his  belief 
that  the  cost  of  the  reduced  force,  sup- 
posing it  was  really  reduced  so  far  as  was 
propcned,  would  be  at  least  £2,000,000, 
against  the  very  small  sum  which  we 
expected  to  receive  from  the  Eoptian 
Government.  All  the  statements  he  bad 
beard  inclined  him  to  the  belief  that- 
every  effort  was  being  made  to  establish 
an  equilibrium  in  Egypt  without  regard 
to  doing  justice  to  the  people  of  the 
country,  and  still  less  without  regard  to 
the  taxpayers  of  this  country.  His  pro- 
position was  that,  whoever  undertook 
the  defence  of  Egypt,  the  cost  of  the 
defence  ought  to  be  made  a  first  charge 
on  the  Eevenues  of  the  country,  as  it  was 
an  expense  incurred  to  keep  it  solvent 
and  as  a  going  concern.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  he 
noticed,  had  put  down  an  Amendment 
to  his  Motion.  He  had  considerable 
sympathy  with  the  Amendment,  as  he 
agreed  with  what  he  believed  was  the 
view  of  the  hon.  Member,  that  we  had 
80  little  business  in  Egypt  that  the  tax- 
payers of  this  country  would  be  made 
to  feel  the  burden  of  this  occupation  in 
order  that  we  might  sooner  get  out  of  it. 
There  was  only  one  reason  that  he  could 
see  why  an  Egyptian  Army  should  not 
be  raised  to  undertake  the  defence  of 
the  country,  and  that  was  that  it  would 
cost  money,  which  would  reduce  the 
enormous  revenue  received  by  the  bond- 
holders. Before  we  departed  from  Egypt 
he  presumed  we  must  make  arrange- 
ments for  an  Egyptian  Army  which 
would  undertake  the  defence  of  the 
country,  and  uphold  that  self-govern- 
ment which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
jrofessed  themselves  desirous  to 
!b  had  no  hope,  however,  until 
we  got  out  of  Egypt,  that  we  would  get 
rid  of  this  burden;  but  he  wished  to 
emphasize  his  proposition  that,  whoever 
defended  Egypt,  it  was  only  right  and 
fair  that  the  ample  Bevenues  of  that 
country  should  be  first  called  upon  to 
bear  the  cost. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.),  who  had 
given  Notice  of  an  Amendment,  which, 
however,  he  could  not  move,  declaring — 

"  That  the  cost  o{  the  British  troops  employed 
in  the  occupation  of  Egypt  shoald  be  defray  ed 
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out  of  tiie  Engliah  ExoheQuerf  at  IDrawise  tiie 
cost  of  all  Engliah  offidala  engaged  in  the  ad- 
min Utration  of  that  coantty," 

Baid,  lie  hoped  that  when  the  Govern- 
ment  had  been  Iodk  enough  in  Office  to 
make  up  their  minds  about  their  policy 
in  Egypt  they  would  afford  the  House 
of  Commons  an  opportunity  of  coming 
to  a  final  decision  with  all  the  facts  be- 
fore it.  From  this  hour  the  GoTemment 
ought  to  be  shaping  their  policy  with  a 
Tiew  either  to  the  indefinite  prolongation 
of  our  occupation  or  to  the  withdrawal  of 
our  troops.   The  witiidrawal  itself  could 
not  be  effected  within  a  month  or  within 
a  year,  and  if  it  were  intended  that  we 
should  withdraw  the  preparations  ought 
not  to  be  postponed  for  a  single  week. 
Four  years  ago  it  was  declared  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Boseendale 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  that  the 
English  occupation  of  Egypt  would  not 
be  prolonged  beyond  six  months,  and 
that  every  effort  was  to  be  made  to  with- 
draw them ;  and  still  we  were  no  nearer 
to  withdrawal  now  than  we  were  then. 
The  principle  which  guided  him  in 
putting  down  the  Amendment  was  that 
the  one  motive  which  would  be  a  strong 
incitement  to  the  Government  to  with- 
draw our  troops,  and  to  hon.  Members 
to  urge  tbem  to  do  so,  was  the  fact  that 
we  were  oUiged  to  put  our  hands  into 
our  pockets  and  to  pay  heavily  aa  long'as 
our  troops  remained  in  Egypt.  TTnTess 
it  could  be  shown,  either  ^at  the  Eng- 
lish occupation  had  been  of  immense 
benefit  to  the  Egyptian  people,  or,  on 
the  otlier  hand,  that  the  war  was  a 
righteous  war  in  which  the  Egyptian 
people  were  the  aggressors,  and  that 
they  were  suffering  the  penalty  of  their 
aggression,  he  could  not  conceive  what 
justification  there  was  for  continuing 
this  occupation,  still  less  for  making  the 
Egyptian  people  pay  for  it.    The  occu- 
pation of  Egypt  had  been  a  curse  to  the 
English  nation,  and  the  sole  motive  for 
it  was  the  interests  of  the  English  bond- 
holders. Long  before  the  bombardment 
of  Alexandria  the  Prime  Minister  de- 
clared that  no  consideration  would  in- 
duce him  to  permit  the  British  power  to 
be  used  to  support  the  haili£n  of  the 
bondholders ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man laid  down  the  principle  that  it  was 
not  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  com- 
pel another  nation  to  pay  its  debts,  but 
that  a  man  who  advanced  money  to  an- 
other nation  did  so  at  his  own  riok.  He  : 


I  was  sorry  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  departed  from  that  principle.  The 
results  had  been  the  burning  of  Alex- 
andria, the  destruction  of  the  Egyptian 
Army,  which  had  no  inglorious  past,  the 
utter  demoralization  of  Egyptian  finance, 
and  the  disgraceful  transactions  involved 
in  the  payment  of  £4,000,000  as  Alex- 
andrian indemnities.    Before  the  bom- 
bardment of  Alexandria  in  1881,  Egyp- 
tian finance  showedabalance  of  £495,000, 
and  afterwards  it  showed  deficits  of 
'  £185,000  in  1882,  £222,000  in  1883, 
£848,000  in  1884,  and  £1,200,000  in 
1885.  It  was  alleeed  that  Alexandria 
was  burned  by  Arabi's  troops ;  but  the 
Egyptian  people  had  no  Kepresentative 
on  the  Commission  which  made  that  de- 
claration, and  which  was  composed  of 
men  interested  in  making  it.  The  result 
was  that  £4.125,000  had  to  be  paid  in 
indemnities  by  the  Egyptian  people,  and 
it  was  declared  by  the  correspondent  of 
The  Times  that  undoubtedly  a  consider- 
able number  of  the  claims  had  been  sold 
to  Egyptian  capitalists,  who  had  reaped 
a  large  profit  out  of  the  transaction. 
One  rrauit  of  our  occupation  had  been 
the  destruction  of  the  Egyptian  Army, 
and  another  the  loss  of  the  Soudan  to 
Egypt,  and  the  loss  of  hundreds  of  thou- 
sand of  lives  in  useless  wariare.  The 
hon.  Member  then  read  extracts  from 
Ijord  Northbrook's  Beport  to  show  the 
extent  of  I^ptian  indebtedness,  and 
said  that  this  was  the  result  of  the  in- 
vasion of  Egypt  since  1852  by  the  cor- 
morants of  Europe.    He  was  proceeding 
to  explain  with  some  minuteness  how 
loans  were  financed,  when^— 

Mr.  SPEAEEH  said,  he  would  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
that  the  financing  of  Egyptian  loans 
had  no  bearing  on  the  Votes  to  be  taken 
in  Committee. 

Mb.  DILLON  said,  that  since  the 
English  entered  Egypt  the  burdens  of 
the  people  had  advanced  by  leaps  and 
by  bounds,  and  the  deficit  was  greater 
than  ever.  It  was  a  delu^on  to  suppose 
that  the  Egyptian  people  could  pay  for 
the  Army  of  Occupation.  He  did  not 
say  it  would  lead  to  Egyptian  bank- 
ruptcy, for  that  was  certain  under  any 
circumstances ;  but  it  would  hasten  it. 
The  Eevenues  of  Egypt  depend  upon 
three  things — cotton,  wheat,  and  beans. 
Egypt  was  naturally  a  rich  country,  and 
if  not  loaded  by  debt  it  could  easily  pay 
ita  Tay.  But  cotton  bad  failra. 
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Ur.  SFEAKEB  said,  that  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  Member  were  not  in 
accordance  with  the  Itules  of  the 
House. 

Ur.  DILLON  said,  in  conclusion,  he 
would  merely  contend  that  England, 
and  not  Egypt,  should  pay  for  the  Army 
of  Occupation.  If  we  did  tax  the  Egyp* 
tian  bondholders,  he  \i-ould  be  glad  to 
see  them  made  to  pay ;  but:,  failing  that, 
England  should  pay.  The  debto  had 
been  incurred  for  no  beneGts  to  be  con- 
ferred on  the  Egyptians.  He  remem- 
bered being  much  struck  with  the  re- 
mark made  by  an  old  fellah  after  Tel- 
el-Kebir — "  It  is  pretty  much  as  before; 
the  English  are  in  Cairo ;  the  usurers 
are  in  the  villages.   God  is  great." 

Sir  EGBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
said,  he  had  some  sympathy  with  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  that  the  cost  of  the 
British  troops  in  Egypt  should  be  de- 
frayed out  of  the  British  Exchequer.  If 
England  was  occupying  Egypt  for  Im- 
perial purposes,  it  might  be  contended 
the  expense  ought  to  be  thrown  upon 
tiie  Imperial  Exchequer,  and  not  on  the 
Egyptians,  who  were  ^ready  a  highly- 
taxed  people.  But  his  principal  object 
in  rising  was  to  represent  to  the  Govern- 
ment the  consideration  that  if  we  with- 
drew our  troops  from  Egypt,  the  friends 
of  England  in  Egypt,  and  those  who 
had  placed  confidence  in  us  there,  would 
be  left  in  an  awkward,  difficult,  and  dan- 
gerous position.  That  had  been  strongly 
represented  to  him  when  he  was  in  Cairo 
in  January,  I86d.  He  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  overlook  their 
responsibility  in  this  matter,  and  would 
not  withdraw  the  forces. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Mr.  Bbtoe)  (Aberdeen,  S.)  said,  he 
had  listened  with  attention  to  the 
speeches  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Eirk> 
caldy  (Sir  Geoi^e  Campbell),  the  hon. 
Member  for  Eut  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon), 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Iiondon  (Sir  Robert  Fowler);  but  he 
would  be  out  of  Order,  he  feared,  if  he 
were  to  follow  them  in  the  observa- 
tions they  had  made.  The  only  question 
before  the  House  was  as  to  who  should 
pay  for  the  British  troops  in  Egypt. 
The  two  speeches  of  the  hon.  Members 
for  Kirkcaldy  and  for  East  Mayo  pro- 
ceeded from  a  common  point  of  view ; 
but  they  had  stated  opposite  facts  and 


arrived  at  contradictory  conclusions.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
said  that  Egypt  had  been  benefited. 
[Sir  Georoe  Camfbexx  dissented.]  Well, 
his  hon.  Friend  said  that  Egypt  could 
pay.  The  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
said  that  Egypt  had  been  injured  by  tbe 
occupation,  and  could  not  and  ought 
not  to  pay.  The  Government,  on  their 
part,  adopted  a  middle  course.  They 
believed  Egypt  ought  to  pay  something; 
but  that  there  were  good  reasons  why 
she  should  not  pay  the  whole  cost  of 
occupation.  The  facts,  so  far  as  they  re- 
lated to  this  point,  were  very  simple. 
When  our  occupation  began  in  1862  the 
Egyptian  Government  were  informed 
that  a  charge  was  to  be  made  on  Egypt 
of  the  extraordinary  expenses  entuled 
upon  England  by  the  occupation — not 
of  the  ordinary  expenses,  because  our 
troops  would  have  to  be  maintained 
somewhere,  if  not  in  Egypt.  The  sum 
of  £4  8«.  a-month  was  suggested  as  the 
extra  expense  for  each  soldier.  Last 
year,  when  the  Convention  was  being 
settled  by  which  a  deduction  was  to  be 
made  in  the  interest  paid  to  bond- 
holders, the  serious  condition  of  Egyp- 
tian finance  made  a  great  impression, 
and  it  was  felt  that  England  must  deal 
leniently,  and  not  ask  Egypt  to  pay  more 
than  the  disordered  state  of  her  finances 
would  allow,  and  an  arrangement  was 
accordingly  made  that  the  maximum 
charge  should  not  exceed  £200, 000 
a-year.  That  was  the  existing  arrange- 
ment. Those  charges  had,  of  course, 
been  larger  than  were  contemplated, 
owing  to  the  invasions  from  the  Southern 
Frontier  of  E^pt,  which  necessitated  a 
larger  force  tiian  they  expected.  The 
arrangements  for  frontier  defence  were 
of  an  indefinite  character,  and  the  6h>- 
vernmeut  were  bound  to  have  regard  to 
the  Southern  Frontier,  which,  of  course, 
involved  extra  expense.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  said  that  Egypt 
ought  to  pay  nothing.  But  it  oonid  not 
be  denied  that  if  E^rpt  was  exposed  to 
dangers  from  which  aha  was  saved  by 
the  Army  of  Occupation  she  was  to  that 
extent  benefited ;  and  certainly  that  Army 
preserved  her  from  the  inroads  of  the 
wild  warriors  of  the  South.  Then  the 
people  of  Egypt  bad  also  been  undoubt- 
edly benefited  in  other  ways  during  the 
last  two  or  three  years — e.g.,  by  the 
presence  of  English  Administrators.  [Sir 
Geoboz  pAnraKLL :  No.]   He  had  ejc- 
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oellent  authority  for  that  Btatement, 
which  the  hon.  Member  would  be  quite 
williiie  to  recognize.  In  answer  to  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kirtoaldy 
he  would  remind  the  House  that  we 
went  to  Egypt  to  protect  British  in- 
terests, as  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
were  aocustomed  to  say.  We  say  the 
Army  of  Occupation  went  to  Egypt  to 
maintain  Treaty  engagements;  and  it 
was  only  reasonable  that,  having  under- 
taken those  Treaty  engagements,  we 
should  be  prepared  to  bear  some  part  of 
the  cost  of  famlling  them.  There  was 
also  a  graver  reason  for  that  course. 
Egypt  was  unable  to  pay  the  whole 
coats.  She  had  been  threatened  with 
bankruptcy  for  years  past,  and  if  we 
contributed  nothing  her  financial  posi- 
tion would  be  hopeless.  By  giving  her 
a  temporary  indulgence  the  finances  of 
the  country  would  oe  improved,  and  for 
that  reason  the  bondholders  were  asked 
last  year  to  accept  a  diminution  of  their 
interest.  Then,  again,  unless  we  con- 
tributed something  it  would  be  difficult 
for  Euglish  Commanders  to  act  in  a 
military  crisis  on  their  own  responsi- 
bility for  the  defence  of  the  country. 
He  could,  in  conclusion,  inform  the 
House  that  the  Qovernment  had  every 
reason  to  believe  that  the  finances  of 
Egypt  would  continue  to  improve,  and 
before  long  it  was  probable  that  she 
would  be  a  solvent  country.  He  enter- 
tained some  hopes  that  the  organization 
of  the  E^ptian  Army  would  be  im- 
proved ;  that  the  efforts  made  by  British 
Administrators  to  promote  irrigation 
works  would  be  successful,;  that  forced 
labour  would  be  diminished;  and  the 
International  Tribunals  were  already 
beginning  to  bring  forth  good  fruit. 

DEFENCES  OF  THE  EUPIRE— 
DEFENCE  OP  COALING  STATIONS. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  (Strand,  West- 
minster), in  rising  to  call  attention  to  the 
neoessily,  for  the  security  of  the  Country 
and  in  the  interests  of  economy,  of  pro- 
viding for  the  continuous  execution  of 
tiie  works  and  the  manufacture  of  the 
material  which  are  ascertained  to  be  re- 
quired for  the  protection  of  the  coaling 
stations  abroad ;  and  of  our  mercantile 
harbours  and  military  ports,  and  to  urge 
that  a  Select  Committee  ought  to  Be 
appointed  to  examine  the  Estimates  fbr 
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these  services,  and  to  report  upon  them 
to  theHouse,  said.  The  hon.  Qentleman 
(Mr.  Bryce)  has  drawn  a  distinction  be- 
tween British  interests  and  Treaty  en- 
gagements which  we   on   this  side 
should  not  be  inclined  to  accept.  We 
believe  that  the  observance  of  Treaty 
engagements  is  a  British  interest.  If 
we  have  contended  for  British  interests 
we  have  contended  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  honour  and  obligations 
of  this  country.    The  hon.  Gentleman 
has  repeated  what  we  have  heard  be- 
fore, that  this  countiy  has  undertaken 
to  defend  the  Frontier  of  Egypt.  That 
engagement  is  a  heavy  one.   Now,  if 
there  has  been  one  misfortune  more  than 
another  which  has  attended  the  opera- 
tions of  this  country  in  Egypt  during 
the  last  two  or  three  years,  it  has  been 
that  we  have  given  notice,  from  time  to 
time,  that  we  were  about  to  reduce  our 
Forces  and  to  retire  from  the  country. 
Nothing  has  more  tended  to  disquiet  the 
inhabitants  of  Egypt  and  to  invite  those 
disturbances  from  the  frontier  tribes  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  baa  drawn 
attention.   Then  great  harm  has  been 
done  by  the  knowledge — the  announce- 
ment beforehand — that  we  were  going 
to  do  this  or  that,  to  take  this  or  that 
particular  step.    I  conceive  that  while 
it  is  our  duty  to  lessen  by  all  means  in 
our  power  the  very  heavy  drain  which  in 
imposed  upon  us  and  upon  Egypt  it  is 
most  unwise  to  announce  beforehand 
that  a  reduction  of  any  considerable 
amount  in  our  Forces  would  be  made 
before  a  certain  period.    I  notice  with 
some  regret  in  the  Estimates  that  the 
reduction  is  shown  to  be  moro  than  half 
the  strength  of  Egypt  at  the  present 
time.    My  right  hon.  Friend  will,  no 
doubt,  tell  the  House  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  power  to  retain  more  than 
the  8,800  men  which  they  now  indicate 
as  the  force  to  be  retained.   They  have 
that  power,  it  is  true  ;  but  what  we  re- 
gret is  the  announcement  that  we  are 
going  to  retire  from  Wady  Haifa,  or 
from  any  other  point  which  we  now 
oocumr.   Now,  Sir,  I  ask  permission  to 
turn  for  a  moment  to  the  consideration 
of  the  question  to  which  I  invite  the 
attention  of  the  House.   I  am  aware  it 
is  not  in  my  power  to  ask  the  House  to 
affirm  the  Resolution  of  which  I  have 
given  Notice  ;  and  I  do  not  very  greatly 
regret  that  that  is  so,  because  I  raise 
the  question  in  no  hostile  spirit  to  Her 
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Majesty's  OoTernment,  nor  with  any 
Party  object  of  any  kind  vhatever.  I 
have  always  endeavoured,  when  I  hare 
had  to  deu  with  questions  of  the  def  en- 
sire  Forces  of  the  oountry.  to  keep  clear 
of  considerations  of  that  kind;  but  there 
is  one  very  important  matter  to  which  I 
desire  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House,  and  that  is  that  while  the  House 
is  asked  to  approve  Estimates — I  am 
afraid  I  am  treading  on  delicate  ground, 
and  that  if  I  refer  to  anything  that  has 
occurred  I  may  be  accused  of  endeavour- 
ing to  discharge  in  this  House  the  duties 
of  the  Executive ;  but  no  one,  I  am  sure, 
feels  more  strongly  than  myself  that  the 
duties  of  the  Exeoutive  ought  to  be  main- 
tained in  the  highest  possible  manner — 
the  House  is  asked  to  approve  Estimates 
when  it  really  possesses  absolutely  no 
more  information  than  that  which  is 
afforded  by  the  statements  of  Ministers. 
Hon.  Qentlemea  below  the  Gangway 
opposite  most  persistently  insist  on 
economy,  and  move  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote  from  time  to  time  by  so  much  or  by 
BO  much ;  but  they  are  not  allowed  to 
see  within  the  veil  that  is  dropped  down 
over  the  actual  condition  of  things  in 
the  higher  interests  of  the  country. 
"What  has  happened  with  reference  to 
these  coaling  stations  ?  The  present 
Prime  Minister  in  1882,  1883,  and  1884 
carried  on  inquiries,  most  careful  in- 
quiries, as  to  the  necessities,  in  the  judg- 
ment of  those  to  whom  those  inquiries 
were  intrusted,  with  regard  to  the  de- 
fences of  the  country  in  the  matter  of 
military  ports  and  of  commercial  har- 
bours ;  and  the  result  was  that  Ministers 
in  this  House  and  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  announced  in  December, 
1884,  that  proposals  would  be  made 
to  Parliament,  and  they  gave  the 
ground  on  which  those  proposals  would 
be  made — namely,  that  they  considered 
that  the  condition  of  those  defences  of 
the  country  required  the  serious  atten- 
tion of  Parliament.  The  language  that 
was  then  used  by  Ministers  was  of  a 
very  strong  character.  I  remember  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  Bossen- 
dalo  Division  of  Lancashire  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  said,  on  the  19th 
of  March,  1885— 

"  When  the  fortification  of  those  statione  was 
provided  for  by  Lord  Palmeraton— by  the 
raising  of  a  long  loan  for  between  £7,000,000 
and  £8,000,000— it  was  intended  that  the  cost 
of  the  necessary  armaments  should  be  defrayed 
out  of  the  annoal  Estimates;  and  in  1860  it  was 


estimated  that  £6,'250,000  had  been  employed 
for  this  particular  purpose.  From  1860  to 
187S  £3,250,000  was  expended,  leaving  a 
balance,  according  to  the  orlnnal  Estimate,  of 
£1,760,000  still  to  be  provided.  About  £790,000 
has  since  been  spent,  so  that  aboot  £l  ,000,000  is 
still  doe  on  the  original  Estimate ;  but  increased 
cost  of  heavy  ordnance,  although,  of  course, 
the  number  of  guns  reqoired  at  the  works  has 
considerably  diminiahed,  has  considerably  in- 
creased the  total  cost  of  the  necessary'  arms,  and 
it  is  now  considered  that  about  £1,250,000  are 
still  due  to  complete  the  approved  defences  of 
the  principal  military  stations  at  home  and 
abroad.  The  alterations  in  the  character  of 
ordnance  have  also  rendered  necessary  certain 
structural  alterations  in  the  works  themselves, 
and  also,  in  some  cases,  the  construction  of  new 
works,  and  works  in  new  and  more  advanced 
positions ;  and  for  these  porposeSf  and  for  the 
completion  of  preparations  hst  the  new  mode  of 
defence,  it  is  estimated  that  something  like 
£1,000,000  will  be  required  in  addition  to  the 
works  for  submarine  mining.  There  is,  there* 
fore,  about  £2,2fi0,000  to  be  expended  before 
the  defences  of  the  great  military  ports  at  home 
and  abroad  can  be  considered  completely  satis- 
factory, I  am  very  far  indeed  from  saying  that 
this  expenditure  ought  to  be  very  long  delayed ; 
but  the  question  of  how  and  when,  and  in  what 
mode  it  should  be  proceeded  with,  is  one  of  very 
considerable  difficulty  and  emltarraatmsnt." — 
(3  Santard,  [295]  1724.) 

I  entirely  agree  that  that  question  is  a 
question  of  very  considerable  difficulty 
and  embarrassment,  and  I  could  go  on 
to  quote  similar  statements  by  Lord 
Northbrook  and  by  the  present  Home 
Secretary  (Mr.  Childers)  when  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  then  QoTernment,  by  whidi 
the  Qoremment  of  the  day  came  under 
an  engagement  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  make  proposals  to  Parliament 
for  the  completion  of  these  works  of  de- 
fence. These  Estimates,  with  the  plans, 
are  not  schemes  of  mine,  but  are  the 
deliberate  results  of  many  years  of 
anxious  inquiry,  and  formed,  in  the 
judgment  of  the  Government,  an  expen- 
diture which  was  really  necessary  for 
the  safety  of  the  country.  I  gave  a 
statement  of  these  facts  last  July  from 
my  place  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
and  I  was  then  reminded  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr. 
Brand)  that  the  statement  I  made  was 
the  statement  of  his  Chief,  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Member  for  Uie  Bossen- 
dale  Division,  and  was,  in  fact,  the 
statement  of  the  Department  made  after 
very  careful  inquiry.  Now,  Sir,  these 
warnings  have  been  given  to  Parliament, 
the  statements  have  been  made,  and  it 
becomes  a  question  whether  the  Govern- 
ment Bhonld  be  aided  by  the  House  of 
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Oommons  in  the  consideration  of  the 
steps  which,  if  the  allegations  are  true, 
it  is  necessary  to  take  to  secure  the 
safety  of  thecountry,  and  to  enable  them 
to  resist  those  claims  which  arise  in 
times  of  panic,  or  whether  the  House  of 
Oommons  should  refuse  to  aid  the  Gb- 
Ternment,  and  leave  upon  them  the  re- 
sponsibility of  moving  in  the  matter 

i'ust  when  they  can.  I  think  that  if 
Parliament  remains  indifferent  to  the 
oiroumstances  which  are  made  known 
by  the  speeches  to  which  I  have  referred 
it  is  because  Parliament  does  decline  to 
move.  I  shall  at  least  have  cleared 
myself  from  any  responsibility  ;  but  we 
shall  still  have  the  assertion  of  Ministers 
of  high  rank — of  Ministers  of  great  per- 
sonal responsibility — that  these  works 
were  required  two  years  ago,  and  only 
postponed  because  of  the  heavy  demands 
'on  the  Exchequer  a  year  ago,  and  now 
postponed  again  simply  for  that  con- 
sideration. I  shall  not  refer  to  any  of 
the  confidential  information  that  came 
into  my  hands  when  I  was  in  Office ; 
but  I  may  say  simply  that  my  authori- 
ties speak  in  the  terms  to  which  I  have 
referred.  The  oiroumstuices  of  the 
Military  Forces  are  such  that  if  we  were 
exposed  to  the  apprehension  of  war  the 
most  economical  Minister  would  have  to 
come  down  to  the  House  and  say — 
"  Give  me  a  Vote  of  Credit  "—not,  I 
hope,  of  £11,000,000,  or  even  of 
£6,000,000 — "to  enable  me  to  redeem 
the  deficiencies  that  at  present  exist." 
Now,  I  have  had  some  experience  of 
Votes  of  Credit,  and  I  believe  that  no 
more  extravagant  system  prevails.  If 
you  can  only  Took  at  facts  as  they  are 
calmly  and  coolly — if  you  can  only  get 
some  hfdf-dozen  economists,  some  half- 
dozen  military  gentlemen,  and  some 
half-dozen  responsible  officials  to  pro- 
ceed to  an  inquiry  into  the  facts— if  ne- 
cessary, by  an  examination  of  witnesses, 
even  of  theactualsitesofthesedefences — 
then,  I  say,  I  shall  bequite  satufied  with 
the  decision  of  the  House  based  upon 
the  Beport  of  such  a  Committee.  No- 
thing is  to  be  done  with  our  mercantile 
ports  during  the  coming  year.  Less  is 
to  be  done  than  I  could  hare  hoped  for 
our  coaling  stations.  If  we  have  a  quiet 
year  we  shall  be  told  next  year  that  the 
expenditure  of  the  country  has  been 
very  large  indeed — rightly  and  justly 
told,  no  doubt— upon  naval  and  nulitary 
purposes,  and  that  it  is  right  and  proper 
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that  there  should  be  some  lessening  of 
taxation.  But,  on  the  other  hand, 
if  we  have  another  scare,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  opposite  will  have  some 
£5,000,000  put  into  his  hands,  and  he 
will  be  called  upon  to  work  all  the  fac- 
tories overtime,  and  the  amount  of  work 
which  would  now  cost  £1  will  not  be 
done  for  SO*.  It  is  in  the  interests  of 
economy  as  well  as  of  security  that  I  ask 
Parliament  to  undertake  this  inquiry, 
under  the  direction  and  with  the  full 
responsibility  of  the  proper  officers  of 
the  Secretary  of  State ;  and  if  the  House 
of  Oommons  and  the  country  still  affirm 
that  it  is  no  longer  necessary  to  under- 
take defensive  works,  then,  I  say,  I  shall 
be  satisfied  with  thetr  decision.  I  do 
not  know  that  I  ought  to  weary  the 
House  very  much  more  on  tins  subject, 
but  I  will  give  just  a  little  information 
as  to  the  class  of  work  which  is  being 
done  at  present,  and  that  which  was 
done  in  defence  of  the  Empire  26  years 
ago.  I  will  state,  with  the  permission 
of  the  House,  what  was  the  cost  of  the 
armament  of  a  first-class  ship  in  1854 
and  1855.  When  I  give  these  figures 
I  think  the  House  will  understand  why 
it  is  that  the  Anny  Estimates  are  larger 
than  they  used  to  be.  The  Ihik»  of 
Weliington,  the  most  powerful  ship  in 
the  Navy  in  1854-5,  carried  131  guns. 
The  total  cost  of  her  guns  amounted  to 
£7,000,  the  gun-carriages  to  £2,500, 
theprojectilesand ammunition  to  £5,200, 
and  the  stores,  side-arms,  powder-cases, 
boats,  equipments,  &c.,  to  £2,300.  All 
this  showed  a  total  cost  of  £  1 7, 000.  The 
Bmhow  is  one  of  the  latest  additions  to 
our  Fleet.  The  total  cost  of  her  guns 
was  £58,339.  The  mountings  cost 
£82,858;  the  projectiles,  powder,  and 
cartridges,  100  rounds  per  U  0-ton  gun, 
and  85  rounds  per  6-inch  gun,  £38,500 ; 
cartridge  cases,  £7,000 ;  miscellaneoas 
stores  and  equipments,  £13,800;  18 
Whitehead  torpecloes  and  equipments, 
£7,200;  thetotalamountingto  £207,697. 
This  is  tiie  cost  of  the  armament  and 
ammunition  of  one  ship  in  the  present 
day,  as  against  £17,000  in  1854-6. 
Now  I  will  give  other  figures  showing 
a  greater  proportion.  The  cost  of  a 
single  charge  for  a  68-pounder  gun  in 
1856  was  15«.  The  cost  of  a  single 
charge  for  one  of  the  110-ton  guns  on  the 
SenhotP  was  £153.  The  900  lbs.  of  pow- 
der of  which  it  consisted  cost  £70,  the 
steel  comm(m  shell  £8QrAad  Uie  cart- 
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ridge  silk  cloth.  £3.  The  cartridge 
cover  of  the  charge  coat  four  times  the 
amoant  of  the  entire  charge  of  a  68- 
pounder  gun  30  years  ago.  The  OMt  of 
gans  for  batteries  has  increased  not 
quite  in  the  same  proportion.  The  cost 
of  fort  Cunningham,  as  armed  in  1860, 
amounted  to  £5,600 ;  but,  as  armed  in 
1886,  with  nine  gims,  it  amounted  to 
£32,600.  I  do  not  ask  for  increased 
expenditure  in  putting  these  facts  before 
the  House ;  I  only  ask  for  inquiry.  I 
ask  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  Hlingworth)  shall  sit  on  a  Com- 
mittee, with  other  of  his  Colleagues,  and 
shall  examine  these  facts,  and  arrive  at 
some  conclusion  as  to  the  necessity  or 
otherwise  for  these  works.  If  they  find 
that  such  works  are  necessary,  I -ask 
that  they  shall  pat  it  in  the  power  of 
the  Government  to  carry  them  oat ;  or 
if  they  ^d  that  the  works  are  not  ne- 
cessary, I  ask  them  to  say  that  we  should 
sbandbnthis  nrstem  of  protection,  which, 
individually,  I  believe  to  be  necessary. 
I  think  very  much  is  said  in  this  House, 
in  discussing  these  Estimates,  that  is 
fftllacious  and  useless.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
do  not  know  at  what  they  are  hitting 
when  they  move  for  reductions.  The 
Estimates,  prepared  as  they  are,  cannot 
disclose  the  work  done  for  the  money 
voted,  nor  the  motives  which  influence 
a  Government  in  asking  for  money  ;  and 
it  is  far  better,  if  hon.  Gentlemen  are 
called  upon  to  exercise  aa  intelligent 
judgment  upon  these  matters,  that  they 
should  do  so  with  the  proper  informa- 
tion before  them. 

Mb.  BADEN -POWELL  (Liverpool, 
Eirkdale)  said,  he  had  visited  a  great 
many  of  these  coaling  stations,  and  had 
gleaned  the  opinions'of  the  Colonists  on 
the  spot,  both  in  times  of  panic  and  in 
times  of  peace.  In  the  past  30  or  40 
years  English  enterprize,  energy,  and 
capital  had  spread  over  the  world  a 
network  of  commercial  interest.  The 
strongest  lines  of  that  network  were  the 
lines  of  our  communication;  but  the 
knots  of  the  network  were  our  coaling 
stations,  and  if  these  knots  were  in- 
secure the  whole  of  the  network  would 
fall  to  pieces.  It  was  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance to  remember  that  if  our  com- 
munications were  not  kept  intact  our 
foreign  trade  would  at  once  pass  into 
the  hands  of  other  nations.  The  Civil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  stated  the  other 
night  that  the'  coaliDg  stationB  were 
being  hx^d  to,  and  uiat  oonnderable 


progress  with  the  works  had  been  made 
in  several  instances ;  but  he  wanted  to 
point  out  to  the  Government  that  these 
were  only  a  few  of  tihe  coaling  stations 
that  were  absolutely  indispensable  if  we 
were  to  retain  our  commercial  supremacy 
in  the  further  parts  of  the  world.  They 
were  told  that  £60,000  was  to  be  spent 
on  these  defensive  works.  He  wished 
the  sum  was  lai^er;  but  he  supposed 
they  would  have  in  these  days  to  be 
thankful  for  small  mercies.  There  was 
a  larger  sum  of  £138,000  to  be  spent  in 
armaments,  and  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  able  to  give  some  ex- 
planation of  these  armaments.  The  im- 
portance of  at  once  putting  our  com- 
munications in  a  thorough  state  of  de- 
fence was  obvious,  not  only  on  the  plea 
of  security,  but  on  the  plea  of  economy. 
One  of  our  chief  British  industries  was 
the  carry  iog  trade.  We  were  the  carriers 
of  &e  world,  and  if  we  did  not  maintain 
the  security  of  our  communioations  we 
were  liable  to  lose  that  trade.  There 
annually  passed  round  the  Cape  of 
Good  Hope  a  trade  valued  at  between 
£180,000,000  and  £200,000,000,  and  in 
time  of  war  the  trade  could  be  taken  out 
of  English  hands  if  we  did  not  hare 
coaling  stations  all  along  the  routes.  He 
considered  that  we  could,  at  a  very  small 
cost,  ward  off  all  wars  by  making  it  per- 
fectly hopeless  for  any  enemy  to  attempt 
to  attack  us  at  sea ;  but  we  could  not  do 
this  unless  we  organized  in  time.  It 
was  most  important  that  we  should  not 
only  have  men  to  defend  those  stations, 
but  that  they  should  be  well  trained  in 
the  use  of  guns  and  torpedoes,  and  he 
would  like  to  see  some  permanent  Board 
to  take  charge  of  the  communications  of 
the  Emjore.  He  hope  the  Government 
would  agree  to  the  inquiry  asked  for, 
and  would  make  a  declaration  which 
would  show  that  they  were  determined 
to  carry  through  a  strong,  continuous 
policy  in  defence  of  the  communications 
of  the  Empire. 

SiE  LEWIS  PELLT  (Hackney,  N.) 
said,  that  as  one  of  those  who  had  been 
in  charge  of  the  Mozambique  Coast,  he 
could  testify  that  none  of  our  coaling 
stations  there  were  safe.  In  fact,  the 
observation  might  be  applied  to  the 
whole  Coast  line  from  the  Mozambique 
Channel  to  Kurrachee.  He  urged  the 
necessity  of  providing  for  the  deduce  of 
various  coaung  stations  in  the  East, 
which  were  at  present  entirely  nnde- 
fsnded.  As  the  Coasts  were  BBetTbouiiA^^ 
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they  afEorded  moans  of  Becurity,  for, 
once  inside  the  reefs,  there  was  anchor- 
age for  all  the  Fleets  in  the  world. 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  of 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  'Woodall)  (Hanley) 
said,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith]  had  suggested  the  im- 
portance of  referring  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee the  consideration  of  the  important 
matter  whidi  he  bronght  to  the  a^ntion 
of  the  House.  Bnt  he  found  in  the  views 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  expressed 
ifut  year  sufficient  reasons  against  bring- 
ing matters  of  such  extreme  delicacy  not 
only  to  the  knowledge  of  the  House  and 
the  country,  but  of  all  the  nations  of  the 
world.  He  might  say,  however,  that 
there  had  been  no  break  in  the  con* 
tinuity  of  what  had  been  undertaken  at 
any  time.  The  works  with  regard  to 
land  fortifications  in  connection  with  our 
military  ports  and  commercial  barbours 
must  involve  large  expenditure ;  they 
bad  been  under  the  consideration  of  suc- 
cessive Governmeats ;  and  although  their 
importance  had  been  recognized,  no  de- 
finite scheme  had  been  determined  on  by 
any  Government,  or  submitted  to  the  ap- 

StTOval  of  Parliament.  It  was  some  com- 
ort  to  know,  on  the  authority  of  those 
who  enjoyed  the  confidence  of  different 
Gt)vernment8,  that  those  military  ports 
were  capable  of  being  enabled  to  resist 
the  attacks  of  the  most  important  Naval 
Power,  or  of  a  combination  of  the  two 
most  importaQt.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment did  not  underrate  the  advantage 
of  placing  those  important  places 
beyond  risk.  Certain  works  were  still 
without  a  portion  of  the  armaments  with 
which  they  ought  to  be  supplied ;  but 
even  that  had  its  consolation,  for  since 
of  late  armaments  had  become  obsolete 
on  an  average  of  15  years,  they  had  the 
satisfaction  of  knowing  that  they  could 
avail  themselves  of  the  constantly-in- 
creasing knowledge  which  every  period 
of  franntion  bad  brought  with  it.  As 
to  the  importance  of  providing  sub- 
marine defences  to  prevent  the  approach 
of  an  invading  force  to  any  of  the  mili- 
tary barbours,  he  bad  the  satisfaction  of 
being  able  to  state  that  with  regard  to 
the  Thames  and  the  Medway,  Ports- 
mouth, Plymouth,  Milford  Haven,  Cork, 
and  other  ports,  the  submarine  mines 
were  in  such  a  state  of  completeness 
tbat  they  could  at  the  sbortest  possible 
notice  be  put  into  action.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  be  glad  to  know 
that  they  had  disciplined  ootps  of  Bkilftal 


men  capable  of  working  those  scientific 
forms  of  defence,  and  that  Portsmouth, 
Plymouth,  and  the  Thames  were  pro- 
tected by  the  Engineer  Militia  of  those 
ports.  He  was  happy  to  be  able  to  give 
an  assurance  as  to  the  satisfactory  nature 
of  thesubmarine  defences  of  Malta,  Hali- 
fax, and  Bermuda,  which  made  those 
stations  absolutely  secure  from  attack 
by  sea.   The  Government  certainly  at- 
tached greater  importance  to  the  proper 
protection  of  our  coaling  stations  in  the 
Eastern  than  the  Western  Seas ;  and  he 
was  happy  to  say  that  with  regard  to 
those  the  progress  made  was  quite  satis- 
factory and  that  at  the  present  moment 
their  pertonnel  and  maUriel  were  com- 
lete,  and  could  at  the  shortest  notice 
e  called  into  activity.    Last  year  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  expressed  a  con- 
fident hope  that  the  fortification  works 
then  in  progress  might  be  completed 
in  March,  1888.    He  was  glad  to  say 
tbat  the  progress  made  justified  that 
expectation,  and   it  was  satisfactoiy 
to  know  that  there  had  been  very  oor^ 
dial  co-operation  in  the  matter  between 
the  Colonial  Authorities  and  the  Home 
Government  in  the  provision  of  those 
defences.    Tbe  bigluy  patriotic  ^irit 
which  bad  been  exhibited  at  Hong 
Eong  and  Singapore,  where  large  sums 
had  been  devoted  to  the  necessary  works 
to  receive  the  armaments  which  would 
be  famished  by  the  Home  Govern- 
ment, was  particularly  gratifying.  Still, 
there  remained  the  important  duty  of 
organizing  a  flotilla  of  torpedo  boats, 
steam  launches,  quick-firing  guns,  and 
the  necessary  ptrtonnel  for  keeping  con- 
stant guard  and  watch  over  those  hidden 
submarine  works.    That  subject  was 
engaging  the  very  serious  attention  of 
the  Secretary  of  State ;  and  they  be- 
lieved, if  the  occasion  should  arise,  tb«« 
would  be  readily  improvised  from  tbe 
naval  and  militajy  resouroee  of  the 
Empire  a  force  ready  to  man  «dA  guard 
those  defences.    With  respect  to  the 
protection  of  tbe  mercantile  ports,  he 
was  happy  to  be  able  to  give  an  assur- 
ance which  he  trusted  would  be  satis- 
factory to  the  House.    He  was  autho- 
rized to  say  tbat  during  the  last  15 
months  there  had  been  a  steady,  ener- 
getic, and   even  remarkable  progress 
made  in  the  completion  of  the  system 
of  submarine  mines  for  the  defence  of 
the  most  important  ports  and  barbours 
of  the  oountiT.    By  tbe  end  of  the 
coming  finaneiftl  year  hfr^MUered  that 
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every  important  commercial  port  -would 
be  placed  in  such  a  poBition  as  to  be 
able  to  give  a  very  good  account  of  an 
invading  squadron.  There  remained 
the  necessity  of  proTidiDg  buildings  and 
etores  of  every  kind,  and  these  were 
now  in  hand  and  steadily  progressing. 
There  had  been  organized  a  special 
Coast  Battalion  of  Boyal  Engineers,  for 
the  exclusive  duty  of  working  these  de- 
fences. Thoy  consisted  of  officers  pro- 
moted  from  the  ranks,  specially  trainod 
for  the  work,  kept  in  constant  practice, 
aad  aided  by  a  staff  specially  selected 
and  highly  skilled  in  electric  and  me- 
chanical science.  They  had  also  the 
good  fortune  of  being  able  to  co-operate 
with  local  organizations,  which  during 
the  last  year  had  been  most  satisfac- 
torily at  work  on  the  defence  of  the 
Mersey,  Clyde,  Tyne,  and  Severn.  In 
each  of  those  harbours  there  had  been 
placed  one  lieutenant  and  16  non-com* 
missioned  officers  and  men,  with  whom 
were  associated  the  local  Volunteer  En- 
gineer Company,  specially  devoted  to 
this  class  of  submarine  mining,  who 
were  aided,  instructed,  and  trained  by 
the  professional  men.  The  Government 
were  giving  all  the  encouragement  they 
could  in  the  form  of  grants,  and  were 
holding  out  every  inducement  they  could 
to  local  Volunteers  to  devote  a  large 
portion  of  their  time  to  this  highly 
ekiUed  and  technical  work.  The  result 
of  the  experience  of  the  four  great 
estuaries  he  had  referred  to  had  been  so 
encouraging  that  in  the  Estimates  for 
the  current  year  it  would  be  found  that 
money  was  asked  to  place  a  similar 
force  for  the  Forth,  the  Tay,  the  Hum- 
her,  the  Tees,  and  for  Fiumouth ;  and 
though  there  was  not  a  large  Volunteer 
Force  to  co-operate  with  them,  sections 
of  battalions  would  be  placed  on  duty 
ftt  Belfast  and  Dublin.  He  trusted  that 
the  figures  ho  had  mentioned  would 
give  confidence  and  relief  from  danger 
of  panic  to  the  very  important  commu- 
nities whose  commerce  it  was  so  import- 
ant should  be  carried  on  under  a  sense 
of  security.  With  regard  to  the  forti- 
fication of  these  important  forts,  he  was 
unable  to  say  more  than  that  the  sub- 
ject was  under  the  consideration  it  de- 
served. But  the  Estimates  included  a 
Tote  of  £10,000  for  the  Tyne,  prefer- 
ence having  been  given  on  account  of 
the  Tyne  being  not  merely  a  com- 
loercial  harbour,  but  also  a  great  ar- 
■mhL  The  Hoose  would  see  that  re- 


gard had  been  had  to  the  importance  of 
the  subject ;  and  the  Qovcrnment  must 
not  be  suspected  of  indifference,  or  leas 
entitled  to  confidence,  because  they 
were  not  light-hearted  about  the  enor- 
mous expen(Uture  the  works  would  in- 
volve. There  was  constant  danger  that 
works  undertaken  to-day  with  the  full 
approval  of  professional  men  would  be- 
come obsolete  almost  before  their  exe- 
cution could  be  coinploted.  He  trusted 
the  House  would  feel  there  was  the 
most  anxious  desire  to  provide  as  far  as 
possible  for  the  wants  of  the  day  under 
the  guidance  of  the  science  of  the  times. 
The  Government  felt  they  were  best 
guarding  the  interests  of  the  country  by 
avoiding  delay  and  procrastination  on 
the  onehand,  while,  on  the  other,  avoid- 
ing hasty  expenditure  under  a  feeling 
of  panic. 

Sib  FEEDEEICK  STANLEY  (Lan- 
cashire N.,  Blackpool)  said,  it  was  so 
far  satisfactory  to  hear  that  there  was 
no  break  in  the  continuity  of  what  had 
been  undertaken ;  but  the  case  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  "W.  H.  Smith) 
was  that  there  was  work  which  was  part 
of  a  deBnite  and  well-thought-out 
scheme  for  the  defence  of  the  country 
whioh  had  never  been  commenced  at  all. 
The  Committee  asked  for  would  by  no 
means  take  upon  itself  the  functions 
which  belonged  to  the  Executive ;  but 
the  expense  beiug  so  great,  and  the 
work  being  necessary  by  the  admission 
of  tho  present  Government  and  of  the 
noble  Marquess  formerly  Secretary  for 
War  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  it 
might  be  a  strength  to  the  Government 
and  an  assistance  to  the  House  if  there 
were  associated  with  the  Executive  a 
Committee  including  Members  like  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Illing- 
worth),  who  was  not  popularly  supposed 
to  be  predisposed  towards  military  ex- 
penditure, who  would  satisfy  themselves 
that  it  was  necessary  and  advisable,  in 
the  interests  of  peace  and  of  our  com- 
merce, that  these  defensive  works  should 
be  carried  out.  In  speaking  of  the 
local  forces  that  wore  to  be  organized 
for  the  defence  of  the  mercantile  ports, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  said  nothing  about 
the  proTision  of  materials. 

Mb.  WOODALL  snid,  tho  provisions 
would  certainly  include  ammunition 
and  everything  else,  and  he  spoke 
about  works  that  were  now  in  pro- 
gress, including  the  erection  of  store- 
nooses.  C 
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Sm  FEEDEBIOK  STANLEY  said, 
he  was  glad  to  have  obtained  that  aa- 
Boranoe,  which  did  not  seem  to  be  con- 
veyed by  the  hon.  Gentleman's  first 
statement.  A  torpedo  system  alone  was 
not  everything;  indeed,  torpedoes  were 
of  little  value  against  the  means  of 
dealing  with  them  unless  they  were  ac- 
companied by  protective  works.  Per- 
haps they  might  hear  later  on  that  the 
neceesary  works  were  included.  Any 
suspicion  he  might  have  gathered 
strength  from  the  manner  in  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  works 
being  pushed  forward  in  the  Colonies. 
But  they  were  almost  led  to  bear  the 
expenditure.  It  was  an  expenditure  of 
which  they  in  no  way  complained ;  they 
had  come  forward  loyally,  and  had  voted 
money  in  support  of  the  system  of  Im- 

Eerial  defence.  With  Yplnnteers  at 
ome,  as  in  ^e  Colonies,  there  was  an 
excellent  spirit  if  we  made  use  of  it; 
but  it  was  a  spirit  that  could  be  easily 
chilled  and  diaconraged.  He  hoped 
that,  as  works  of  defence  were  pushed 
forward  in  the  Colonies  forming  part  of 
an  Imperial  and  commercial  system,  it 
might  be  understood  that  armaments 
would  be  proceeded  with  pari  pattu  at 
home.  If  one  thing  was  clearer  than 
another  it  was  that  the  conditions  of 
trade  in  time  of  war  would  have  entirely 
changed.  We  should  not,  as  formerly, 
have  ships  convoyed  by  men-of-war. 
The  best  authorities  thought  it  would 
be  necessary  that  the  sea  should  be 
patrolled  by  armoured  cruisers ;  and 
coaling  stations  would  be  of  the  utmost 
importance  both  for  cruisers  and  for 
merchant  steamers  which  trusted  to 
their  speed  in  running  the  gauntlet  of 
hostile  cruisers.  The  maintenance  of 
our  lines  of  communication  would  be 
absoluteW  necessary  to  the  oariying  on 
of  our  doloni^  trade.  He  hoped  he 
should  not  sit  down  without  making 
this  matter  clear — first  of  all,  that  this 
was  not  a  question  in  any  respect  a 
Party  one ;  and,  secondly,  that  they 
were  not  asking  more  than  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Member  for  Bossendale 
(the  Marquess  of  Hortingtoa)  told  the 
House,  after  mature  consideration  with 
the  Naval  and  Military  Authorities,  was 
necessary  for  the  defence  of  the  coun- 
try. What  they  asked  was  that  there 
should  be  no  break  of  continuity,  not  in 
the  work  begun,  but  that  laid  down  as 
necessary.  On  this  he  believed  rested 
the  best  guarantee  for  economy.  He 


was  sorry  to  say  that,  like  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  he  had  had  some  experience 
of  what  Votes  of  Credit  were  when  they 
came  to  be  spent ;  and  he  firmly  be- 
lieved that  the  way  for  the  country  to 
p^t  fnU  value  for  its  money  was  to  s^end 
it  in  times  of  peace,  when  every  item 
could  be  properly  looked  at,  rather  than 
in  time  of  war,  when  emei^encies  and 
confusions  were  apt  to  arise,  and  when, 
therefore,  the  expenditure  could  not  be 
so  well  controlled.    If  the  Government 
did  not  feel  themselves  able,  in  the  face 
of  the  undoubtedly  large  expenditure, 
io  carry  out  what  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  and  Lord 
Northbrook  originftlly  proposed,  then  it 
was  contended  that  it  might  be  an  ad- 
vantageous thing,  not  for  the  Govern- 
ment or  the  House,  but  for  the  oountiy, 
that  there  should  be  an  independent 
body  before  whom  the  question  cotdd 
be  clearly  laid,  and  who  could  say  that 
the  Government  in  their  opinion  were 
justified  in  making  a  lai^e  and  what, 
perhaps,  might  seem  an  excessive  de- 
mand upon  ^e  finances  of  the  country, 
and  that  a  proper  and  early  expenditure 
might  result  in  that  due  economy  which 
it  was  the  special  function  of  that  House 
to  insure. 

Sib  EDWAED  HAMLET  (Birken- 
head) said,  he  wished  he  could  confirm 
the  accuracy  of  the  glowing  picture 
which  the  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance 
(Mr.  Woodall)  had  presented  ;  but,  un- 
fortunately, he  was  unable  tu  do  ao. 
There  were  two  points  on  the  Southern 
Coast  on  which  our  Fleets  were  abso- 
lutely dependent,  and  the  loss  of  which 
would  imperil  the  existence  of  our  Navy 
—he  meant,  of  course,  the  great  Naval 
Arsenals  and  Dockyards  of  Portsmouth 
and  Plymouth.  But  their  importance 
was  not  limited  to  their  use  to  the  Navy. 
They  had  also  a  hi^h  military  signifi- 
cance. In  case  of  invasion  they  woidd 
be  powerful  supports  of  our  Army  in  the 
field ;  and  if  an  enemy  should  capture 
them  he  would  thereby  enormously  in- 
crease the  chances  of  effecting  the  con- 
quest of  the  Island.  Therefore,  Ports- 
mouth and  Plymouth  were  as  the  very 
apple  oi  our  eye.  This  fact  had  long  been 
recognized,  and  with  this  result — that 
many  years  ago  a  very  considerable  sum 
of  money  was  laid  out  on  their  defence. 
These  works,  when  constructed,' were  suf- 
ficient for  their  puxpoee;  but  in  the 
course  of  time  the  progress  of  artiUeiy 
had  been  so  great,  leavi^^^g^^ons 
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far  behind,  that  theae  works  were  no 
longer  reliable  for  their  defence.  Things 
had  come  to  a  pass  that  would  formerly 
have  seemed  miracaloiiB.  Modem  guns 
hurled  what  were  not  so  much  shells  as 
loaded  mines,  dropping  them  with  won- 
derful precision  within  a  limited  area, 
and  insuring  their  explosion  there.  By 
these  missiles  magazines  and  forts  for- 
merly bomb-proof  were  now  penetrable, 
and  he  need  not  describe  the  effect  of 
one  of  these  vast  projectiles  exploding 
in  a  magazine.  Plymouth  was  formerly 
protected  by  the  existing  batteries ; 
but  it  was  now  open  to  bombard- 
ment by  ships  of  war  which  could 
lie  beyond  the  range  of  those  batte- 
ries, and,  indeed,  concealed  by  obsta- 
cles from  their  view.  Several  foreign 
men-of-war  now  in  commission  were 
capable  of  destroying  the  masoniy  and 
magazines  of  our  sea  forts.  It  was  evi- 
dent, therefore,  that  these  works  de- 
manded renovation.  But  that  was  not 
all  that  had  to  be  said.  Nearly  all  the 
land  defences  of  Portsmouth,  and  also 
those  of  Plymouth,  were  without  ar- 
tillery. Their  deficiencies  in  guns  were 
to  be  counted  not  by  scores,  but  by  the 
handred.  Now,  he  had  been  unable  to 
discover  in  the  Estimates  that  any  pro- 
vision had  been  made  for  remedying 
these  deficiencies.  Many  hon.  Members 
would  agree  with  him  that  this  was  a 
perilous  absurdity ;  that  it  was  a  blot  on 
our  common  sense  and  prudence,  and 
could  not  too  soon  be  remedied.  He 
appealed  to  hon.  Members,  when  the 
occasion  occurred,  to  give  practical  effect 
to  their  opinions  on  this  subject.  He 
knew  that  many  of  them  had  to  en- 
counter the  prejudices  of  their  consti- 
tuents. He  himself  had  been  held  up 
to  reprobation  by  the  Kadical  news- 
papers of  the  neighbourhood  as  one 
who  was  desirous  of  spending  money  on 
what  it  pleased  them  to  call  useless  de- 
fences. As  he  was  not  a  Eadical,  that  did 
not  greatly  concern  him ;  but  ho  could 
feel  for  hon.  Memberswho  wereRadicals, 
and  if  they  were  put  to  pressure  of  this 
kind  he  would  appeal  to  their  patriotism 
to  resist  it.  Oar  military  ports  formed 
an  important  part,  but  not  the  only  part, 
of  this  question.  We  had  great  and 
famous  commercial  ports  which  were  ab- 
Bolutdy  defenceless,  and  might  easily  be 
attacked  by  means  at  the  command  of  a 
sea  Power.  He  would  only  instance  the 
Tyne,  the  Clyde,  and  the  Hersey.  These 


were  all  ports  of  enormous  commeroial 
importance.  They  were  ports  where 
our  vessels  would  refit,  and  two  of  them 
were  channels  upon  which  this  country, 
so  inadequate  for  the  production  of  its 
own  sustenance,  would  rely  for  its  food. 
He  conceded  willingly  that  considerable 
good  had  been  done  during  the  past 
year  in  providing  for  the  defence  of  these 
rivers  by  submarine  mines  under  the 
lately  developed  system  of  warfare.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Frederick 
Stanley)  who  had  just  sat  down  had  hit 
a  blot.  These  submarine  mines  were  of 
little  value  unless  they  were  protected 
by  guns  laid  in  defensive  works.  Now, 
the  only  one  of  the  rivers  he  had  named 
which  was  in  the  least  degree  defended 
by  guns  was  the  Mersey,  on  which  there 
was  a  battery,  but  so  inadequate  for  its 
purpose  that  an  enemy's  ship  lying  be- 
yond the  range  of  the  battery  might 
shell  the  docks,  which  extend  outside 
Liverpool  far  down  towards  the  sea.  He 
had  no  intention  of  wearying  the  House 
with  examples;  and  he  would  only  men- 
tion that  there  were  numerous  other 
ports  which,  for  various  reasons,  called 
urgently  for  defence,  and  among  them 
the  capitals  of  Scotland  and  of  Ireland 
were  easily  approached  and  offered 
tempting  prizes  to  an  enemy.  The  re- 
sponsible authorities  year  after  year 
had  pressed  this  matter  on  the  attention 
of  the  Qovemment,  and  appeals  had 
been  made  to  the  Treasury;  but  the 
Treasury,  strange  to  say,  was  not  a  De- 
partment from  which  to  expect  money. 
It  was  a  Department  from  which  to  ex- 
pect the  refusal  of  money.  If  other  De- 
partments chose  to  amuse  themselves  by 
framing  elaborate  Estimates,  and  sup- 
porting them  by  strong  arguments,  the 
Treasury  did  not  object  to  that,  as  it 
would  furnish  it  with  the  opportunity  of 
exercising  its  especial  function  of  cutting 
those  Estimates  down.  These  amputa- 
tions seemed  to  admit  of  no  kind  of  dis- 
crimination. The  word  was  passed  to 
shear  off  any  number  of  millions  to  suit 
the  exigencies  of  the  Budget,  and  the 
thing  was  done.  The  earliest  type  of  a 
Treasury  official  was  Procrustes.  The 
way  in  which  the  War  Office  put  forward 
its  plans  was  to  calculate  the  total  for 
any  works  and  armaments  required,  and 
then  to  divide  it  so  as  to  extend  over  a 
number  of  years.  According  to  that 
plan,  if  these  necessary  defences  were 
to  be  completed  within  the  next  five 
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years,  the  House  ought  this  year  to  see 
a  very  conBiderable  sum  allotted  in  the 
Estimates.  Butwhat  did  tho  House  find  ? 
It  would  find  that  £10,000,  allotted  for 
tho  whole  of  these  works,  was  given 
only  to  the  Tyne,  and  therefore  the  de- 
fence of  all  our  other  porta  was  indefi- 
nitely postponed.  It  was  in  vain  that 
works  and  armaments  were  estimated 
for  and  approved  when  they  could  be 
annihilated  by  a  stroke  of  the  pen.  It 
is  in  vain  that  the  Defence  Committee 
plants  and  a  Secretary  of  State  waters, 
when  in  a  moment  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  could  interfere  and  stop  frui- 
tion. It  was  in  vain  then  that  the  na- 
lional  defences  were  to  be  trusted  to 
the  annual  Estimates.  Sound  policy 
dictated  the  placing  of  tho  financial 
basis  of  any  scheme  of  Imperial  military 
defence  on  such  a  footing  as  would  put  it 
out  of  the  power  of  any  Government  to 
tamper  with  the  security  of  the  Empire 
in  order  to  provide  for  its  passing  needs. 

Ma.  ILLDJGWORTH  (Bradford,  W.) 
said,  if  he  were  to  consult  his  own  feel- 
ings, and  to  forget  the  interests  of  his 
constituents,  he  should  absent  himself 
from  the  House  during  these  discussions. 
There  was  no  novelty  in  the  situation. 
Tear  by  year  the  House  was  treated  to 
a  repetition  of  the  views  that  had  been 
expressed  that  evening.  Once  more 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentlemen  tried  to 
make  the  House  believe  that  if  the 
lavish  Estimates  prepared  by  the  Go- 
vernment were  only  exceeded — that  if 
they  would  only  do  certain  things  this 
year — then  they  should  arrive  at  the  full 
efiiciency  when  both  old  men  and  old 
women  might  sleep  securely  in  their 
beds.  Ho  wished  to  impress  upon  the 
House  the  strong  fact  that  there  was 
no  finality  in  this  martial  expenditure. 
Every  new  scheme  of  offence  or  defence 
appeared  to  become  obsolete  in  about  15 
years.  He  knew,  from  his  own  ex- 
perience of  engines  and  machinery,  that 
a  continual  com|>etition  of  inventions 
went  on ;  but  while  inventions  in  peace- 
ful industry  were  for  the  welfare  of  man- 
kind, the  rivalry  that  went  on  in  this 
and  other  countries  in  those  ofTensivo 
and  defensive  xmdertakings  would  only 
end  in  confusion  worse  confounded.  Each 
Opposition  encouraged  each  Government 
in  a  profligate  expenditure — [6Vt«  of 
"  Oh !  "] — well,  in  an  interminable  ex- 
penditure. Whatever  strength  was 
given  to  defensive  armaments,  there 

8%r  £dward  SamUtf 


was  ingenuity  yet  in  the  world  which 
would  make  offensive  operations  stronger. 
The  expenditure  on  their  armaments  had 
increased  within  a  comparatively  short 
period  from  £  1 8,000,000  to  £30,000,000, 
and  yet  hon.  and  gallant  Gentlemen  told 
them  that  this  country  was  now  in  a 
more  defenceless  position  than  it  had 
ever  been  before.  It  seemed  impossible 
to  impress  upon  the  mind  of  the  House 
the  hopelessness  of  the  enterprize  on 
which  they  were  engaged.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  occupying  the  two 
Front  Benches  could  for  one  single 
Session  forget  their  own  proclivities, 
and  declare  that  the  enterprize  on  which 
this  and  other  countries  were  engaged 
was  a  mad  and  ruinous  undertaking, 
and  if  they  could  appeal  to  other  na- 
tions with  all  the  authority  which  their 

fiosition  bestowed  upon  them,  he  be- 
ieved  they  would  do  infinitely  more 
good  for  the  whole  world  than  by  all 
the  talk  they  had  indulged  in  during 
the  last  20  or  25  years.  There  was  a 
strong  warlike  element  in  that  House, 
which  seemed  for  a  ni^ht  or  two  to  be 
omnipotent;  but  he  behoved  the  com- 
mon sense  of  the  country  would,  in  the 
end,  put  a  curb  upon  their  demands,  and 
he  seriously  assured  fliose  gallant  Mem- 
bers that  it  was  bis  solemn  conviction 
that  they  were  not  really  serving  the  in- 
terests of  the  country,  although  they 
were  so  loud-mouthed  in  their  profes- 
sions of  patriotism. 

SiK  JOHN  GOMMEEELL  (South- 
ampton) :  I  rise,  Sir,  to  give  my  most 
emphatic  denial  to  the  opinion  which 
has  been  expressed  by  the  Surveyor 
General  of  the  Ordnance  (Mr.  Woodall) 
in  reference  to  the  defences  of  Bermuda. 
Tho  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  Ber- 
muda is  perfectly  protected  by  tor- 
pedoes, which  are  ready  to  be  laid  down 
at  a  moment's  notice.  Now,  six  months 
have  not  elapsed  since  I  was  at  Ber- 
muda ;  and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing that  not  one*tenth  of  the  number  of 
torpedoes  required  for  the  defence  of 
the  Island  are  on  the  spot.  Within  the 
last  18  months  the  number  of  men  and 
officers  who  form  the  torpedo  corps  has 
been  reduced ;  and  at  the  present  mo- 
ment the  Island  of  Bermuda,  which  is 
our  most  important  Naval  Station  in 
North  America  and  the  West  Indies,  is 
protected  by  one  weak  regiment  distri- 
buted over  a  district  27  miles  in  extent, 
two  companies  of  Artillery,  and  two  corn- 
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panies  of  Engiaeers,  one  of  which  forms 
the  torpedo  corps.  The  torpedoes  which 
it  is  proposed  to  lay  down  will,  for  the 
most  part,  be  under  the  protection  of  no 
guns  whatever,  and  might,  therefore,  be 
easily  taken  up  by  an  enemy  after  they 
were  laid  down.  As  far  as  Halifax 
is  concerned,  it  is  in  a  little  better  posi- 
tion ;  but  the  armament  of  the  forts 
there  is  very  indififerent,  and  it  will 
be  absolutely  necessary  to  improve  it. 
When  I  listened  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Illing- 
worth),  who  has  just  sat  down,  I  could 
not  help  feeling  that  he  spoke  not  oa  if 
he  represented  Bradford,  out  rather  the 
Hartz  Mountains,  hecause  a  more  Bip 
Van  Winklish  speech  I  never  heard. 
Oan  it  be  supposed  that  we  are  to  stand 
still  in  respect  of  military  and  naval  ar- 
maments, and  that  we  are  to  remain  satis- 
fied with  guns  and  charges  which  may 
have  been  found  snfficient  30  years  ago, 
but  which  would  not  be  of  the  slightest 
avail  in  the  present  day  ?  What  chance 
would  the  guns  and  fortifications  of 
1854  have  against  the  IdO-lb.  charge  of 
modem  times?  The  question  we  have 
to  deal  with  is  not  the  question  of  money, 
but  the  absolute  necessity  of  keeping 
pace  with  the  times.  We  knew  that  by 
going  to  the  Treasury  for  money  we  will 

fet  very  little.  We  may  get  morals, 
ut  we  will  not  get  money.  I  am  happy 
to  say  that  the  two  Services  are  well  re- 
presented in  the  present  House  of  Oom- 
mons,  and  that  the  demands  whioh  are 
made  upon  the  Government  in  respect 
of  our  defences  receive  the  approval  not 
only  of  tl^  House,  but  of  the  countiy. 
Hon.  Members  may  depend  upon  it  that 
those  who  represent  the  two  Services  will 
do  their  du^  to  ^e  best  of  their  ability. 
We  will  endeavour  to  speak  up  like 
men,  and  to  express  our  opinions  in  the 
interests  not  only  of  the  Services  we  re- 
present, but  of  the  country  at  large.  We 
Delieve  that  it  is  for  the  interests  of 
economy,  as  well  as  for  the  best  in- 
terests of  the  Empire,  that  we  should 
maintain  our  Services  in  the  condition 
they  have  been  handed  down  to  us  by 
our  forefathers.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  Illingworth)  does  not 
like  our  speaking  out ;  but  we  ehall  do 
BO,  nevertheless,  when  we  think  it  ne- 
cessary. 

Colonel  WAKING  (Down,  N.) :  I 
rise,  under  circumstances  of  some  little 
difficulty,  to  perform  a  task  of  no  small 
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importance — namely,  to  endeavour  to  in- 
duce the  House  to  give  me  its  attention 
while  I  bring  before  it  a  matter  which, 
though  small  in  itself,  is  of  considerable 
interest  to  those  concerned.  I  had  in- 
tended to  move,  if  I  could  have  ob- 
tained an  opportunity— f 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  great 
discrepancy  hotweea  the  pay  and  allowances  of 
Staff  Sergeants  of  Militia  serving  on  Army  en- 
gagementB,  and  those  serving  on  Militia  engage- 
ments,  while  performing  tiie  same  duties,  is 
unfair  to  the  latter  class,  and  should  be  reduced 
by  an  addition  to  their  remuneration  where 
t^ey  can  show  long  and  meritorious  service." 

The  House  has  listened  patiently  to  the 
story  of  the  Prodigal  Son  of  the  British 
Empire,  and  I  hope  it  will  listen  as 
patiently  to  that  of  an  elder  brother  who 
has  never  yet  made  an  appeal  to  the 
House  for  assistance.  The  question  to 
which  I  ask  the  attention  of  the  Houso 
is  the  difference  between  the  pay  and 
allowances  of  Sta£f  Sergeants  of  Militia 
serving  on  Army  engagements  and  those 
serving  on  Militia  engagements.  I  will 
not,  at  this  late  hour,  detain  the  House 
by  going  into  all  the  details  of  the  ques- 
tion. I  will  simply  say  that  the  facts 
are  on  record,  and  that  they  are  these — 
that  while  the  Sergeants  serving  on 
Army  engagements  receive  a  certain 
sum  per  diem,  those  serving  on  Militia 
engagements  receive  precisely  one-half 
the  amount.  I  shall  be  told,  no  doubt, 
that  they  are  an  expiring  clas^  and  that 
they  now  only  number  700,  whereas 
there  were  as  many  as  4,567  a  few 
years  ago.  So  far  from  that  being  an 
argument  against  their  case  being  con- 
sidered, it  is  a  good  reason  why  so  small 
a  matter  should  not  be  allowed  to  stand 
between  the  country  and  fair  play. 
There  is  another  objection  which  may 
be  urged,  and  that  is  that  these  men 
have  not  been  liable  to  Army  service 
abroad,  and  that  they  have  not  had  ex- 
perience of  service  in  a  foreign  country. 
That  it  is  quite  true ;  and  I  would  allow 
that  argument  to  have  its  due  weight. 
Therefore,  I  do  not  ask — and  that  Be- 
Bolutiott  is  carefully  worded  in  that  re- 
spect— that  they  should  be  placed  on  a 
footing  of  equality  with  the  Sergeants 
on  Army  engagements,  but  only  that 
some  small  Moitiou  should  be  made  to 
their  present  inadequate  remuneration. 
Another  reason  whioh  may  be  urged 
against  the  proposition  to  improve  their 
position  is  that  they  are  not  now  liable 
to  serve  with,  the  Army  in  case  of 
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emergencj.  I  hold  that  plea  to  be 
altogether  a  chimerical  one.  They  are 
the  instructors  of  the  force  which  forms 
our  second  line  of  defence;  and  in  a 
time  of  emergency  it  vould  be  neces- 
sary to  augment]  their  number  largely 
by  efficient  men  from  the  Begular  Army, 
who  would  assist  them  in  performing 
their  duties^  It  may  be  said,  possibly, 
that  these  men  are  not  as  efficient,  and 
have  never  been  as  efficient,  as  men  of 
a  similar  description  drawn  from  the 
Line.  I  think  I  have  a  right  to  say  a 
few  words  on  that  subject.  I  am  now 
in  the  32nd  year  of  my  service  in  the 
Militia,  in  the  same  regiment — a  regi- 
ment I  have  now  the  nonour  to  com- 
mand. The  regiment  was  originally 
worked  by  non-commissioned  officers 
almost  exclusively  drawn  from  its  own 
ranks,  and  an  adequate  supply  was  kept 
up  from  that  source;-  and  it  was  not 
until  it  was  made  illegal  to  promote 
non-commissioned  officers  from  ^e  regi- 
ment that  we  were  obliged  to  resort  to 
Sergeants  from  the  Line.  I  believe  that 
any  official  in  the  House  connected  with 
the  Horse  Guards  is  able  to  express  an 
opinion  upon  this  subject ;  and  I  see  an 
hon.  Member  opposite  who  has  had  the 
opportunity  of  seeing  this  regiment 
under  arms.  I  believe  that  he  will 
testify  that  it  is  not  inferior  to  any  regi- 
ment which  belongs  to  the  same  branch 
of  the  Service;  and  I  hold  that  men 
who  are  oalled  upon  to  perform  certain 
duties,  and  who  perform  them  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  authorities,  should 
not  be  placed  in  the  invidious  and  un- 
fair position  they  now  occjpy  in  regard 
to  pension,  pay,  and  allowances.  I  will 
pass,  however,  from  a  comparative  state 
to  a  positive  one.  The  men  are  now  re- 
ceiving pay  for  which  you  could  not  get 
an  orwnary  labourer  in  most  of  the  coun- 
ties to  do  agricultural  work.  The  pay 
of  a  Sergeant  of  Militia  amounts  to 
U.  9d.  per  day,  and  he  is  liable  to  serve 
for  more  than  30  years  before  he  be- 
comes entitled  to  a  pension  on  retire- 
ment. Surely  that  is  not  acting  either 
fairly  or  jusuy  towards  those  who  may 
be  looked  upon  as  the  nurses  of  the 
Army.  Hie  consequence  of  this  state  of 
affairs  is  that  day  by  day  our  best  non- 
commissioned officers  are  seeking  civil 
employment,  and  leaving  the  Militia. 
From  whence  are  we  to  look  for  a  supply 
to  replace  them  ?  It  is  well  known  that 
there  is  by  no  means  a  large  supply  of 
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non-commissioned  officers  in  the  Line, 
and  the  number  of  non-commissioned 
officers  is  getting  day  by  day  more  scarce. 
"We  have,  further,  to  compete  with  a 
large  number — some  150  or  200  batta- 
lions— of  Volunteers,  every  one  of  which 
offers  more  inducements  than  we  can 
offer  to  get  the  best  men  from  the  Line. 
The  consequence  is  that  we  are  able  to 
obtain  very  few  men  for  the  Militia. 
So  much  is  that  the  case  that  we  have 
been  obliged  to  promote  men  from  the 
position  of  huffier  to  that  of  Sergeant 
on  the  Staff,  beoause  the  men  we  ^t 
from  our  lone  battalions  are  utterly  in- 
efficient to  perform  the  duties  required 
of  them.  I  think  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  in  a  private  conversation 
I  had  with  him.  had  but  a  very  vague 
idea  of  the  expense  which  the  country 
would  have  to  incur  if  my  proposal  were 
adopted.  In  my  opinion,  a  sum  of 
£15,000  would  cover  all  the  demands 
we  make  ;  and  surely  this  is  not  a  very 
large  amount  to  concede  for  the  purpose 
of  rendering  a  very  admirable  and  old 
Constitutional  Force  of  the  country  more 
popular  with  some  of  its  beet  ana  meet 
deserving  members. 

ARMY  (AUXILIART  FORCES)— VOLUN- 
TEER ARTILLERY.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  MABK  STEWABT  (Eirkoad- 
bright) :  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  calling 

the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
question  of  the  better  arming  of  the 
Volunteer  Artillery.  I  feel  that  it 
is  most  important,  in  order  that  the 
Artillery  Volunteers  should  obtain  the 
greatest  efficiency,  that  better  guns,  of 
precision  and  otherwise,  gun-carriages, 
and  Martini -Henry  rifles  should  be 
placed  at  their  disposal.  We  have 
heard  a  good  deal  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  lUingworth)  about 
the  vast  expenditure  upon  the  two  great 
Services  of  the  country,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the  two  Front 
Benches  have  given  concurrent  testimony 
to  the  fact.  Now,  the  Motion  which 
stands  in  my  name  on  the  Paper  ia  one 
which,  if  it  could  be  adopted,  would 
tend  rather  to  produce  economy  than 
expenditure ;  and,  therefore,  I  think  it 
is  one  which  will  commend  itself  to  the 
House,  and  especially  to  that  echool  of 
opinion  of  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  is  so  conspicuous  an  advocate. 
We  were  told  at  the  banning  of  this 
evening's  proceedings,  by  no  less  an 
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aathority  than  the  Prime  Miniater,  that 
my  increase  of  the  Yolnateer  Estimate 
must  he  considered  as  an  addition  to  the 
Fablio  Kxpeoditure.  I  strongly  protest 
against  that  view  of  the  case.  At  pre- 
Bsnt  we  have  a  force  of  some  250,000 
men,  who  give  their  time  and  services 
for  liie  country's  good  in  exchange  for 
no  pay  whatever;  and,  therefore,  any 
ste^  that  can  be  taken  to  improve  their 
position  cfumot  be  held  to  be  an  addi- 
tion to  the  expenditure  of  the  country. 
We  were  further  told  by  the  Chan^llor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  this  Vote  would 
be  of  no  avail  this  year ;  but  those  who 
have  the  honour  to  command  Volunteer 
regiments  know  very  well  what  the 
Capitation  (}rant  is  which  is  paid  by  the 
Treasury  ;  and  if  the  same  course  is  io 
be  pursued  with  regard  to  it  this  year 
I  am  afraid  that  we  shall  find  matters 
gradually  growing  worse.  It  is  on  this 
ground  that  I  regretted  to  find  the 
Oovernment,  in  the  early  part  of  the 
evening,  disinclined  to  concede  the  mode- 
rate request  made  on  this  aide  of  the 
House  for  an  addition  of  10«.  to  the 
Oapitation  Qrant  for  the  Volunteers.  In 
jveaking  on  this  subject— namely,  the 
Artillery  Yoluuteers— I  believe  that  I 
am  standing  alone,  because  I  believe 
that  I  am  the  only  Commandant  of 
Artillery  Volunteers  who  has  a  seat  in 
this  Honse ;  and  considering  the  im- 
portance of  the  question  I  am  anxious 
to  raise— and  it  has  an  important  bear- 
ing upon  the  defences  of  the  country, 
especially  on  our  commercial  ports — I 
think  it  is  second  to  no  subject  which 
has  been  before  the  House  this  evening. 
We  are  all  most  desi^us  that  not  only 
should  the  Volunteers  be  put  upon  a 
better  footing,  but  that  the  equipment 
of  the  force  should  be  in  such  a  satis- 
factory condition  as  would  enable  the 
Volunteers  to  afford  real  aid  to  the  Army 
in  a  time  of  war.  We  have  some  45,000 
Artillery  Volunteers  in  this  country,  and 
they  are  zealous  and  earnest  in  their 
work.  Bepresenting  a  force  which 
extends  over  three  counties,  I  can  bear 
my  testimony  to  the  great  advantage 
this  Artillery  Force  would  receive,  if  it 
could  not  only  have  the  extra  Capitation 
Qrant  which  we  endeavoured  to  obtain 
at  an  earlier  part  of  the  evening,  but 
also  if  it  could  be  furnished  with  40- 
pounder  guns  wherewith  to  exercise  the 
men.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  during 
the  past  few  years  the  Artillery  Volun- 


teers' have  suffered  through  not  being 
supplied  with  proper  guns  and  arms  of 
precision.  The  old  32-poundeTS  with 
which  we  have  been  supmied  have  been 
rendered  unfit  for  work  long  ago,  and  it 
is  very  difficult  now  to  bring  up  our  men 
for  that  gun  practice  which  it  is  desirable 
they  should  have.  When  a  few  nights 
ago  I  addressed  a  Questi<m  to  a  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  whom  I  do  not  see  in  his  place 
now,  I  was  told  that  a  good  many  32- 
pounders  had  already  been  served  out, 
and  that  there  were  no  more  in  store  of 
that  calibre.  Now,  it  is  of  the  utmost 
importance  that  we  should  get  guns  of 
some  kind  in  our  batteries,  so  that  we 
may  thoroughly  exercise  our  men  in  the 
use  of  arms  of  precision ;  or  otherwise 
they  may  become  indifferent  and  care- 
less. It  is  of  no  use  employing  the  old 
82-pounder8  with  any  idea  that  we  may 
thereby  perfect  the  drill  of  the  men ;  and 
yet  that  is  an  object  the  importance  of 
which  I  am  most  desirous  of  impressing 
on  the  House  with  all  the  force  I  can. 
I  think  it  is  of  extreme  importance  that 
for  the  purpose  of  exercise  Artillery 
Volunteers  should  be  furnished  with 
40  -  pounder  guns.  If  it  is  the  cose 
that  a  40-pounder  gun  costs  a  large  sum 
of  money,  and  that  there  are  very  few 
in  store  at  present,  or  that  there  have 
not  been  so  many  made  as  ought  to  be 
made,  could  not  the  Oovernment  see 
their  way  to  provide  9, 10,  or  12-poundere 
for  practice  in  field  evolutions,  so  that 
the  Artillery  Volunteers  maybe  enabled 
to  take  their  proper  position  in  the  field 
if  necessity  uiould  arise  ?  I  suggested 
to  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  that  we 
might  be  supplied  with  20- pounder  guns; 
but  the  answer  was  that  guns  of  that 
description  were  never  served  out  to 
the  Artillery  Volunteers.  Very  likely 
not,  but  we  merely  ask  to  be  supplied 
with  them  for  practice.  There  is  another 
point  to  which  I  should  like  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  it  is  this — even  those  corps  and 
batteries  which  have  been  so  highly 
favoured  as  to  have  40-poundera  or  60- 
pounders  served  out  to  them  are.  un- 
provided with  proper  gun-carriages,  and 
have  no  means  of  transporting  the  guns 
from  their  winter  quarters,  and  from 
the  drill-sheds  which  have  been  put  up 
by  the  Artillery  officers  at  considerable 
expense,  in  order  to  use  them  at  their 
summer  quarters  and  o.t  their  ranges 
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and  {QacoB  of  practice.  What  happens  ? 
It  is  not  unusual  to  see  a  large  jorce  of 
Artillery  Volunteers  marching  behind 
carts  carrying  4  pouDders  down  to  the 
ranges  at  which  they  are  to  practise.  I 
think  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance 
that  the  Volunteers  should  be  better 
equipped  and  furnished  with  arms. 
Now  that  the  £ifle  Corps  have  the 
Martini  -  Henry  rifle  it  is  hard  that 
the  Artillery  Volunteers  should  not 
have  the  Martini- Henry  carbine.  Why 
should  not  the  Government  give  us 
equal  advantages  with  the  Bide  Volun- 
teers, by  enabling  us  to  furnish  our 
regiments  vith  adequate  guns  out  of 
the  GtoTomment  stores?  I  throw  out 
that  suggestion,  and  I  would  urge  upon 
the  right  faon.  Gentleman  that,  oonsider- 
ing  the  Bifle  Volunteers  have  the  benefit 
of  the  Martini  -  Henry  rifle  without 
charge,  the  Artillery  Volunteers  should 
receive  the  same  benefit ;  and  surely 
45,000  stand  of  arms  could  be  turned 
out  in  a  very  short  time  in  the  Govern- 
ment factories.  Therefore,  I  think  that 
the  country  should  be  called  upon  to 
make  this  provision  without  further  de- 
lay. It  is  not  very  much  to  ask,  and  I 
believe  that  in  the  end  it  would,  if 
granted,  promote  economy  in  the  Esti- 
mates. I  would  also  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  afford  the  Volunteers  an  op- 
portunity of  obtaining  their  uniforms 
from  the  Government  stores  at  a  cheap 
rate,  and  I  would  suggest  that  a  waist- 
belt  and  pouch  should  be  granted.  They 
cost  the  Volunteer  about  12*.  or  lis.; 
and  considering  the  officers  have  to 
make  good  any  de^ciencies,  and  that 
t^ey  already  are  required  to  advance 
coi^siderable  sums  of  money,  it  is  rather 
hard,  now  that  the  real  value  of  the 
Volunteer  Force  is  becoming  more  fully 
recognized,  that  the  Volunteers  them- 
selves should  be  required  to  purchase 
all  the  things  which  are  necessary  in 
order  to  maintain  them  in  a  proper  con- 
dition. I  have  already  said  that  my 
command  extended  over  a  wide  area  of 
country.  That  is  a  circumstance  which 
renders  it  a  matter  of  great  moment  to 
assemble  the  different  batteries  together 
at  least  once  a- year.  All  connected  with 
the  Volunteer  Force  will  agree  with  me 
in  saying  that  it  is  of  importance  that 
men  who  may  be  called  upon  to  act 
together  Bhould  have  an  opportunity  of 
knowing  each  other.  At  present  they 
are  unable  to  do  so  on  account  of  the 
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expenditare  involvedf  and  if  they  go 
into  camp  they  receive  nothing  beyond 
a  bare  2t.  a-day  from  the  day  they  go 
into  it  until  the  day  they  leave  it.  I 
think  it  is  absurd  and  monstrous  to 
expect  that  men  will  give  up  all  their 
time  to  the  service  of  their  country 
unless  they  are  more  liberally  treated. 
The  men  ^emselves  are  called  upon  to 
make  great  sacrifices  ;«nd  if  their  travel- 
ling expenses  are  not  paid,  it  is  hardly 
reasonable  to  expect  that  the  officers 
will  bring  pressure  to  bear  upon  the 
men  to  induce  them  to  leave  their  fami- 
lies and  their  industrial  occupations  in 
order  to  go  for  three  or  four  days  into 
camp,  notwithstanding  the  importance 
of  bringing  the  men  together  and  show- 
ing them  the  details  of  their  duty.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  consent 
to  do  something  in  this  direction,  he 
will  confer  an  immense  boon  upon  this 
branch  of  the  Service,  and  his  name 
will  be  held  in  very  high  estimation 
indeed  by  the  Volunteer  Force.  There  is 
another  point  upon  which  I  desire  to  say 
a  word,  and  that  is  to  impress  upon  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  not  only  the  im- 
portance of  giving  ua  better  guns,  but 
of  giving  us  better  carriages  for  the 
guns;  of  giving  us  travelUng  carriages 
and  limbers,  Martini-Henry  carbines, 
and  better  arms  of  precision  generally. 
Any  advances  which  may  have  been 
made  during  the  past  year  I  hope  will 
be  continued  during  the  present.  I 
believe  that  the  present  is  the  time  to 
give  all  legitimate  assistance  and  en- 
couragement to  the  Volunteers,  and  not 
when  under  the  influence  of  panic  or 
invasion.  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  consider  the  case  of  the  Artillery 
Volunteers  from  an  economical  point  of 
view.  I  ask  him  to  enable  us  to  bring 
these  large  bodies  of  men  together  with- 
out throwing  all  the  expenses  upon  the 
men  themselves.  It  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  the  detached  and  isolated 
batteries  which  exist  in  the  Ea^t  and 
West  of  Scotland  should  be  allowed  to 
come  together  once  a-year  for  prac- 
tice ;  that  they  should  be  furnished  with 
the  best  weapons  that  can  be  procured  ; 
and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he 
cannot  supply  us  with  40-pounder8,  will 
allow  us  to  have  some  of  the  !)  or 
12  -  pounders  now  in  store,  we  shall 
then  be  able  to  enter  into  real  practice, 
and,  I  have  no  doubt,  with  the  most 
successful  result. 
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ABMT— THE  SOLDIER'S  RATION. 
OBBERTATIONS. 

Db.  E.  FARQUHAESON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) :  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
calling  attention  to  the  deficiency  in 
quantity  and  dofectiveneas  in  arrange- 
ment of  the  soldier's  ration,  and  of  the 
desirability  of  appointing  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  consider  the  best  manner  of 
improving  the  soldier's  ration.  I  think 
this  qne^on  is  one  of  very  great  im- 
portance.  Wo  all  admit  that  the  soldier 
is  an  expensive  machine,  and  if  ho  is  to 
be  kept  in  a  state  of  efficiency  he  must 
bp  liberally  and  substantially  fed.  The 
Medical  Department  of  the  Army  have 
frequently  recommended  additions  to 
the  soldiers'  diet,  and  hare  declared  that 
it  is  necessary  the  soldiers  should  be 
provided  with  a  larger  allowance  of  meat 
than  the  three-quarters  of  a  pound 
which  they  now  receive.  The  recom- 
mendation of  the  Committoe  presided 
over  by  General  Peel  was  that  an  extra 
quarter- pound  of  meat  should  bo  given  ; 
bnt  General  Peel  himself  did  not  concnr 
with  that  recommendation,  and  preferred 
a  small  augmentation  of  the  pay,  in  the 
belief  that  if  the  soldier  had  more  pay 
he  would  supplement  his  ration  out  of 
bis  own  pocket.  Now,  the  soldier  is  told 
before  he  is  induced  to  join  the  Begular 
Army  that  be  will  be  fed  and  supplied 
with  what  are  commonly  called  free 
I'atioDs ;  but  such  free  rations  are  well 
known  to  be  an  entire  fiction.  Instead 
of  getting  free  rations  he  only  gets 
three-quarters  of  a  pound  of  meat  and 
one  pound  of  dry  bread ;  so  that  if  he 
were  left  to  live  on  what  a  grateful  coun- 
try supplies  him  with  he  would  have 
very  short  commons  indeed.  He  is 
allowed  to  supply  himself  at  breakfast, 
out  of  kia  own  pocket,  with  a  little 
coffee  and  some  milk  and  sugar;  and  if 
he  likes  to  go  a  little  further  and  spend 
his  money  on  his  stomach,  he  may  go  to 
the  canteen  and  spend  any  amount  he 
likes  on  an  extra  breakfast.  After  that 
he  gets  his  dinner  in  the  middle  of  the 
day,  and  he  finds  that  the  three-quarters 
of  a  pound  which  he  is  supplied  with 
without  bone,  in  the  process  of  cook- 
ing, is  dwindled  down  to  four  or  five 
ounces.  Then  he  may  have  coffee  to  his 
tea,  and  more  bread,  and  he  gets  no- 
thing mure  until  the  following  morning. 
Hon.  Members  will  understand  what  nn 
injiirions  effect  it  must  have  upon  a  man  to 

VOXir  COCm.     [raiBD  SEMES.] 


bekept  fastingsolong  if  he  has  laborious 
work  to  do.  When  a  great  and  growing 
lad  is  suddenly  called  on  to  do  a  new 
kind  of  work  the  expenditure  of  a  good 
deal  of  nervous  energy  is  involved,  and 
thei-e  is  a  good  deal  of  strain  upon  the 
system.  The  recruit  is  usually  a  grow- 
ing lad  in  good  health ;  he  is  required 
to  do  a  couple  of  hours'  work  before 
breakfast,  and  perhaps  four-and-a-half 
hours'  drill  during  the  day.  He  has  also 
to  perform  finttgue  duties  and  to  take  part 
in  gymnastic  exercises,  and  all  this  strain 
upon  the  nervous  resources  ought  to  be 
met  by  a  liberal  diet.  That  the  recruit 
does  not  get  enough  in  the  sbape  of 
rations  is  proved  by  the  Reports  of  the 
medical  officers,  and  it  will  be  found 
that  these  men  are  spending  their  own 
money  every  day,  perhaps  -id,  or  firf. 
a-day,  out  of  their  so-called  pay,  in 
ordor  literally  to  keep  body  and  soul 
together.  It  is  all  very  well  to  say  that 
they  have  money  which  they  may  spend 
on  food.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that 
young  men  in  this  position  verj-  much 
prefer  to  study  their  pleasure  instead 
of  their  health  and  phyatque  ;  and  al- 
though it  may  be  said  that  the  ordi- 
nary agrioultural  labourer  is  not  as  well 
fed  as  the  soldier,  it  is  nevertheless  the 
fact  that  he  gets  a  kind  of  diet  that  is 
better  calculated  for  enabling  him  to 
perform  bin  work.  Although  he  may  not 
have  quite  as  much  meat,  he  has  more 
fatty  matter,  and  farinaceous  food  which 
more  than  mskes  up  the  deficiency.  At 
present  the  soldier  is  in  the  habit  of 
supplementing  his  diet  by  procuring, 
when  at  work  outside  his  quarters,  such 
things  as  butter  and  cheese.  The  remedy 
for  this  grievance  is,  I  think,  pretty  ob- 
vious. I  think  that  the  soldier  and  the 
recruit  ought  to  be  provided  with  a 
better  breakfast.  They  ought  to  have 
somethiug  more  than  dry  bread  to  the 
cup  of  tea  and  coffee  they  have  at 
8  o'clock  in  the  morning.  Then,  again, 
I  think  they  ought  to  liave  something 
between  their  meals  before  they  ^o  to 
bed  at  night,  and  I  think  that  bread  and 
cheese  would  be  a  very  good  sort  of  food 
to  give  them.  Of  course  it  may  be  said 
that  all  this  will  cost  money.  I  am  afraid 
that  it  would  cost  a  considerable  sum ; 
but  it  is  a  question  whether  it  would  not 
be  preferaMe  to  cut  off  2rf.  or  3rf.  n-day 
of  this  delusive  pay — to  give  him  lees 
money,  and  a  more  reasonable  amount 
of  cooked  food  free  of  cost  to  himself. 
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iCri't  t>/  "  No !  "]  Hon.  Gentlemen  eay 
"  No ; "  but  I  maintain  that  if  the  coun- 
try  cannot  afford  to  give  to  the  recruit 
and  the  soldier  the  extra  lood  their  con- 
stitution requires  it  would  be  far  better 
to  give  him  less  pay,  and  make  up  for  it 
by  an  increased  amount  of  food.  Then, 
again,  we  ought  to  do  away  with  tho 
fiction  of  free  rntlons,  the  result  of  which 
at  present  is  that  the  recruit,  when  he 
joins  the  Oolourf>,  finds  that  he  has  been 
practically  deceived  by  the  Becruiting 
Sergeant,  and  immediately  becomes  dis- 
satisfied.   I  think  it  would  be  much 
better  to  state  what  the  exact  facts  are. 
The  most  important  matter,  however,  is 
the  supply  of  an  adequate  quantity  of 
good  and  substantial  food.    A  recruit 
when  he  joins  the  Army,  is  generally 
not  fully  developed ;  and  unless  the  un- 
necessary waste  of  tissue  is  prevented, 
and  his  bodily  strength  and  constitution 
preserred,  he  will  inevitably  break  down 
under  the  pressure  and  stoain  uf  the 
new  work  to  which  he  is  subjected.  I 
therefore  think  ttiat  the  expenditure  of 
more  money  in  food  would,  in  the  end, 
be  economical.    Two  years  ago,  when 
this  subject  was  brought  before  the 
House  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Sueecx  (Sir  "Walter  B. 
Barttelot),  whom  I  regret  not  to  see  in 
his  place,  aud  still  more  on  account  of 
the  cause  of  his  abseuce,  the  noble 
Marquees  the  Member  for  Rossendale 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  who  was 
then  at  the  head  of  the  War  Office, 
promised  that  the  subject  should  have 
full  consideration.  The  noble  Marquess 
soon  afterwards  left  the  War  Office,  and 
1  should  like  to  know  whether  he  trans- 
mitted the  result  of  his  deliberations  to 
any  of  his  numerous  Successors  ?  At  all 
events,  I  would  press  those  points  upon 
the  attention  of  tho  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  now  so  ably  fills  the  post  of 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman).     I  know  that  many 
Army  authorities  thembelvesconsiderthat 
this  question  is  one  of  much  greater  im- 
portance than  has  hitherto  been  attached 
to  it.    The  subject  of  dieting  a  soldier 
is  the  subject  of  a  prize  ef>say  next  year, 
and  I  think       fact  alone  is  a  proof  of 
the  importance  which  is  attached  to  it. 
I  must  apologize  for  intervening  between 
the  right  hon.Oentleman  and  the  House ; 
but  I  trust  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  consider  the  subject  carefully, 
and  decide  upon  securing  for  the  soldier 
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the  advantages  which  I  claim  on  his 
behalf. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Gal way,  N.) :  I 
quite  agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  addressed  the  Rouse  that 
the  rations  now  supplied  to  the  soldier 
are  quite  insufficient,  and  there  is  no 
good  reason  why  they  should  not  be  in- 
creased. Both  bread  and  meat  are  now 
much  cheaper  than  they  were,  and  at 
the  present  moment  the  War  Office  must 
be  realizing  a  large  saving  out  of  tbe 
bread  and  meat  contracts.  Therefure, 
this  would  -be  an  excellent  opportunity 
for  giving  the  soldier  a  really  free  ration. 
He  ought  to  get  his  bread  and  tea  and 
something  for  supper.  It  would  not  cost 
a  very  large  sum  of  money,  and  tbe 
question  is  one  which  certainly  deserves 
the  serious  consideration  of  the  War 
Office.  There  was,  however,  one  recom- 
mendation made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeenshire  (Dr.  Farquharson]  with 
which  I  cannot  agree— namely,  that  a 
deduction  should  be  made  to  cover  the 
expense  of  this  addition  to  the  soldier's 
rations  out  of  the  small  pay  which  he  nt 
present  receives.    The  soldier  is  badly 

t)aid  at  the  present  moment,  and  it  will 
le  most  unwise  to  deduct  anything  from 
the  small  amount  of  pay  he  now  re- 
ceives. If  you  are  really  ^oing  to  confer 
any  advantage  upon  him  m  the  shape  of 
an  increase  of  ration,  you  must  make  it 
a  free  ration.  The  hon.  and  gallaot 
Member  for  North  Dovfn  (Golimel 
Waring)  h  as  called  attent  ion  to  the  griev- 
ances of  the  Militia  Sergeants.  Now, 
the  case  of  all  Sergeants  is  this — they 
are  practically  at  the  head  of  their  Pro- 
fession. As  an  ordinary  rule  a  soldier 
rarely  rises  beyond  the  position  of  Ser- 
geant, although  a  few  may  be  picked 
out  and  made  Sergeant  Majors.  I  be- 
lieve that  only  20  commissions  are  given 
to  non  commissioned  officers  in  the  course 
of  the  year,  and  I  must  say  that  I  look 
upon  it  as  a  great  shame  and  scandal.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
above  the  Gangway  who  agree  with  my 
first  remarks  will  not  feel  inclined  to 
concur  with  me  in  that.  No  doubt  those 
hon.  Members  are  fond  of  the  Army; 
but  they  regard  it  from  an  aristocratic 
point  of  view.  I  also  am  fond  of  tfae 
Army,  but  I  look  at  it  from  a  democratic 
point  of  view,  and  from  that  point  <rf 
view  I  say  that  you  do  not  give  deserv- 
ing soldiers  a  sufficient  number  oi  com- 
missions,  Tbe  grievance  of  tbe  IHlitia 
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Seiyeante,  especially  in  the  remote  p^rts 
of  Ireland,  is  a  very  serious  one,  and  I 
hope  that  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  will  look  into  the  matter.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Korth 
Down  (Colonel  Waring)  has  shown  how 
wretchedly  paid  about  700  of  these  Ser- 
geants are,  and  it  would  only  oost  the 
country  something  like  £  17,000  to  meet 
their  claims.  That  is  exactly  the  cost 
of  tlie  ammunition  of  one  large  gun  in 
the  Xavy.  You  provide  all  these  expen- 
sive things  for  the  Navy,  and  yet  you 
grudge  this  small  additional  charge  for 
tho  Hilltia  Sei^eanfB.  I  do  not  know 
what  the  case  may  be  in  England,  but 
in  Ireland  there  can  be  no  doubt  that 
the  Militia  Sergeants  are  very  badly 

Said  indeed,  and  I  hope  something  will  be 
one  to  remedy  the  grievances  of  which 
they  complain. 

Colonel  DUNCAN  (Fioshury,  Hol- 
bom) :  Sir,  I  am  very  sorry,  at  this  late 
hour,  to  intervene  between  the  House 
and  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  ; 
but  I  understand  that  any  grievances 
which  hon.  Members  are  to  biing  for- 
ward sh  )uld  be  ventilated  before  Sup|tly 
is  taken,  and  the  subject  to  which  I 
desire  to  call  attention  is  an  undoubted 
grievance  both  to  the  taxpayers  of  the 
country  and  the  British  Army.    It  will 
not  amaze  me  to  find  myself  supported 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
Illingworth),  because  one  of  my  chief 
aims  is  to  secure  a  reduction  of  charge 
to  the  taxpayers.   I  also  imagine  that  I 
shall  find  mjself  supported  by  the  f'ront 
Bench  opposite,  because  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  add  to  the  public  charge,  but  to 
reduceit.  I  think  that  theright  hon.  Gen- 1 
tleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  I 
(Sir  William  Haroourt)  ought  especially  j 
to  support  me,  because  he  spoke  with  i 
marked  emotion  to-night  of  the  incou-  i 
venienee  which  might  be  entailed  by  the  ' 
success  of  such  Hesolations  as  that  which  j 
was  brought  forward  early  in  the  even-  j 
ittg,  involving,  as  it  would  have  done,  a  ' 
greatly  increased  charge  upon  the  public.  ■ 
The  right  hon.  Qeptlemau  also  alluded,  | 
in  language  which  was  both  philosophi- 
cal and  the  true  language  of  political  \ 
economy,  to  the  injustice  of  saddling ! 
posterity  with  any  heavy  i^arga  which  j 
it  might  find  it  diffinult  to  meet  or  re- 
moTo.  During  the  time  when  the  system 
of  purchase  in  the  Army  was  abolished,  j 
England  was  (Tossed  by  one  of  those 
emotional  waves  which  do  so  much' 


credit  to  the  heart  of  the  peo^de,  but 
which  are  often  fc^lowed  by  a  period  of 
re-action  and  of  bewilderment  aa  to  find- 
ing a  substitute  for  that  which  has  been 
rightly  swept  away.  At  such  a  time 
the  Government  of  the  day  seem  to 
place  themselves  heart  and  soul  in  the 
hands  of  actuaries.  Now,  actuaries  are 
a  class  of  men  whom,  from  long  expe- 
rience, I  regard  with  a  sort  of  whole- 
some scepticism,  for  I  have  hardly  found 
a  single  instance  in  which  Ministers — 
either  optimists  or  pessimists — have  not 
been  misled  by  them.  I  have  here  a 
book  which  {pves  an  example  of  retired 
pay  for  20  years  prepared  four  years  ago, 
and  I  find  that  their  calculations  for  the 
retired  pay  of  officers  of  the  Army  has 
already  exceeded  the  Estimate  by  50  per 
cent.  When  steps  hod  to  be  taken  to 
replace  the  purchase  which  was  rightly 
abulished,  the  method  suggested  was 
compulsory  retirement  after  certain  ages 
or  after  cerfoin  periods  of  service  in  the 
several  ranks.  It  began  with  the  faulty 
and  imperfect  test  of  age.  Some  men 
are  young  and  others  old  at  the  same 
age,  and  the  result  has  been  what  was 
never  contemplated  or  desired — namely, 
that  the  higher  ranks  of  the  Army  are, 
owing  to  this  test,  practically  closed  to 
officers  &om  the  ranks.  Again,  in  times 
of  emergency  when  the  military  schools 
were  uuuble  to  furnish  a  sufficient  sup- 
ply of  officers,  they  had  to  go  to  the 
Univerfeities  and  to  take  other  steps  to 
obtain  a  supply  of  efficient  officers,  and 
it  was  found  necessary  to  raise  tho  age, 
leading  to  results  which  have  been  pre- 
judicial to  the  Service.  At  tho  moment 
nothing  was  thought  of  that ;  but  a 
Nemesis  was  in  front  of  the  unfortunate 
officers.  They  were  brought  into  the 
Army  and  hurled  into  the  pit  of  profes- 
sional extinction  before  younger  men 
who  joined  at  the  same  time.  The  prin- 
ciple of  making  a  man  leave  after  serv- 
ing for  a  certain  number  of  years  has 
been  found  not  only  unsound,  but  had 
for  the  Service.  I  might  illustrate  this 
by  instances  from  my  owu  branch  of  the 
Service,  where  a  certain  knowledge  of 
science  is  absolutely  necessary.  We 
have  heard  from  the  riaht  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  was  formeny  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  of  the  great  cost  of  our  ar- 
maments and  ammunition,  and  it  is  es- 
sential that  the  officers  in  charge  of  them 
should  have  a  fatrictly  scientific  know- 
ledge of  what  costs  the  country  so  much. 
But  at  the  end  of,  8^„Mcf?^W«y^TC 
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vice  in  the  raoks  of  Major  a  man  is  pat 
on  half-pay  with  the  prospect,  if  he  lives 
lonf^  enough  and  vaoancies  occur,  of 
being  brought  to  a  higher  rank.  If  be 
is  a  rich  man,  he  remains  idle  until  a 
vacancy  occurs ;  if  he  is  a  poor  man,  he 
is  obliged  to  take  a  pension  that  is 
biffher  than  half- pay,  and  thus  to  com- 
mit professional  suicide.  It  is.  indeed, 
a  terrible  system  of  the  survival,  not  of 
the  fittest,  but  of  the  richest ;  and  it 
makes  those  who  do  receive  promotion 
more  or  less  stale  and  inefficient  by 
being  unemployed,  and  it  entails  a  loss 
to  the  country  much  greater  than  hon. 
Members  may  imagine.  It  was  the  late 
Emperor  Napoleon  who  Raid,  in  a  true 
Naj)nIeonic  way,  tliat  the  hi^tory  of 
artillery  is  the  history  of  civilization, 
because  it  is  the  history  of  the  progress 
of  science.  But,  at  the  very  time  that 
you  are  spending  so  much  money  on 
the  material  for  your  Artillery,  you  are 
forcing  into  private  life  men  whose 
brains  become  fallow  from  want  of  ex- 
perience, who,  when  they  are  brought 
back  to  a  higher  rank,  have  to  go  again, 
as  it  were,  to  a  professiooal  suhool  and 
learn.  It  is  for  this  reason  that  I  im- 
plore the  House,  irrespective  of  Party— 
for  Army  and  Navy  questions  are  not 
Party  questions— to  reconsider  the  Rules 
which  at  present  exist  with  regard  to 
this  matter.  Over  and  over  again  it  is 
found  that  good  men  are  being  forced 
out  of  the  higher  ranks  into  the  ranks 
of  those  on  retired  pay,  while,  at  the 
same  time,  it  is  found  that  you  cannot 
feed  the  lower  ranks  sufficiently  fast. 
That  shows  the  necessity  for  some  re- 
arrangement At  present  a  man  when 
he  enters  the  ranks  knows  that  he  is 
going  professionally  to  die,  and  whether 
he  is  an  efficient  and  active  officer  or  not 
he  dies  just  the  same,  on  the  same  day. 
At  present  an  officer  is,  say  for  fivo 
years,  in  command  of  a  battalion,  and 
he  knows  that  at  tbo  end  of  the  five 
years  he  must  leave.  The  last  year  of 
his  service  is,  consequently,  a  most  dis- 
turbed year  to  him,  and  a  year  of  hope 
to  the  man  who  may  succeed  him.  His 
time  is  occupied  in  making  up  his  mind 
as  to  what  further  emplovmnnt  he  can 
get  or  what  he  can  do.  AVIiat  I  say  is — 
let  that  man  work  on  to  the  last  day  of 
his  five  years  with  the  belief  that  if  his 
work  u  satisfactory  he  will  have  an  ez- 
tttuion  of  two  years.  By  so  doing,  you 
would  not  only  save  the  money  of  the 
country,  but  would  give  to  the  officers 
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an  inducement  to  work  well  and  effi- 
ciently during  the  whole  of  his  service, 
which  would  produce  an  effect  that  can 
hardly  be  exaf^erated.  Why  should 
you  send  a  Major  into  professional  ex- 
tinction or  into  half-pay  after  seven 
years  when  he  is  in  the  prime  of  life  ? 
Why  not  award  to  him  the  punishment 
of  diamiEsal  if  he  faik  to  make  himself 
efficient,  or  give  him  a  certain  reward  If 
he  is  efficient,  in  retaining  his  rank  for 
a  longer  period,  and  thereby  saving  a 
heavy  expenditure  to  the  country?  I 
have  stated  the  rase  with  perfect  sim- 
plicity. I  wish  the  House  to  realize  the 
facts,  and  to  think  over  tliem.  It  is  a 
very  important  question  for  the  officers. 
At  the  present  time  a  feeling  of  despair 
has  practically  settled  down  upon  them. 
I  think  it  was  quaint  old  Curtius  who 
said  in  his  history  of  Alexander  the 
Great — "  Saepe  dnptratto  tpei  mkm  ett." 
Sir,  in  those  days  that  grim  parent  may 
have  been  a  fruitful  mother,  but  to-day 
she  is  as  barren  as  Sarai.  This  House 
will  have  to  work  a  miracle  ere  officers 
see  the  Isaac  of  their  hopes.  It  is  as  if 
in  the  midst  of  professiooal  life  they  are 
always  in  professional  death.  That  is 
the  Nemesis  they  have  to  struggle 
against.  What  they  dread  is  that  prac- 
^  tically  during  the  whole  of  their  profes- 
'  sional  career  they  are  threatened  with  a 
I  death  they  can  only  avoid  by  a  period 
I  of  inaitton  distasteful  to  themselves  and 
I  very  costly  to  the  country.  Theygoabout 
1  like  gladiators  durtog  their  pro&ssional 
j  career—"  Morituri  te  $altitanV^  In  the 
I  interests  of  the  taxpayer  of  the  future 
I  now  desire  to  say  a  word.  Strange  as 
it  may  appear  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  Illingworth),  moat  of  the 
Members  representing  the  two  great  Ser- 
vices of  the  country  have  been  sent  here 
by  very  large  and  populous  oonstituen- 
oise ;  and,  therefore,  they  havo  no  more 
desire  to  imi>ose  undue  taxation  upon 
the  people  than  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site. If  this  system  is  not  changed  the 
amount  of  retired  pay,  which  is  already 
£1,000,000  a-year  more  than  it  was 
when  purchase  was  abolished,  will  roll 
up  to  such  dimensions  that  it  will  be- 
come absolutely  unbearable  to  the  tax- 
payers. Then  will  happen  one  of  two 
things — either  the  people  will  be  driven 
altogether  to  repudiate  these  penuona, 
or  they  more  probably  will  say  to  the 
Minister  of  the  day—**  We  give  you  so 
many  millions  for  the  Army ;  we  leave 
you  to  detide^h^w^th^^^^distri- 
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bated ;  and  if  you  cannot  do  something  [ 
to  get  rid  of  the  ineffective  Army  burden 
you  must  cut  down  the  effective  force." 
I  therefore  ask  the  House  to  face  this 
subject  in  the  interests  of  the  taxpayers 
of  the  future,  which  ought  to  be  just  as 
dear  to  us  as  the  interests  of  the  tax- 
payers of  the  present.  Why,  in  these 
days  of  depressed  trade,  should  we  add 
to  the  claims  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  upon  us  by  turning  adrift 
into  the  world  men  who  are  willing  to 
work  and  swelling  the  crowds  in  the 
Service  Clubs,  who  at  present  make 
night  and  day  hideons  with  their  moans? 
When  a  civil  office  becomes  vacant, 
whether  it  be  that  of  City  Afarshal  or 
that  of  Oovemor  of  a  gaol,  you  have 
candidates  from  every  rank,  from  that 
of  General  down  to  the  lowest  sub- 
altern. By  adopting  tho  suggestion  I 
have  offered  you  would  get  rid  of  this. 
You  would  encourage  the  employment  of 
officers  as  officers ;  you  would  reward  a 
Profession  which  deserves  to  bo  re- 
warded ;  you  would  incroaee  the  effi- 
ciency of  these  men  as  officers  ;  and,  at 
the  same  time,  you  would  immensely 
relieve  the  taxpayers  of  the  country. 

The  SECRETARY  oi?  STATE  poe 
WAR  ( Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannbruan) 
(Stirling,  ftc.) :  Sir,  I  think  it  may.  per- 
haps, do  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House — and  that  is  my  only  object  in 
the  matter— if  I  now  reply,  as  well  as  I 
can,  to  the  different  observations  that 
have  been  made,  hoping  that  hon.  and  \ 
gallant  Members,  and  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  do  not  enjoy  that  distinction, 
will  defer  their  observations  on  other 
points  until  Thursday.  I  believe  that 
the  old  practice  was,  when  the  diEcussion 
on  Vote  1  was  not  considered  adequate, 
and  when  it  was  necessary  to  take  the 
Vote,  that  on  the  next  occasion  when 
the  Army  Estimates  were  moved  the 
Clothing  Vote  No.  1 1  should  be  taken 
out  of  its  order ;  and  on  this  Clothing 
Tote,  in  tho  circumstances,  the  Com- 
mittee allowed  unusual  latitude  to  hon. 
Members  for  the  purpose  of  discus- 
sion. I  hope  the  House  will  agree  to 
that  arrangement,  in  the  belief  that  it 
will  be  for  the  convenience  of  all  of  us  ) 
and,  at  the  same  time,  I  think  it  will  be 
a  satisfactory  fulfilment  of  the  engage- 
ment made  by  my  right  hon.  Fnend  the 
Prime  Minister  at  an  earlier  stage  of  the 
Sitting. 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  (Winchester): 
Is  it  to  he  understood  that  on  Thursday 


we  may  take  a  misoellaneous  discussion 
on  any  question  that  is  not  germane  to 
the  Vote? 

Me.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Yes.  I  think  I  may  go  back  for  a  good 
many  years,  and  find  that  this  has  b^n 
the  usual  custom.  It  has  always  Keen 
agreed  that,  as  the  soldier  has  to  be 
clothed  as  well  as  paid,  the  most  con- 
venient Vote  to  take  for  the  purposes 
of  a  general  discussion,  when  the  Pay 
Vote  has  been  agreed  to  by  the  Com- 
mittee, is  the  Clothing  Vote.  On  that 
Vote  there  will  he  allowed,  by  the 
courtesy  of  the  House,  Aill  oppor- 
tunity for  disonssing  any  matter  that 
may  be  raised  on  either  side  of  the 
House.  I  am  afraid  that  in  replying 
to  the  speeches  which  have  been  made 
this  evening  it  will  be  necessary,  in 
the  first  place,  to  go  back  several 
hours  to  the  observations  which  were 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Strand  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith).  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
commenced  his  speech  by  alluding  to 
a  question  which  had  previously  oc- 
cupied the  attention  of  the  House- 
namely,  the  question  of  Egypt ;  and 
tho  right  hou.  Gentleman  made  a  re- 
mark which  60  obviously  provokes  a 
retort  from  me  that,  perhaps,  the  Bouse 
will  allow  me  the  satisfaction  of  making 
one.  He  complained  that  much  evil  had 
been  caused  in  the  past  by  premature 
announcements  of  the  withdrawal  of 
I  troops  either  from  Egypt  or  in  Egypt 
itself.  I  quite  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  that  observation.  But  the 
Government  were  not  guilty  of  any  pre- 
mature announcement  iu  this  case.  The 
Estimates  must  necessarily  be  framed 
for  the  coming  year,  and  it  is  impossible 
to  conceal  in  them  what  we  conceive  to 
be  the  policy  of  the  year.  But  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  considered  it  a 
wrong  thing  for  the  Government  to  an- 
nounce that  they  intend  to  retire  to  As* 
Bonan  or  Wady  Haifa,  why  was  he,  of 
all  iiersons  in  the  world,  the  one  to  ask 
a  question  on  the  subject  which  gave  me 
tho  opportunity  of  making  the  very  an- 
nouncement which  he  tolls  us  himself 
has  been  so  unfortunate?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  also  spoke  of  the  forti- 
fications on  which  we  are  engaged  all 
over  the  world  at  the  present  time.  The 
position  of  the  Government  with  regard 
to  that  matter  is  extremely  simple.  In 
the  first  place  we  have  to  deal  with  tlie 
coaling  stations,  and4lwd^^ft-i:tt'^«& 
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BtatioDo  in  the  only  branch  of  thu  question 
with  reference  to  which  definite  promises 
and  undertakiDgB  have  been  made.  The 
work  was  to  be  spread  over  a  particular 
period,  and  oar  position  in  that  matter 
at  this  moment  is  this — the  Earl  of 
Northbrook  in  the  other  House,  and, 
believe,  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hastings  (Sir  Thomas  Brassey)  in  this 
House,  in  the  last  Parliament  mado  a 
statement  of  what  the  total  cofit  of  the 
defence  of  the  coaling  stations  would  be 
and  what  would  be  spent  this  year.  The 
total  sura  was  £825,000,  and  this  was  to 
be  spent  in  three  years ;  but  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  soaietiuieB,  in  the  large 
amounts  iuvolved  in  expenditure  on  ob- 
jects of  this  kind,  there  is  an  ugly  faculty 
of  growing  as  the  expenditure  goes  on— 
sometimes  it  even  grows— or  at  least  a 
portion  of  it  ~  before  the  scheme  is 
bom.    In  this  case  it  was  added  to 
considerably  after  it  was  bom,  aud 
now  the  total  sum  which  will  have  to  be 
spent  on  these  stations,  including  sub- 
marine  mining,  is  £1,137,758.  Towards 
that  we  hare  already  spent  £448,000, 
and  we  expect  there  will  be  epent  this 
year  £308,200,  while  there  will  remain 
to  complete  the  work  about  £381,000. 
I  think  under  the  circumstances  of  the 
year,  to  which  I  intend  afterwards  to 
refer,  we  have  done  a  very  fair  part  of 
what  was  undertaken,  and  practically 
fulfilled,  the  en^^agemeDt  of  the  late  Qo- 
vemment.    With  regard  to  that  Z  have 
very  little  to  add  to  what  has  been  said 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Surveyor  Qeneral 
of  the  Ordnance  (Mr.  Woodall) ;  but  I 
do  wish  to  take  this  opportunity  of  em- 
phasizing what  was  said  of  the  spirited 
and  patriotic  conduct  of  the  small  Colo- 
nies of  Singapore  and  Hong  Kong.  We 
have  all  been  gratified  in  the  last  year 
or  two  by  the  spirit  shown  in  this  direc- 
tion by  some  of  the  Australiau  and  other 
Colonies ;  and  it  is  salibfactory  to  find 
that  in  the  small  Colonies  like  those  I 
have  just  named  there  is  the  same  spirit 
aud  desire  to  co-operate  with  the  Mother 
Country  in  this  matt»'r.   As  to  the  sub- 
marine mining  operations,  exclusive  of 
the  coaling  stations,  the  cost  upon  that 
service,  including  buildings  and  stores, 
will  be  £287,000,  and  after  the  expendi- 
diture  of'  this  year  there  wtll  remain 
£100,000  to  complete.    Then  we  come 
to  the  great  question  of  the  defence  of 
the  military  ports  and  commercial  bar- 
bourp.    I  may  at  once  say  that  this 
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matter  has  been  the  subject  of  inquiry 
by  Committee  after  Committee.  Plans 
have  been  prepared,  then  added  to,  and 
then  out  down ;  but  at  last  som^hing 
like  a  comprehensive  and  final  plan  was 
fixed  upon,  and  the  general  grounds  of 
the  plan  were  stated  to  the  House  by 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith),  and,  I  think,  by  my 
noble  Friend  the  Earl  of  Kurthbrook; 
but  as  the  work  had  not  been  begun  it 
was  obviously  a  matter  which  could 
stand  over.    It  was  not  in  the  same 
position  as  the  defence  of  the  coaling 
stations,  where  tho  works  were  in  pro- 
gress.   It  was  a  matter  which  conld 
stand  over,  and  stand  over  bodily;  and 
under  the  circumstances  of  the  year  and 
the  great  expenditure  we  have  to  meet, 
of  the  character  oi  which  the  House 
is  well  aware,  we  thought  that  the  {ire- 
sent  was  not  a  time  to  undertake  so 
great  and  costly  a  work.    I  agree  that 
ODce  we  commeDce  these  fortifications 
the  more  rapidly  we  press  them  on 
the  better.    Finding  nothing  had  been 
done,  and  that  the  matter  btuod  entirely 
by  itself,  we  have  been  content  to  leave 
it  over  for  this  year,  and  I  do  not  thiok 
that  many  hon.  Members  will  ooneider 
that  we  have  acted  unwisely  in  doing  so. 
The  one  thing  we  have  gone  on  with, 
and,  as  my  hon.  Friend  the  Surveyor 
(Jeneral  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Woodall)  said, 
successfully,  is  the  submarine  mining 
defences  of  the  harbours  and  military 
ports.    I  attach  importance  to  this  from 
a  moral  as  well  as  from  a  military  point 
of  view.  The  fact  that  these  mysterious 
mines  are  capable  of  being  laid  down 
will  give  a  sense  of  security  to  those  in- 
terested in  the  locality,  and,  conversely, 
will  inspire  some  degree  of  dread  in  the 
minds  of  those  who  might  otherwise  be 
disposed  to  approach  them.    My  right 
hun.  Friend  opponite  has  suggested  that 
this  matter  should  be  referred  to  a  Com- 
mittee ;  aud  if  I  understand  him  rightly 
the  principal  object  of  his  Committee  is 
to  capture  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  Illingworth).  Now, 
my  hon.  Friend,  with  most  of  whose 
opinions  I  am  glad  to  say  I  agree— ex- 
cept those  which  he  propounds  upon 
military  questions— my  hon.  Friend  is  to 
be  singled  cut  because  of  his  particular 
hobby  of  the  reckless  expenditure  of  the 
country,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  is  to  treat  him  as  in  some  coun- 
tries they  treat  an  eleplwQt.   Th^  se- 
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duce  a  wild  elephant  into  a  reserve,  and 
vlien  he  is  tamed  they  use  him  as  a  decoy 
for  others.  In  the  first  instance  it 
is  proposed  to  induce  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bradford  to  serve  on 
the  Committee,  then  to  bamboozle  him 
with  technical  evidence,  and  when  he 
is  thoroughly  trained  and  converted 
into  a  ri^bt  frame  of  mind  he  is  to  be 
set  loose  in  order  that  ho  may  exercise 
a  wholesome  effect  upon  all  other  hon. 
Members  who  think  with  him.  That 
may  be  a  very  good  idea ;  but  I  doubt 
very  much  whether  my  hou.  Friend 
is  the  man  to  be  caught  by  it.  This 
is  not  a  matter  which  can  be  pro- 
perly referred  to  a  Committee— I  mean 
this  question  of  details  in  reference  to 
the  defence  and  fortification  of  military 
ports,  commercial  harbours,  coaling  sta* 
tions,  and  so  fort^.  A  Parliomeutary 
Committee  must  be  a  public  Committee, 
and  some  of  these  matters,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  himself  sometimes 
stated  to  the  House,  are  not  exactly  sub- 
jects which  cau  be  dealt  with  in  a  public 
and  open  way.  If,  on  the  uther  hand, 
the  object  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  to  refer  all  the  military  expenditure 
of  the  country  to  a  Committee,  then  I  do 
not  say  that  there  may  not  be  a  great 
deal  to  be  urged  in  favour  of  that 
course  ;  but  there  is  this  great  objection 
to  it — that  it  would  seriotisly  impair  the 
responsibility  of  the  Ezecutive  Govera- 
mcnt ;  and,  to  repeat  what  we  have 
heard  from  more  uian  one  hon.  Mem- 
ber, that  would  constitute  an  assump- 
tion of  authority  on  the  part  of  the 
House  of  Commons  which  it  onght  not 
to  undertake.  That  is  the  fci'eat  objec- 
tion to  it.  On  the  other  baud,  there  are 
undoubtedly  some  advantages  in  the  pro- 
posal, and  it  is,  at  all  events,  well  worthy 
of  being  discu^aed,  though  I  doubt  whe- 
ther the  particular  question  of  fortifica- 
tions and  harbours  is  one  which  could 
well  bo  treated  in  tbis  mauner.  We 
have  been  taunted  with  apathy  in  the 
matter ;  and  an  hon.  and  gallant  General 
opposite  (Sir  Edward  Ilamley),  who  has 
spoken  with  great  experience,  accused 
us  of  tampering  with  the  security  of  the 
Kmpire  in  order  to  meet  the  pressing 
needs  of  the  Government.  But  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
that  it  is  no  pressing  need  of  the  Go- 
vernment we  desire  to  meet,  but  the 
pressine  need  of  the  nation ;  and  I  am 
afraid  that  some  hon.  Hembers  opposite 


have  not  gut  rid  of  the  old  fallacy  that 
the  Government  have  an  unfailing  and 
inexhaustible  source  of  money  at  its 
back  to  eiialile  it  to  do  everything  that 
is  desirable.  Now,  the  Government 
has  to  go  for  money  to  the  taxpayer, 
and,  in  our  opinion,  it  is  impossible  to 
put  any  such  great  burdeu  upon  the 
taxpayer.  I  will  now  turn  to  one  or 
two  of  the  other  questions  which  have 
been  l-ruught  forward  in  the  course  of 
the  eveuing.  The  hun.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Down  (Colonel 
Waring)  called  attention  to  me  case 
of  the  Staff  Sergeants  of  Militia.  I 
admit  that  the  Staff  Sergeants  of  Militia 
are  in  a  somewhat  anomalous  position, 
serving,  as  thoy  do,  alongside  of  men  on 
Line  engagement  who  are  receiving  a 
much  higher  rate  of  pa^.  But  the  posi- 
tion of  the  two  classes  is  not  similar  with 
regard  to  their  duties.  I  question  whe- 
ther thei-e  is  much  chance  of  anything 
being  done  to  improve  the  condition  of 
these  Staff  Sergeants.  The  matter  has 
paetjod  through  the  process  of  having 
been  consideied  by  successive  Secre- 
taries of  State,  one  after  another,  and 
all  have  agreed  that  uothiug  c&u  be  done. 
After  that  cuncluHiou  has  been  come  to, 
it  would  be,  in  my  opinion,  a  very  serious 
mutter  to  re-opeu  the  case.  I  will,  how- 
ever, promise  that  I  will  look  into  the 
matter.  The  hou.  Member  for  Kirkcud- 
bright (Mr.  Mark  Stewart)  has  asked 
for  certain  additional  advantages  for  the 
Artillery  Yotuuteers.  I  can  only  say 
that,  as  soon  as  it  is  possible  to  do  so, 
improved  gun-carriages  and  Martini- 
Henry  carbines  will  be  given  tu  them ; 
but,  although  the  hon.  Member  makes 
light  of  the  expense,  and  seems  to  think 
that  it  would  make  very  little  difference, 
I  can  assure  him  that  it  is  impossible  to 
meet  all  the  demands  of  tbis  sort  which 
are  made  upon  us.  The  hou.  Member 
for  West  Aberdeenshire  (Dr.  Farquhar- 
son)  wishes  us  tu  increase  the  ration  uf 
the  soldier.  My  hou.  Friend  spoke  from 
good  expeiience  as  a  surgeou  iu  the 
Guards ;  but  I  find  that  the  authorities 
who  have  at  different  times  inquired 
into  this  question  have  not  i-ecommonded 
any  increase  of  the  ration.  In  1658  a 
Sanitary  Commission  discussed  the  ques- 
tion, and  refused  to  increase  the  ration  ; 
in  1860  Lord  Herbert  refused  to  give 
an  increase;  and  in  1866,  after  the  Ke- 
port  of  the Becruiting Commission,  which 
^posed  to  raise  the  meat  ration  of 
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three- quartero  of  a  pouud  to  1  lb.  Ge- 
neral Peel  preferred  to  give  the  soldier 
an  increase  of  2d.  a-day  in  hie  pay. 
That  the  soldier's  ration  is  not  iasufH- 
oient  ia  proved  by  the  notorious  fact 
Uiat  recruits  greatly  improre  in  phytique. 
It  18  also  higher  than  in  foreign  Armies; 
but  that,  I  ailmit,  is  a  point  upon  which 
no  strong  argument  can  be  founded. 
But  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  there 
has  been  a  great  and  substantial  in- 
crease in  the  pay  of  the  soldier,  so  that 
he  is  very  well  able  to  supplement  his 
ration  for  himself.  To  increase  tho 
meat  ration  from  three-quarters  of  a 
pound  to  1  lb.  would  cost  £300,000 
a-year ;  and  if  the  stores  now  bought  at 
the  canteen  are  to  be  supplied  gratis  it 
would  cost  another  £450,000  a-year, 
making  altogether  an  additional  cost  of 
£790,000.  Two  or  three  years  ago 
there  was  an  inquiry  at  the  War  Office, 
carefully  conducted,  into  the  ^nestian 
whether  an  additional  meal  might  be 

S'ren  to  the  soldier,  and  the  question  of 
e  soldier's  ration  was  fully  considerod. 
I  am  not  prepared  now  to  give  a  positive 
opinion  either  one  way  or  the  other ;  but 
what  I  have  just  stated  shows  that  it  is 
necessary  to  act  with  great  caution  in 
the  matter.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman below  the  Gangway — the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  (Colonel  Duncan) 
—has  alluded  to  a  subject  to  which  I 
am  not  surprised  that  the  attention  of 
tiie  House  has  been  directed — namely, 
the  enoimons  cost  of  compulsory  retire- 
ment, the  bitter  cry  of  the  outcast  ofiBcer, 
and  the  dispiriting  effect  it  has  upon  the 
officers  of  the  Army.  I  quite  admit  all 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
has  said..  It  is  not  a  system  of  which  I 
am  myself  enamoured,  or  that  anyone 
can  defend  as  perfect.  It  was  adopted, 
however,  in  order  to  secure  a  flow  of 
promotion ;  and  no  one  knows  better 
than  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  that 
every  little  change  which  is  made  in  the 
arrangements  for  compulsory  retirement 
must  affect  the  flow  of  promotion  in  that 
branch  of  the  Service  to  which  the  officer 
who  is  retired  belongs.  It  is  a  very 
deUcate  and  difficult  matter,  and  I  admit 
the  great  force  of  much  that  has  been 
said  in  regard  to  it.  I  can  only  add 
that  if,  alter  a  time,  it  becomes  possible 
to  make  a  change  such  as  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  advocates,  I  shall  not 
regard  the  abolition  or  modification  of 
the  ^atem  of  compulsory  retirement  with 
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any  regret.  I  think  I  have  now,  as  far 
as  I  recollect,  answered  all  of  the  points 
which  have  been  raised.  If  I  have 
omitted  anything  I  shall  be  glad  to  be 
reminded  of  it. 

Sib  MICHABL  HIGKS-BBAGH 
(Bristol,  W.) :  I  will  stand  but  for  a 
very  short  time  between  the  Bonse  and 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman) ;  but  I  am 
anxious  to  say  a  few  words  on  a  subject 
to  which  I  have  devoted  a  good  deal  of 
attention,  and  which  has  been  brought 
before  the  House  this  evening  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Strand  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith).  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  has  made  an  announcement  to 
the  House  of  the  intentions  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's GovemmeDt  with  reference  to 
the  defence  of  the  coaling  stations  and 
also  of  the  military  ports  and  com- 
mercial harbours.  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  with  regard  to  the  defences 
of  our  coaling  stations  is  ni'ire  satisfac- 
tory than  I  had  anticipated.  But  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
expenditure  estimated  for  that  purpose 
has  increased  from  £82d,000  to  more 
than  £1,000,000,  I  would  venture  to 
suggest  that  that  ought  to  bo  a  warning 
to  him  that  economy  would  bo  best 
secured  by  proceeding,  with  the  least 
possible  delay,  with  this  work  ;  and  that, 
in  fact,  the  increase  of  expense  is  very 
often  caused  by  the  delay  in  completing 
works  of  this  kind,  by  altering  them 
&om  time  to  time  until  the  completed 
works  in  no  way  or  shape  resemble  those 
laid  down  in  the  original  plan.  With 
regard  to  the  question  of  military  ports 
and  commercial  harbours,  I  must  refer 
for  a  moment  to  what  was  stated  to  the 
House  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Strand  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  in  July  last.  The  House  will 
remember  that  this  question  is  no  new 
question.  As  long  ago  as  l(t84  it  occn- 
pied  the  serious  consideration  of  the 
Earl  of  Northbrook  and  of  the  noble 
Marquess  who  was  then  Seovtanr  of 
State  for  War  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington).  and  both  of  them  informed  Par- 
liament that  they  hoped  before  long  to 
make  some  important  proposals  on  the 
subject.  The  Session  of  1885  began, 
and,  in  reply  to  Questions  in  this  House, 
the  noble  Marquess  (thg  Harquess  of 
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Hartingtuo)  Htated  that  he  would  give 
the  House  full  information  with  regard 
to  it  on  the  Army  Estimates.  Well,  the 
time  came  for  moving  the  Army  Elsti- 
mates ;  but  the  noblo  Marquess  wan  not 
in  a  position  to  give  full  information, 
and  he  postponed  his  statement  till  a 
later  Veto,  and  bofore  that  Vote  was 
reached  he  was,  owing  to  the  change 
of  OoTcmment,  no  longer  in  Office. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.W.  H.  Smith) 
Bttoceeded  the  nohleUarquess  as  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  and  what  did  my 
right  hon.  Friend  say  in  July  last  f  On 
the  27th  of  July  he  said — 

"I  think  it  would  be  right  tho  Committee 
should  know  what  has  already  been  provided 
out  of  the  Votes  of  Parliament,  including;  the 
Vote  of  Credit,  and  the  amount  which  will 
have  to  be  included  in  the  Estimates  of  the 
Dozt  four  years,  if  the  proposals  which  have 
been  accepted  and  approved  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment are  carried  out." 

Therefore,  what  I  am  about  to  state  to 
the  House  was  the  Estimate  approved 
of  by  the  preceding  Oovernment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  is  now  Prime 
Minister  (Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone).  The 
details,  in  the  words  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  are  these—  - 

"  I  have  already  said  that  the  Navy  and 
coaliog  stations  required  a  sum  of  £2,426,000  in 
three  years.  The  Estimate  for  armament  and 
works  for  the  military  ports  is  £2.230,000,  and 
for  the  morcnntile  ports  £1,770,000;  making 
a  total  of  £6,426,000.  Of  this  £8,425,000, 
£900,000  has  been  mot  oot  of  the  I'^timates  of 
this  year  and  the  Vote  of  Credit,  leaving  an 
abnormal  expenditure  of  £6,525,000  to  bo  pro- 
vided on  Army  Estimates  within  the  next  four 
or  five  years,  and  in  addition  a  sum  of  aomo- 
thing  mora  Uian  £250,000  would  be  required  to 
complete  the  reaerve  of  stores  commenced  in 
the  Estimates  for  the  present  year." — (3  Han- 
tard,  [300]  123.) 

Therefore,  my  right  hou.  Friend  con- 
templated this  large  expendituru  as 
being  necessary  in  his  own  opinion,  and 
as  an  expenditure  which  had  been  ap- 
proved of  by  his  Predecessor  for  this 
important  matter  of  the  defence  of  mili- 
tary ports  and  commercial  harbours. 
And  what  was  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  was  theSurreyerGeneral 
of  the  Ordnance  in  the  preceding  Go- 
vemmeat— the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud 
(Mr.  Braod)  ?  That  hon.  GenUeman,  in 
reply  to  my  right  hon.  Friend,  said — 

"  Of  course,  the  statement  that  had  been 
madu  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  6tst«  for  War  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  was  ex- 
tremely satisfactory  to  him,  beoaoae  it  was 
really  the  prt^framme  of  the  late  Oorsniment, 


both  as  n^ardod  annaments,  labmarine  atores, 
and  forttfioatlons."— I36.j 

Therefore,  Sir,  we  have  had  this  ques- 
tion under  the  consideration  of  two  Go- 
vernments for  something  like  a  year  and 
a-half,  both  of  which  wore  of  opinion 
that  it  was  a  subject  of  immense  im- 
portance upon  which  a  large  expendi- 
ture was  absolutely  necessary ;  and  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  now  comes  down 
to  the  House  and  tells  us  that  the  Go- 
vernment do  not  see  their  way  to  making 
any  expenditure  at  all  upon  it.  I  am 
quite  sure  that  the  financial  difficulties 
of  the  year  are  great.  No  doubt,  it 
may  be  difficult  to  find  all  the  money 
required  for  these  and  all  other  purposes. 
But  here  we  have  a  matter  of  very 
urgent  and  primary  importance,  and  the 
result  is  that  nothing  is  to  be  done. 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  want 
funds?  If  so,  I  refer  him  to  the  ad- 
mirable speech  which  has  been  made  by 
niy  hou.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  Finsbury  (Colonel  Duncan).  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  listened  to  the 
words  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member, 
and  would  consider  the  question  of  com- 
pulsory retirement,  with  a  real  endeavour 
to  lessen  the  enormous  and  annually  in- 
creasing Vote  for  the  Non-Effective  Ser- 
vices of  the  Army,  due  to  the  system  so 
eloquently  and  powerfully  described  by 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  of  retiring 
men  who  do  not  want  to  ho  retired  at  a 
time  when  they  are  perfectly  efficient — 
as  efficient  as  ever  they  were  in  their 
lives — for  the  service  of  their  country, 
and  retiring  them  with  pensions  which 
add  enormously  to  the  burdens  of  the 
taxpayer — if  ho  would  but  consider  this 
matter,  and  try  to  retrench  with  one 
hand  and  expend  where  expeuditure  is 
necessary  on  the  other,  I  think  he  would 
do  something  to  make  his  tenure  at 
the  War  Offloe  a  valuaVle  one  to  the 
country. 

The  Makquess  of  HARTINGTON 
(Lancashire,  N.E.,  Bossendale) :  I  have 
no  doubt  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  quite  correct  in  his  references  to  what 
was  said  by  myself  and  my  hon.  Friend 
behind  me  the  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr. 
Brand)  last  year.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  a  large  expenditure  was  required 
to  put  our  military  ports  and  commercial 
harbours  in  a  perfectly  satisfactory  state 
of  defence;  and  this  is  undoubtedly  the 
view  which  has  been  held  for  some  time 
past  at  the  War  Office.   But/i-  do  noti^^ 
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think  I  ever  eaid,  or  that  anytliinf^  Las 
been  ea!  I  in  the  House,  which  dietinotljr 
cominittbd  the  lateQovernment  to  the  ini- 
tiation of  an  expenditure  .of  this  kind.  I 
have  not  the  smallest  doubt  that  a  large 
expenditure  is  required.  Tlie  right  hou. 
Geutlemau  has  eaid  that  this  question 
has  been  under  the  consideration  of  two 
Guvernments  for  a  year  and  a-half.  He 
very  much  understates  the  fact,  for  it  has 
been  under  the  consideration  of  suoces- 
sive  Qovemmente  for  15  years  at  least. 
When  Viscount  PaluierstoD  made  pro- 
vision for  the  erection  of  fortiScations  on 
the  Coast  by  uieanb  of  a  loan,  he  did  not 
provide,  and  no  GoTerument  has  since 
provided,  for  their  arniaiuent.  There  is 
some  consolation  iu  be  fuuud  in  the  fact 
that  if  the  armaments  had  been  provided, 
us  ought  to  have  been  done,  whuu  they 
were  first  adjudged  to  be  i  ecessary,  the 
greater  number  of  them  would  be  obso- 
lete by  this  time,  and  would  have  to  be  re- 
placed by  new  armaments  altogether.  I 
went  somewhat  iuto  this  subject  in 
moving  the  Army  Estimates  last  year,  but 
I  never  professed  that  we  had  reached  a 
state  of  hnaltty;  and  I  think  that  a  very 
considerable  risk  is  incurred  by  au  in- 
definite postponement  in  the  hope  of 
reaching  an  ideal  perfection  of  the 
measures  recommended  by  the  profee- 
sional  advisers  of  the  Govemuient.  I 
think  that  any  Government  which  un- 
dertakes the  completion  of  these  de- 
fences nill  undoubtedly  Incur  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  responsibility.  At 
the  same  time  it  ia  perfectly  true  that  if 
a  work  of  this  kind  is  to  be  undertaken 
at  all,  it  ought  to  be  undertaken  with  the 
view  of  bringing  it  to  a  speedy  com- 
pletion. I  cannot,  therefore,  find  fault 
with  the  conclusion  arrived  at  by  Her 
Majesty's  present  Government.  They 
are,  as  has  been  admitted  by  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks- Beach),  dealing  directly  with 
what  ia  the  most  pressing  of  all  these 
works— namely,  the  defence  of  our  coal- 
ing stations.  I  do  not  know  whether 
we  shall  be  enabled  to  do  that  work 
effectually  and  well  at  the  present  time; 
but  the  matter  ought  to  be  kept  before 
the  country,  and  as  soon  as  thefoitifi- 
cations  of  our  coaling  stations  abroad 
shall  have  been  completed— aod  I  admit 
that  that  is  a  pressing  necessity — the 
subject  of  the  condition  of  the  defences 
of  our  military  ports  and  commercial 
harbours,  ought  to  be  taken  up.  But 
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there  is  no  use  in  beginning  the  woric 
inahalf-hearted spirit.  Thereisno  uae 
in  voting  £300,0<i0  for  a  work  which  will 
cost,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Sir  Michat^I  Hicks-Beach)  admits, 
from  £6.000,000  to  £7,000.000.  In  my 
opinion  itis  improbable  that  the  work  wiU 
ever  be  eatisfact'trily  finished  until  some 
Government  thinks  it  right  to  borrow  the 
£6,000,000  or  £7,000,000  ueceasuy  for 
the  conclusion  of  the  undertaking  in  one 
or  two  years.  On  the  whole,  looking 
at  the  uncertainty  which  exists  as  to  the 
state  of  our  scientific  knowled^,  I  think 
the  Government  are  well  advised  in  de- 
ciding to  complete  that  part  of  the  work 
which  they  have  in  hand,  and  to  post- 
pone until  a  more  convenient  oppor- 
tunity, and  until  our  knowledge  upon 
the  subject  is  nioi'e  complete  than  it  is  at 

Ju-esent  the  great  undertaking  of  forti- 
ying  our  military  and  commeixial  har- 
bours at  home. 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  aaA.agreed  U. 

SUPPLY-ARMY  ESTIMATES. 

DEFARTUBHTAL  8TATE1IENT. 

Supply— «enMi(0r«<  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Oommittee.) 

{1.)  Ut,867  Men,  Land  Forcee  at 
Home  and  Abroad. 

The  SECEETAKY  ut  STATE  Foa 
WAIl  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannebmax; 
(Stirling,  &o.) :  In  moving  the  first 
Vote  it  becomes  my  duty  to  make  the 
usual  Statement  in  explanation  of  the 
Army  Estimates  as  a  whole.  The  net 
amountorthese£stimatesis£  1 8,23^.200, 
of  which  £  1 5. 1 66.900  is  for  Effective  and 
£3,076,300  fur  Non-Effective  Services. 
This  shows  an  increase  over  the  Esti- 
mates of  last  year  of  £444,000  forEflec- 
tive  and  £38,A00  for  Non-Effective  Ser- 
rices,  or  £482.500  in  all.  But  I  mud 
call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
the  fact  that  the  Estimates  of  last  year 
were  framed  and  submitted  subject  to 
exceptional  conditions.  At  this  time  last 
year  we  were  engaged  in  military  opera- 
tions  on  a  great  scale  on  the  Nile,  the 
extent  and  cost  of  which  it  was  impos- 
sible to  foresee  ;  iind  thereforo  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Member  for  Bossendale 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  plainly 
informed  the  Committee  that  the  Esti- 
mates which  he  moved  on  a  correspond- 
ing occasion  to  this  last  year  were  not 
final,  but  only  provisional,  and  that  the 
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full  demau'Is  tu  be  made  iu  the  Uouae 
for  the  Military  Services  of  the  year 
conid  not  bo  made  knoirn  until  a  Vote 
of  Orpdit  wa^  asked  for  after  Easter.  A 
test  of  their  provisional  character  maj 
be  found  in  the  fact  that  whereas  there 
'was  at  that  time  io  Egryp^  f^^d  the 
Soudan  a  force  of  18,000  meo,  the  Esti- 
mates, as  the  noble  Marquess  informed 
the  Coinmiltee.  provided  only  for  keep- 
ing 6.000  men  in  Lower  Egypt.  Now, 
I  would  say  frankly  to  the  Cumuiltee 
that  when  a  few  weeks  ago  we  were 
culled  upnn  to  frame  these  Estimates, 
with  scanty  time  f  or  their  full  considera- 
tion, we  were  confronted  by  a  difficulty 
of  the  same  nature,  though  not  quite  of 
the  same  extent,  as  that  of  last  year.  It 
is  the  rery  natural  desii-e  of  the  Military 
Authorities  to  reduce  as  soon,  and  as 
/  much,  asjHissible  the  occupyiog  force  in 
'  Egypt.  This  is  equally  the  desire  of  the 
OoTernmSnt,  and  alv>,  I  f^el  assured,  of 
the  country.  But  it  is  impossible  to  say 
when  and  to  what  extent  this  can  be 
elfeoted.  Up  to  quite  recently  we  have 
had  17,350  men  in  Egypt,  including  15^ 
battalions  of  Infantry,  and  parts  of  the 
force  are  stationed  high  up  in  the  Nile 
Valley,  where  their  mainteuance  is  ditH- 
oult  and  costly.  have  been  obliged 
to  found  our  Estimate  upon  conjecture, 
and  we  have  thought  it  more  regular, 
and  more  convenient  to  the  Committee, 
that  we  should  fix  our  bans  upon  a 
moderate  force.rat her  than  that  ve  should 
.anticipate  a  greater  expenditure  which 
might  not  eventually  be  incurred.  We 
therefore,  in  these  Estimates,  reckon 
upon  the  Army  in  Egypt  being  reduced 
tu  8,000  men  ;  but  the  Committee  will 
of  course  understand  that,  should  it  be 
impossible  to  realize  this  result,  it  will 
be  necessary  to  supplement  t>ie  Esti- 
mates on  this  account.  Now,  Sir,  before 
I  proceed  to  state  to  the  Committee  the 
main  causes  of  the  increase  of  the  Money 
Vote,  it  will  be  more  convenient  if  1 
explain  the  reasons  for  the  additional 
number  of  men  provided  fur.  Speaking 
broadly,  it  is  due  to  the  re^juiremcnts  of 
India  and  of  Egypt.  The  Committee  is 
aware  that  the  QoverDment  of  India 
have  recently  determined  that  it  was  ne- 
oessary,  in  connection  with  the  8<>heme 
for  strengthening  the  North- West  Fron- 
tier, to  add  to  the  Army  in  India ;  and 
in  the  course  of  the  autumn  the  late  Go- 
vernment decided  to  take  immediate 
steps  for  the  augmentation  of  the  British 


Force  iu  India  by  10,000  men.  The 
augmentation  decided   upon  consists 
partly  of  an  iniTease  to  the  Establish- 
ment of  regiments  serving  in  India,  and  / 
partly  of  a  transfer  of  additional  cadres  f 
to  the  Indian  Establishment.  Each  bat-  J 
talion  of  Infantry  is  to  be  increased  by 
100  men,  making  the  Establishment 
920.    ThiH  for  50  battalions  makes  5,000 
men.    Three  additional  battalions  sent 
out,  920  strong,  account  for  2,760  men 
rank  and  file.     Two  troops  are  to  be 
added  to  each  Cavalry  regiment,  nine  in 
number.    Eloven  batteries  of  Artillery 
are  to  be  added,  five  of  which  hare 
already  gone — six  remaining  still  to  be 
sent.    In  this  way  the  round  figure  I  , 
have  named  is  made  up.   The  Commit-  ) 
tee  will  observe  that  not  only  have  we  I 
to  replace  these  men  on  the  British  Es-  \ 
tablishiaent,  but,  in  order  to  furnish  i 
drafts  for  tliis  increased  force,  we  must 
provide  a  proportionately  greater  num- 
ber ;  because  you  cannot  produce  suffi- 
cient drafts  witliout  ade([uate  means  of 
training  and  creating  them.    So  much 
for  the  requirements  of  India,  which  are 
now  being  met  according  to  the  plan 
decided  by  the  late  Oovornmeut.  But 
I  have  said  that  our  propo^wls  are  also 
afiected  by  Egypt.   Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  ~> 
hesitate  to  say  that  the  prolonged  occu-  / 
pation  of  Egypt  has  caused  a  most  un-  \ 
usual  and — if  I  may  use  the  word—  j 
unfair  strain  upon  the  organization  of  \ 
our  Army.    Our  Infantry  is  organized 
in  units  of  two  battalions,  and  we  sys- 
tem is  that  every  battalion  on  foreign 
service  should  thus  have  a  sister  bat- 
talion at  home,  from  which  the  drafts  to 
fill  up  its  casualties  should  be  furnished. 
And,  as  is  known  to  those  who  are  inte- 
rested in  thene  questions,  it  was  laid 
down  in  the  original  plan  that  whenever, 
owing  to  some  exigency  of  the  Service, 
both  battalions  came  to  be  abroad,  the 
small  dej)ot  of  the  regiment  should  be 
immediately  increased  in  size,  so  as  to 
form,  practically,  a  third  battiUion  on 
which  both  the  foreign  battalions  might 
rest.   But  during  the  last  three  or  four 
years  we  have  had  many  oases  of  both 
battalions  of  a  regiment  being  abroad,  . 
and  yet  this  step  was  not  taken.  The  J 
tmth  is  that  the  nature  of  our  military 
position  in  Egypt  is  pecnliar.  Ouror^a-  ) 
nization  is  calculated  to  enable  us  satis-  t 
factorily  to  meet  the  demands  of  a  small  \ 
Colonial  war,  and  also,  b^  the  help  of  \ 
oar  Reserves,  to  take  part  in  ^eat  miU-  ) 
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tary  openttons  for  the  defence  of  onr 
shores  or  our  national  interests.  But  in 
Egypt  wo  have  not  been  engaged  in 
either  a  small  war  or  a  great  war,  but 
in  a  prolonged  military  oconpation  of  a 
foreign  country.  It  ifl  thia,  which  was 
never  oootemplated  in  the  OTgaDization 
of  tho  Army,  that  has  strained  our  re- 
sources. And  if  the  step  which  I  have 
described  of  raising  at  home  a  special 
depot  for  every  pair  of  battah'ons  on 
foreign  servicd  has  not  been  taken 
earlier,  it  is  because  during  all  this  time 
the  hypothesis  has  been  that  our  occu- 
pation of  Egypt  was  temporary.  8ir,  it 
has  been  temporary  in  feeling  and  inten- 
tion, but  it  has  been  continuous  in  fact ; 
and,  although  this  hypothesis  may  be 
most  salutary  and  consolatory,  there  is 
one  thing  which  no  hypothesis  can  do, 
and  that  m  to  furnish  drafts  for  an 
army  in  the  field.  It  was  therefore  re- 
solved last  summer,  under  tho  power 
given  by  the  Vote  of  Credit  to  raise 
35,000  men,  that  in  each  case  in  which 
both  battalions  of  a  regiment  are  abroad 
the  depot  should  be  raised  to  600  men  ; 
and  this  plan,  so  necessary,  as  all  will 
admit,  will  be  continued,  and  is  pro- 
vided for  in  the  numbers  now  proposed 
to  be  voted.  Thenumber— 9,673— which 
is  proposed  to  bo  added  to  the  Army  is 
thus  mainly  accounted  for,  partly  by 
these  increased  depots,  and  partly  by  a 
larger  Establishment  being  given  to 
the  Ijifantry  battalions  at  home,  in 
order  to  meet  the  strain  of  the  larger 
drafts.  No  battalion  will  be  under  750 
rank  and  6Ic,  which  number  does  not 
seem  excessive  considering  the  diverse, 
and  in  some  sense  incongruous,  duties 
which  a  large  part  of  our  Home  Army 
has  to  discharge.  Coming  back  now  to 
the  money  to  be  voted,  if  hon.  Members 
will  turn  to  page  2  of  the  Paper  giving 
an  explanation  of  differences,  and  circu- 
lated with  tho  Estimates,  they  will  see 
that  the  increased  charge  due  to  these 
additional  numbers,  as  I  have  described 
them,  is  £246,000.  But  against  this  is 
to  be  set  a  sum  of  £200,000,  which 
the  Indian  Government  will  contribute 
during  this  year  as  an  advance  to  meet 
the  curge  for  supplying  India  with  the 
increased  force  I  have  described.  The 
steady  development  of  deferred  pay  ac- 
counts for  £30,000.  An  increased  sum 
of  £10,000  is  taken  for  additional  horses. 
The  Auxiliary  Forces  require  an  addi- 
tional sum  of  £50,100,  and  the  Army 
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Eeserve  of  £38.500.    The  Store  Vote 
is  increased  by  £301.200  for  Land  and 
Sea  Armaments,  and  the  Works  Tote 
by  £72,000;  of  these  I  shall  say  some- 
thing more  in  detail.    The  direct  ex- 
penditure in  Egypt  causes  an  isereafle 
of  £-174,000;  but  against  this,  in  the 
comparison  with  last  year,~may  be  set 
the  amount  of  £500, 000  taken  for  Bechn- 
analand  which  drops  out  this  year. 
Lastly,  we  have  a  falling-off  of  £3tt,600 
in  the  contribution  from  India  towards 
the  share  of  non-effective  chaises,  which, 
according  to  the  arrangement  now  in 
force,  happens  to  tell  to  our  disadvan- 
tage on  this  occasion.    On  the  other 
side  of  the  account  we  calculate  upon  a 
saving  of  £120,000,  owing  to  a  ndnc- 
tion  in  prices  of  supplies.   These  are 
the  chief  items  which  go  to  make  op  the 
excess  over  last  year,  resulting,  as  I  have 
said,  in  the  net  increase  of  £482,500. 
Now,  Sir,  I  have  a  few  words  to  say  on 
the  subject  of  the  recruiting  for  the 
Army  during  the  past  year ;  but  I  can- 
not refer  to  this  subject  without  ex- 
pressing my  regret,  which  I  am  sure 
will  be  shared  by  many  who  hear  me, 
that  this  is  the  last  time  we  shall  have 
a  Report  on  tho  subject  from  the  pen  ^ 
of  General  Bulwer.    The  extraordinary 
success  of  recruiting  during  the  last  few 
years  has  been  largely  due  to  the  energy, 
tact,  and  intelligence  with  which  that 
gallant  officer  discharged  his  duties; 
and  I  venture  to  say  that  he  has  left  a  , 
permanent  mark  on  this  part  of  the  ad-  / 
ministration  of  the  Army.    I  daresay 
there  are  in  this  Committee  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  are  warm  advocates  either  of 
long  or  short  service.   I  am  not  about 
to  say  anything  which  will  tend  in/itm- 
dum  renovrtre  dolarem — to  provoke  a  fresh 
outburst  of  an  interminable  controversy.^ 
Personally,  I  am  ndt  a  fanatical  sup- 
porter of  either  extreme.    I  am  a  fol- 
lower in  the  school  of  which  General  i 
Bulwer  has  been,  if  not  the  most  emi-  \ 
nent,  certainly  the  most  practical  and  | 
effective  exponent.    We  trust  to  volun-  \ 
tary  enlistment  in  this  country.    In  my  ' 
opinion  the  terms  of  service  ought  to  be  / 
as  varied,  as  free,  and  as  elastic  as  is 
consistent  with  discipline  and  with  the  ' 
strict  requirements  of  the  public  in- . 
terest.    The  old  conception  of  the  rela- 
tion between  the  Crown  and  its  soldiers 
was  widely  different.  I  hardly  overstate 
it  when  I  say  that  there  were  two  prin- 
ciples of  action — in  the^6rst  place,  yon 
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were  to  contiive,  by  any  manoaavre,  to 
entrap  an  unwaiy  recruit;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  when  once  he  had  placed 
himself  in  your  power,  it  was  your  busi- 
ness, whatever  the  disposition  of  his 
mind  might  be,  to  stick  to  him  at  all 
hazards  to  the  end.  I  believe  this  to  be 
entirely  wrong.  It  deters  good  recruits; 
it  makes  the  Service  unpopular ;  and  I 
cannot  believe  that  an  unwilling  and 
discontented  soldier  can  be  a  good  sol- 
dier.   Ou  the  other  hand,  when  a  good 
man  is  interested  in,  and  satisBed  with, 
his  career,  it  is  most  unfortunate  that 
any  regulation  should  debar  him  from 
continuing  it.  Our  present  systfm  eeems 
to  me  to  avoid  these  evils.    From  the 
first  moment  when  a  village  youth  reads 
a  notice  setting  forth  the  conditions  of 
service  in  the  iumy,  down  to  the  day  of 
bis  dischar^t  be  has  from  stage  to  stage 
in  his  career  a  free  opportunity,  if  be  is 
a  well-conducted  man,  of  determining 
hit  career  for  himself,  of  electing  whe* 
,  ther  be  shall  go  on  in  the  profession  of 
j  arms,  or  whether  he  shall  return  to  civil 
^life.    I  believe  that  the  more  this  is 
known  and  experienced  the  morepopu' 
lar  will  the  Service  become,  and  the 
greater  will  be  the  influx  of  young  men 
anxious  to  have  a  trial,  at  least,  of  a 
soldier's  life.    The  number  of  recruits 
during  last  year  was  Sd,971,  thus  far 
exceedin^f  the  number  in  any  recent 
year.   I^ese  are  the  men  passed  into 
the  Service ;  but  even  more  surprising 
is  the  number  of  men  who  offered  them- 
selves, amounting  toG9,401,  or  more  than 
23,000  in  excess  of  those  who  offered 
themselves  only  five  years  ago.  No 
doubt  d^reeaion  in  trade  goes  far  to 
account  for  these  largo  figures ;  but  I 
would  invite  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  remarks  on  this  subject  of 
the  Inspector  General — 

"Recruiting  has  been  always  more  or  leas 
affected  by  the  state  of  the  labour  market ;  but 
never  to  the  extent  shown  by  tho  Returns  of 
the  last  three  years.  It  most  be  admitted  that 
the  existence  of  bad  trade  ts  a  great  element  of 
coomderation  vhen  seeking  for  recruits ;  but  I 
do  not  think  that  the  great  jumps  made  during 
the  but  three  years  are  to  be  attributed  solely 
to  this  cause ;  on  the  contrary,  I  am  of  opinion 
that  the  changes  which  have  been  made  in  the 
localization  and  organization  of  the  Army,  in 
tho  administration  and  development  of  the  re- 
omiting  districts,  in  the  freer  and  fuller  adver- 
tisement of  the  Service,  have  all  contributed 
very  largely  to  tiie  popularity  and  knowledge 
of  the  Army  among  the  people  at  large.** 

He  also  attributes  part  of  this  result  to 


the  fact  that  the  standard  has  not  been 
altered,  and  that  it  is  such  as  to  admit 
of  our  taking  all  men  who  offer  them- 
selves, and  who  are  likely  to  make  effi- 
cient soldiers.  The  results  of  localization 
are  most  aatisfaotory,  inasmuch  as  the 
Army  is  yearly  brought  into  closer  con- 
nection with  the  Auxiliary  ForoeB,  and 
tho  number  of  men  serving  in  regiments 
belonging  to  the  locality  in  which  they 
wore  bom  is  constantly  increasing.  In 
1883  there  were  24,247;  in  1884,  32,876; 
in  1885,  34,654;  in  1886,  40,265.  The 
recruits  obtained  from  the  Militia  wera 
14,821  ;  and  even  the  Volunteers  fur- 
nished 1,964,  instead  of  the  very  small 
number  who  formerly  entered  from  this 
source.    So  much  as  to  the  quantity  of 
recruits ;  the  Bepovts  show  that  their 
quality  also  is,  on  the  whole,  satisfac- 
tory.   I  believe  that  it  is  sometimes 
asserted  that  our  physical  standard  is 
low,  especially  as  regards  the  height  of 
recruits;  ana  this  is  a  snbjeot  upon 
which,  perhops,  the  Oommittee  will 
allow  me  to  make  a  few  observations, 
especially  iu  view  of  a  comparison  with 
other  Armies.    With  voluntary  service 
we  are  obliged  to  take  our  recruits  at  an 
early  ago  ;  and  our  experience  is  that  if 
they  are  healthy  and  sufficiently  well 
grown  for  their  years,  a  few  months  of 
steady  life  and  regular  food  develop 
and  fill  them  out  greatly.    What  we 
require  in  those  young  men,  whose 
precise  age  may  bo  in  some  doubt,  is 
that  they  should  have  the  physical  equi* 
valents  of  18— that  is,  the  d^ee  of  de- 
velopment which  an  ordinary  healthy 
young  man  of  18  should  have  reached. 
In  height  the  standard  is  5  feet  4  inches ; 
but  men  under  20  may  be  specially  en- 
listed for  the  Infantry  who  are  over 
5  feet  ;J  inches.  Can  anyone  my.  or  has 
it  ever  been  asserted,  that  a  short  man, 
if  otherwise  properly  developed,  cannot 
do  the  work  of  a  soldier?    What  are 
the  heights  in  Foreign  Armies?   Be  it 
remembered  that  in  those  countries  the 
age  of  enlistment  is  20,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  Bussia,  where  it  is  21,  In  France 
the  minimum  height  is  5  feet  }  inch  ; 
Austria,  o  feet  \  \  inches;  Germany,  d  feet 
1 inches ;  Russia,  5  feet  ( inch ;  Italy, 
5  feet  I '43  inches.  Again,  we  require  a 
ntintmumohestmeasurementofSSinohea. 
In  France  it  is  30*867 ;  Austria,  30*06 ; 
Germany,  there  is  no  limit ;  Russia,  no 
rules;  Italy  (tor  active  service)  31*6. 
Further,   we  prescribe  a  aoiniiQum 
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weight  of  115  lbs.,  regarding  which  the 
other  countries  issue  do  iostructions  at 
all.  I  thiok  that  these  fao's  show  that 
our  Military  Authorities  are  not  negloct- 
ful  in  laying  down  auch  rules  as  may 
insure  a  fair  physical  deTelopment  in 
the  soldiers.  The  rule  to  be  followed 
appears  to  be  this— that  as  under  a 
eoDscription  the  standard  is  regulated 
so  as  to  insure  tbnt  no  man  escapes 
his  liability,  so  in  a  voluntary  service 
the  standard  should  be  Gxed  to  secure, 
as  far  as  the  requiromentB  go,  the  en- 
listment of  all  wilting  men  who  are 
likely  to  make  efficieut  saldiors.  The 
waste  trom  the  Army  continues  high ;  but 
there  is  nothing  abnormal  to  notice  in 
it.  The  net  loss  by  desertions  in  the 
year  was  2,975.  Becruiting  for  the 
Militia  has  also  been  most  successful, 
and  the  ^Reports  on  the  Militia  regi- 
ments are  highly  favourable.  I  am  glad 
to  say  that,  although  there  are  great 
difRcuhics,  owing  to  the  shortness  of 
the  training,  and,  in  some  cases,  want 
of  range  aoeommodaiiuu,  there  is  shown 
to  be  a  decided  improvement  in  sheuting 
under  the  new  Utisketry  Begulations 
Two  regiments  of  Artillery  Militia  and 
six  of  Infantry  Militia  were  embodied 
latt  year  for  six  months,  and  the  (itne- 
ral  Officers  commanding  speak  highly 
of  their  discipline,  zeal,  and  efficiency. 
Hon.  Members  are  aware  that  for  some 
time  there  has  been  a  considerable  lack 
of  officers  fortho  Miliiia  Force,  a  Return 
last  year  showing  no  fewer  than  773 
vacancies.  It  is  so  far  satisfaitory  to 
know  that  this  deficiency  hna  been  re- 
duced to  603  at  the  present  moment; 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  during 
~the  year  the  Militia  gave  223  subaltern 
officers  to  the  Line.  The  Cuncmittee 
will  observe  that  there  is  a  small  in- 
crease in  the  Yeomanry  Vote,  which  is 
due  to  greater  efficiency.  I  may  men- 
tion that  we  expect  that  during  this 
spring  the  Martini- Heniy  carbine  will 
be  issued  to  the  whole  of  iheYeomaury. 
With  regard  to  tlie  Volunteers,  the  facts 
laid  before  me  appear  to  show  a  steady 
and  decided  improvement  in  almost 
every  respect.  This  Vote  is  increased 
by  £18, duo,  which  is  nearly  all  due  to 
Capitation  Grant.  Not  only  have  we 
close  upon  10,0C0  more  efficients  in  1885 
than  in  1884,  but  nearly  the  same  addi- 
tional number  were  actually  present  at 
inspection.  This  shows  that  the  patriotio 
spirit  is  not  dwindling,  but  was  rather 
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stimulated  in  such  a  year  as  last,  when 
active  military  operations  were  in  pro- 
gress; and  it  is  also  the  effect  of  the 
eKtraordiuaiy  interest  which  officers 
take  in  the  efficiency  of  their  corps.  3'he 
increased  attention  given  to  shooting 
since  the  issue  of  the  Martini-Henry 
rifle,  the  great  interest  taken  in  Camps 
of  Instruction,  which  so  powerfully  con- 
tribute to  the  improved  discipline  of  Uie 
Force,  and  the  deure  on  tlte  part  of 
officers  to  perfect  themselves  in  their 
knowledge  of  military  duties,  are  all 
most  creditaltle  and  satisfactory  as  proofs 
of  the  essential  vitality  and  spirit  of  the 
Volunteers.  The  Army  Reserve  is  esti-" 
mated  to  number  51,000  men  ;  showing 
a  steady  though  not  a  very  rapid  growth. 
Tlie  Votes  upon  which  1  have  hitherto 
dwelt  have  this  characteristic  in  com- 
mon— that  there  is  but  little  elasticity  in 
thom ;  and,  from  an  administrative 
poiot  of  view,  little  room  for  discretion. 
The  larger  sums  required  for  the  dif- 
ferent farnnches  of  the  Auxiliary  Forces 
represent  no  new  development  of  their 
establishment,  but  simply  and  solely 
greater  efficiency  and  better  work  done; 
and  we  can  only  grudge  or  refuse  such 
increases  on  grounds  which  would  in- 
volve the  rejection  of  the  entire  Votes. 
Again,  the  great  I'ay  Vote,  and  Votes 
9,  10.  and  11,  for  Transport,  Clothing, 
and  Food,  which  follow  in  its.  train, 
depend  immediately  upon  the  number  of 
men  you  maintain  ;  and  the  nuniber  of 
men  you  maintain  depends  on  the  nuli- 
tary  policy  and  requirements  of  the 
country.  If  you  find  it  necessary  to  re- 
inforce your  Army  in  India,  or  if  yon 
resolve  to  continue  the  military  occupa- 
tion of  Egypt,  you  must  provide  the 
means  of  doing  it ;  and  it  is  my  belief 
that  this  necessity  is  adequately  met  in 
these  Estimates,  but  met  on  a  scale 
which  is  reasonable  and  modest.  But 
now  we  approach  a  Vote  of  a  dif- 
ferent order,  the  great  Vute  for 
Warlike  Stores;  a  Vote  which  is  much 
more  directly  under  our  control,  and 
which,  in  fact,  supplies  in  itself  the  sub- 
ject of  a  great  branch  of  militarj-  policy. 
The  nniount  which  it  is  right  to  ask 
Parliament  to  devote  to  the  supply  of 
arms  and  munitions  of  war  does  not 
depend  solely  or  mainly  on  the  imme- 
diate requirements  of  the  Army ;  it 
must  be  settled  upon  a  careful  review, 
in  the  first  place,  of  the  present  condi- 
tion of  our  armaments;  in  the  soeond 
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place,  of  the  chanfres  which  the  rapid  . 
and  increasing  developments  of  modern  | 
science  may  be  creating  in  the  art  of 
war;  and,  lastly,  of  the  financial  posi- 
tion of  the  oountry.  No  one  of  those 
questions  can  be  left  ont  of  siffht  if  the 
Minister  is  properly  to  discharge  his 
duty.  I  believe  another  conception  of 
his  duty  is  sometimes  formed;  and  pic- 
tures are  sometimes  drawn  and  held  up 
to  our  admiration,  on  the  one  hand  of  a 
stubborn  AVar  Minister,  grasping  at 
every  shilling  he  can  compel  the  reluc- 
tant Treasury  to  grant,  and  on  the  other 
hand  of  an  imperious  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  ready  to  sacrifice  the  safely 
of  his  country  to  the  necessities  of  the 
Budget.  Why,  Sir,  if  either  of  these 
pictures  wore  true,  whatever  the  result 
of  the  struggle,  there  would  be  an  end 
of  ti'ue  economy  and  of  true  efficiency. 
I  can  assure  the  Committep,  nt  any  rate, 
that  such  pictures  do  not  represent  the 
relations  between  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
myself.  I  believe  quite  as  strongly  as 
he  does  that  it  would  not  be  reasonable, 
or  even  possible,  in  the  cireumstancoa 
of  the  year,  to  propose  a  larger  Tote 
than  this.  Let  me  call  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  to  the  recent  history  of 
this  Vote.  The  net  total  now  to  be 
voted  is  £2,569,000,  which  is  a  net  in- 
crease of  £341,200  over  the  amount 
talcen  in  the  Estimates  of  la^t  year. 
But  tho  amount  of  last  year's  Vote  ex* 
ceedod  that  of  1884-5  hy  no  less  a  sum 
than  £965,300,  so  that  this  great  Vote 
has  been  raised  in  two  years  b^  more 
than  100  per  cent  over  what  is  still  con- 
sidered its  normal  amount— namely, 
£1,250,000,  which  was  voted  in  1884-5. 
But  this  is  not  all,  because  £2,500,000 
wore  ftllottod  to  this  Vote  out  of  the 
Vote  of  Credit,  of  which  upwards  of 
£1,500.000  was  devoted  to  the  very 
purposes  to  which  the  abnormal  increase 
over  the  ordinary  and  average  Vote  is 
being  annually  dedicated  —  namely, 
naval  and  laud  armaments,  submarine 
mining  defences,  gunpowder,  smalt 
arms,  field  guns,  and  res  'rve  stores. 
How,  1  would  ask,  in  the  face  of  these 
facts,  oould  the  Government  have  con- 
sented to,  or  oould  I  have  urged,  a 
greater  increase  to  the  Vote  than  I  now 
propose  ?  Nay,  I  will  at  once  change 
my  frout,  and  ask  how,  in  the  face  of 
these  facts,  can  I  justify  our  present  pro- 
posal ?    I  will  endeavour  to  show  to 
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the  Committee  how  it  is  that  T  do  so. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  not  Members 
of  the  last  Parliament  may  not  be  aware 
of  the  tremendous  i-evolution  that  has 
talcen  place  within  tho  last  few  years  In 
the  designs  of  guns,  both  great  and 
flmall.  The  change  from  muzzle-loading 
to  breech-loading  has  been  due  not  so 
much  to  any  caprice  or  ingenuity  of 
gun  inventors,  as  to  the  discovery  of  the 
great  results  attained  by  slow-burning 
powder,  which  require  for  their  develop- 
ment a  long  gun,  and  thus  necessitate 
breech -loading.  Again,  the  gun  is  now 
made  of  a  new  material,  s'eel,  which 
has  been  perfectrd  for  the  purpose.  The 
new  gunpowder  also,  of  which  T  have 
spoken,  is  greatly  more  costly,  and  re- 

?[uires  special  appliances  for  its  mann- 
acture.  Then  there  are  machine  guns 
and  torpedoes,  and  all  the  paraphernalia 
connected  with  them.  Now,  in  all  these 
matters  we  in  this  country  have  been 
slower  than  our  neighbours  to  adopt  the 
new  systems,  and  we  may  at  least  hope 
that  we  thu<4  gain  the  advantage  of 
benefiting  by  the  latest  improvements ; 
but  tho  result  is  that  the  whole  of  this 
costly  expenditure  falls  upon  us  now. 
This  is  the  eauso  of  the  startling  increase 
to  the  Vote  of  recent  years.  Let  me 
take  for  example  the  amount  of  the 
Naval  Gun  Estimsfe^JKbioh  is  borne  on 
Army  Estimates,  and  included  in  this 
Vote.  In  1880  1  it  was  £303,000.  In 
the  following  yeai-s  it  was  £369,000, 
£616.000,  £500.000,  and  £500.000.' 
This  brings  us  to  last  3'ear,  when  it  rose 
to  £850,000,  while  this  year  it  will  be 
£  1 ,000,000.  Tho  fact  is  that  the  types 
are  now  settled,  the  depigns  are  com- 
pleted, the  ships  are  being  pushed  on, 
and  the  guns  must  be  ready;  and  so 
with  all  the  other  kinds  of  warlike  ma- 
chineiy.  I  assure  hon.  Membera  that 
it  has  been  no  easy  task,  thongh  it  was 
a  necessary  one,  to  restrict  the  Vote 
within  its  present  limits.  Many  ex- 
cellent, ambitious,  and  praiseworthy 
efforts  have  had  to  be  checked  and  de- 
layed, or  sacrificed;  and  I  must  bear 
tostimony  to  the  reasonable  spirit  in 
which  the  officers  of  the  Department 
accepted  the  restrictions,  which  I  frankly 
admit  that  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to  im- 
pose upon  their  most  creditable  desire 
to  extend  and  accelerate  its  work.  Now, 
as  to  particulars,  as  I  have  refeired  to 
naval  guns  I  may  state  the  ctmdition  of 
things  in  this  respect.    Of  the  UO-ton 
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Sin  tiien  wUl  be  three  completed  by 
aroh  81.  and  there  remain  four  under 
orders.    Of  the  68-toa  there  are  one 

completed  and  24  under  orders  ;  of  the 
4d-ton  there  are  H  completed  and  eight 
under  orders;  of  the  lO-inch  there  la 
one  under  orders  ;  of  the  9'2-iDoh  there 
are  22  completed  and  19  under  orders; 
of  the  8-inch  there  are  •'lo  completed  and 
two  under  orders ;  of  the  6-inth  there 
are  334  completed  and  136  under  orders; 
and  of  the  4-inch  thei-e  are  113  com- 

Kleted  and  87  under  orders.  There 
ave  also  been  made  or  provided  for 
31ft  6-pounder  and  298  8-pounderquiok- 
firiugK°°B;  1,366  Xordenfelt  and  491 
Gardner  machine  gune,  and  1,262 
Whitehead  torpedoes.  I  may  add  that 
experiments  of  the  most  interestingkind 
81*0  beingmadeatAldershot  with  different 
sorts  of  machine  guns,  for  use  with 
Cavalry  and  Infantry.  Of  the  new  12- 
pounder  breech-loading  fiold  gun  we 
expect  that  19  service  butteries,  in  all, 
will  be  provided  by  the  ond  of  the  year. 
With  regard  to  small  arms,  the  Commit- 
tee is  aware  that  during  last  snmuierthe 
pattern  of  the  new  '4  bore  riBe— also,  I 
believe,  called  the  EnQeld-Martioi— was 
settled ;  and,  owing  to  great  exertions 
in  the  Department,  1,000  will  have  been 
turned  out  by  the  end  of  this  financial 
year.  Freparations  had  been  made  for 
great  activity  in  production  during  next 
year.  This  is,  however,  one  of  the  ser- 
vices in  which  it  has  appeared  to  us  that, 
with  the  smallest  detriment  to  the  public 
interest,  the  rate  of  manufacture  may  be 
slackened,  and  we  provide  for  turning  out 
only  55,000  of  the  new  riflo  for  Imperial 
8er\nt;e  in  the  eoraiug  year.  We,  how- 
ever, proceed  with  the  increase  to  the 
plant  at  the  factories,  which  will  add  to 
the  power  of  the  Department  to  manu- 
facture a  lai^e  quantity  of  those  weapons 
at  a  rapid  rate  in  case  of  urgency.  I 
need  not  say  that  the  lowering  of  the 
rate  of  production,  both  at  Knficld  and 
at  Woolwich,  from  that  which  was  main- 
tained under  the  Vote  of  Credit,  will 
involve  some  reduction  in  the  numbers 
employed,  although,  as  I  have  already 
stated  in  the  House,  we  trust  that  the 
reduction  will  be  m  arranged  as  to  cause 
the  smallest  degree  of  bardtihlp.  But 
the  Committee  will  not  tliink  some  re- 
duction unreasonable  in  the  light  of  the 
figures  which  I  have  quoted,  and  of  the 
fact  that  out  of  a  total  number  of  work- 
people of  13,213  no  fewer  than  4,.>69 
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were  entered  since  April  last.  Nov,  Sir, 
the  progress  thM  we  intend  to  make 
with  the  fortification  of  coaling  stations 
has  been  already  stated  this  evening,  and 
also  some  information  has  been  given  as 
to  submarine  work.  I  am  not  aware  that 
I  need  detain  the  Committee  at  greater 
length,  or  that  there  is  any  other  ques- 
tion of  magnitude  which  requires  expla- 
nation. I  admit  that  these  Estimates 
involve  a  heavy  obai|;e  on  the  taxatioa 
of  the  country ;  but  I  believe  that  the 
expeudituro  proposed  in  them  is  wise 
and  reasonable,  acd  I  submit  them  with 
confidence  to  the  Committee. 

Mil.  W.  II.  SMITH  (Strand,  West- 
minster) :  I  think  we  should  not  do 
justice  to  the  very  able  Statement  which 
has  been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  if  we  attempted  to  discuss  it  in  any 
way  at  this  hour  of  the  night  (1-0).  I 
rely  entirely  upon  the  assurance  which 
he  has  given  to  the  Committee  that 
there  will  be  ample  opportunity  afforded 
on  Thursday  next  for  the  discussion  of 
any  of  the  questions  which  might  arise 
upon  this  Vote  or  the  Votes  which  have 
to  follow.  Upon  this  understanding,  I 
trust  the  Committee  will  give  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  tbe  two  Votes  which  I 
believe  are  necessary  for  the  Public  Her* 
vice. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £4,457,300,  Pay  and  Allowances. 
Besolutions  to  be  reprnted  Tb-Merrew. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  fFeinM' 

day. 

WAYS  AHD  HXAXfl. 

CoMiiiJered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Retolved,  That,  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  aerrice  of 
thu  year  eadiag  on  the  Slitt  day  of  March  1887, 
the  sum  of  £4,457,300  be  graoted  out  of  the 
CoDBolidated  Fuod  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Keaolation  to  he  reported  To-morrow. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Weinetdmy. 

MOTION. 


HIGHWAYS  ACTS  AMENDMENT  UlLL. 
On  ilolion  of  Mr.  Duokham,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Uighwaya,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  hy  Mr.  Duckham,  Mr.  More,  and 
Mr.  Thomas  Blake. 
Bill  prtmited,  and  raid  the  first  time.  [  Bill  1 49.] 

IIoQM  adjourned  at  n  quart ea* 
after  One  o'clock. 
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H0U8B    OF  L0BD8, 
Tiutdayt  23n<  Mareh^  1886. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— JV>*<  Stading— 
Idiots*  (46). 

SMvnd  Heading  —  Vmon  of  Benefices  (20), 
negativid;  Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scot- 
land) (28). 

7BITATE  BIU.S. 

Ordered,  That  no  Private  Bill  brought  from 
the  House  of  Commons  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  aft«r  Friday  the  23M  day  of  June  next: 

'thAX  no  Bill  originating  in  this  House  autho- 
rinng  any  indosure  of  lands  under  sp&cial  re- 
port of  the  Land  Commtsaiuners  for  England,  or 
confirming  any  scheme  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
noners  for  England  and  Wales,  shall  be  read  a 
first  time  after  Tttetdatf  the  Wth  day  of  May 
iwxt: 

That  no  Bill  originating  in  this  House  con- 
£rming  any  provisional  order  or  provisional 
certificate  shallbe readaflret  timeafter  Tuesday 
the  1  Uh  day  of  May  next : 

That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  Hon^ie  of 
Commons  anUumsing  any  inclosnre  of  lands 
under  spedal  report  of  the  Land  Commissioners 
for  England,  or  con6rniing  any  scheme  of  the 
Chanty  Commisuoocrs  for  Engl  nd  and  Wales, 
shall  be  read  a  second  time  after  Friday  the 
Sarf  day  of  July  next : 

That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of 
Commons  confirming  any  provisional  order  or 
provisional  certificate  shall  be  read  a  second 
Mm*i  after  Friday  the  2nd  day  of  Jttff/  next : 

That  when  a  Bill  shall  have  passed  this  House 
with  amendments  these  orders  shall  not  apply 
to  any  new  Bill  sent  up  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons which  the  Chairman  of  Committees  shall 
report  to  the  House  is  snbstantially  the  same 
as  the  Bill  so  amended  : 

That  this  Home  will  not  receive  any  petition 
for  a  Private  Bill  after  Friday  the  iQth  day  of 
April  next,  nnless  such  Private  Bill  shall  have 
been  approved  by  the  Chancery  Division  of  the 
Hi^h  Court  of  Justice ;  nor  any  petition  for  a 
IVivate  Bill  approved  by  the  Chancery  Division 
ol  the  High  Court  of  Justice  after  Friday  the 
MaAyo/JTaynext: 

That  this  Honse  wiU  not  receive  any  report 
from  the  Judges  upon  petitions  presented  to 
ibis  House  for  Private  Dills  after  Fi'tday  the 
1  \th  day  of  May  npxt : 

Ordered,  That  the  said  orders  be  printed  and 
vuiiieAed,  and  affixed  on  the  doors  of  this  House 
and  Westminster  Hall.    (No.  49.) 

UNION  OF  BENEFICES  BILL.-[No.  20.1 
{TA*  Earl  of  Milltown.) 
SECOND  BEADING, 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  Eaju,  op  MILLTOWN,  in  moTing 
that  the  Bill  be  read  the  Beoond  time, 

VOL.  OOCIII.   [tuibd  sbkies.] 


said,  that  its  object  simply  was  to  ex- 
tend to  churches  in  the  Metropolis  and 
their  sites  the  same  protection  which 
was  now  provided  for  similar  edifices 
everywhere  else  in  thecountxy.  Churches 
which  had  been  oonsei-rated  were  pro- 
tected both  by  the  Common  Law  of  the 
country  and  by  Statute  Law.  Only  so 
recently  as  1884  their  Lordships  passed 
a  Bill  dealing  with  disused  burial 
grounds  in  the  Metropolis.  That  Bill 
had  been  passed  in  consequence  of 
the  great  indignation  throughout  the 
country  at  the  desecration  of  old  burisl 
grounds  in  the  neighbourhood  of  London 
by  utilizing  them  for  building  purposes, 
and  were  it  not  for  the  peculiar  waj 
in  which  that  Bill  exempted  from  its 
proTisions  the  Union  of  Benefices  Act 
lt)60,  he  would  not  have  troubled  their 
Lordships  with  the  present  Bill.  The 
Union  of  Benefices  Aet  of  1B60  was 
parsed  with  lh«  object  of  consolidating 
certain  church  parifhes  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  liondon  and  elsewhere,  on 
the  ground  that  their  churches  were  no 
longer  necessary  for  Divine  worship, 
and  it  provided  tunds,  which  were  vested 
in  the  EccluxiaHtical  Commissioners,  to 
be  used  chiefly  for  the  extension  of 
churches  elsewhere.  It  was  provided  by 
that  Bill  that  where  a  church  was  to  be 
pulled  down  another  was  to  be  built  else- 
where. There  was  a  provision  that 
ancient  churchyards  were  not  to  be  sold, 
but  were  to  be  preserved ;  but,  curiously 
enough,  though  the  churchyards  were 
exempted  from  desecration,  the  church 
itst^lf  was  permitted  not  only  to  be  pulled 
down,  but  its  site  to  be  sold  to  the 
highest  bidder  by  public  auction,  so  that 
it  might  be  used  for  any  purpose  what- 
ever. It  was  a  singular  thing  that 
while  the  minor  was  protected  tbc  major 
was  exposed  to  desecration.  Now,  he  did 
not  require  to  demonstrate  that  it  was 
unnecessary  to  pull  down  these  churches. 
All  he  asked  was  that  if  it  was  neces- 
sary to  pull  them  down  their  sites  should 
be  respected.  It  would  be  easy,  if  neces- 
sary, t«  demonstrate  that  the  destruction 
of  these  churches  was  wholly  uncalled 
for.  These  City  churches,  with  few  ex- 
ceptions, bad  a  double  claim  to  protec- 
tion, not  only  as  bang  the  last  resting- 
places  of  die  dead,  but  also  as  having 
been  the  site  of  buildings  which  had 
been  for  generations  the  temples  of  the 
living  God.  It  was  true  the  City 
churches  were  no  longer  surrounded  by 
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such  large  populatmns  as  formerly  ;  but 
still  the  week-day  population  of  the  Ci^ 
was  enormous— somethiofc  like  1,000,OOU 
—while  tlie  Sunday  population  was  con- 
siderably more  than  was  generally  sup- 
posed. The  City  churches  had  been 
grossly  neglected ;  they  had  not  had  fair 
play.  What  could  be  done  by  a  great 
ami  earnest  olei^man  had  been  demon- 
strated in  the  case  of  St.  Paul's,  which, 
though  chiefly  visited  by  sight-seers 
years  ago,  was  now  crowded  on  Sundays 
with  congregations  of  9,000,  and  at- 
tended on  week-days  by  very  large  con- 
gregations indeed.  St.  Paul's  was  not 
the  only  instance  of  this  kind.  It  was 
a  remarkable  fact  that  the  City  churches 
which  were  scantily  filled  were  those 
which  had  non-resident  incumbents, 
whereas  in  others  where  there  was  a 
resident  and  hard-working  clergyman 
the  congregations  were  by  no  means  so 
trifling  as  was  usually  supposed.  Of  the 
four  churches  referred  to  in  the  Bill,  the 
jGjrst  to  which  he  would  call  attention 
was  the  church  of  St.  Thomas,  in  the 
Liberty  of  the  Bolls.  It  was  a  church 
of  comparatively  recent  construction, 
having  been  in  existence  only  SO  years, 
and  immediately  adjoining  it  -n-as  a 
large  vacant  space  of  ground,  more  than 
three-quarters  of  an  acre  in  size.  The 
fpround  belonged  to  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners,  who  some  fire  or  six 
years  ago  cleared  the  ground  of  houses, 
whose  inmates  represented  a  very  poor 
clasSf  and  having  thus  got  rid  of  the  popu- 
lation they  now  wished  to  sell  the  church. 
He  eould  not  help  thinking  that  if  this 
ground  were  ntilirad  under  the  Artizans* 
Dwellings  Act  of  his  noble  Friend  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbuiy),  it  would  furnish 
an  important  addition  to  the  homes  of 
the  working  men  of  London,  and  that 
the  presence  of  the  church  in  theirneigh- 
bourhood  might  prove  a  great  blessing. 
The  incumbent  was  an  old  man,  77  years 
of  age,  who  lived  outside  the  parish.  The 
next  church  to  which  he  would  refer  was 
that  of  St.  Olave,  Old  Jewry.  In  this 
case  the  living  bad  been  vacant  for 
four  years,  which  was  not  a  satisfactory 
state  of  tilings.  It  was  not  always  the 
resident  population  that  formed  the 
oongregations  of  City  churches,  for  many 
of  the  congregations  came  from  a  venr 
oonsiderahle  distance.  The  vestiT  clerk 
of  St  Clave,  Old  Jewry,  stated  that  the 
incumbency  had  been  vacant  for  four 
years,  and  that  the  services  were  per- 
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formed  tempurarilv  by  a  gentlemau  n-Iiu 
did  not  live  in  London.    There  were 
an  enormous  number  of  bodies  buried 
under  the  church.    The  third  church 
to  which  his  Bill  related  was  that 
of  St.  Catherine  Colman,  in  Fenchurch 
Street     This  living  had  also  been 
vacant  for  four  years,  and  the  Bishop 
allowed  a  miserable  stipend  to  the 
curate  in  charge  who  did  the  work.  The 
clergyman  in  charge  informed  him  that 
he  hdA  ascertained  that  since  1625  about 
10,000  persons  had  been  buried  in  the 
church  and  churchyard,  and  that  many 
hundreds  of  people  were  interred  there 
during  the  prevalence  of  the  plagae  and 
the  sweating  sickness.   To  disturb  the 
remains  might  be  dangerous  to  the 
living ;  and  that  really  was  the  case  some 
years  ago  at  Eyam,  in  Derbyshire, 
where  the  old  burial  ground  was  diS' 
turbed.    The  last  church  to  which  his 
Bill  referred  was  that  of  the  Holy 
Trinity  in  the  Slinories.  It  was  a  quaint 
old  building,  erected  on  the  site  of  an 
anoimt  house  of  Minor  friars.  Large 
numbers  of  persons  had  been  interred 
in  the  church,  some  as  late  as  the  year 
1849.    It  was  impossible  to  exa^;erate 
the  immense  amount  of  decaying  huma> 
nity  which  really  constituted  the  soil. 
Yet  on  this  site,  which  it  was  proposed 
to  sell  by  public  auction,  it  would  be 
necessary,  if  a  gin  palace  or  a  ware- 
house were  erected  in  place  of  the 
church,  to  dig  up  the  most  horrible  mass 
of  decomposition  which  could  be  ima- 
gined. It  was  stated  that  deconsecrating 
services  were  held  before  ohurohes  were 
pulled  down ;  bat  he  could  not  imagine 
what  those  services  were.    Whether  the 
prayers  were  read  backwuds  or  not  it 
was  difflonlt  to  say.    The  Law  Timu 
stated thatwhenaburial  ground  had  once 
been  consecrated  nothing  short  of  an  Act 
of  Parliament  could  divest  consecrated 
ground  of  its  sacred  character,  and  that 
"the  sacred  character  of  the  grouud  is 
part  of  the  Common  Law  of  Europe." 
Such  were  the  facte,  shortly  stated,  as 
regard  these  four  benefices.    He  asked 
their  Lordships  to  pass  his  Bill  on  four 
grounds— firs^  that  it  was  offensive  in 
the  highest  degree  to  Christians  that  the 
House  of  Gbd  should  be  desecrated  for 
perhaps  the  vilest  purposes;  secondly, 
that  the  desecration  was  a  disturbance 
of  what  was  intended  to  be  the  last  rest- 
ing plaoe  of  the  dead ;  thirdly,  on  sani- 
Uaj  groundi^  because  the  removal  of 
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the  remaioB  would  cause  great  danger 
to  health ;  and,  fourthly,  tu  enable  the 
number  of  open  spaceB  in  the  City  to 
be  increased,  supposing  it  were  neces- 
sary to  pull  down  the  churches.  To 
show  the  injury  to  health  which  re- 
sulted from  the  disturbance  of  these  old 
graveyards,  he  might  refer  to  the  opi- 
nion  of  Sir  Gilbert  Scott,  who  stated 
that  in  these  old  churchyards  the  whole 
soil  was  composed  of  a  mass  of  decayed 
human  remains  and  half-decayed  bodies, 
which  could  not  be  removed  without  in- 

i'ury  to  health.  lie  would  ask  their 
jordsiiips  to  accept  the  Bill,  because  it 
would  increase  the  singularly  limited 
number  of  open  spaces  in  the  City.  The 
sites  of  the  old  City  churches  which  were 
burnt  down  in  the  Fire  of  London  and 
not  rebuilt  were  carefully  preserved.  He 
regretted  that  the  -right  rev.  Prelate 
should  have  placed  on  the  Paper  a  Notice 
in  opposition  to  the  Bill.  He  did  not 
think  that  in  these  da^s  when  Disestab- 
lishment was  in  the  air  this  was  a  wise 
course.  £ven  the  Liberation  Society 
did  not  ask  that  the  churches  should  be 
destroyed  and  their  graveyards  dese- 
crated ;  and  it  was  a  source  of  infinite 
pain  to  himself  and  many  others  that 
the  man  of  all  others  to  be  engaged  in 
this  work  should  be  the  Bishop  of  Lon- 
don. He  would  ask  their  Lordships  by 
reading  his  Bill  a  second  time  to  put  an 
end  to  this  scandal — he  asked  in  the 
name  of  decency,  which  was  outraged  ; 
in  the  name  of  the  living,  whose  health 
was  seriously  endangered ;  in  the  name 
of  the  dead,  whose  last  resting  place 
was  disturbed ;  and  finally,  and  most 
reverently,  in  the  nan^e  of  Ood,  that  an 
end  might  be  put  at  once  and  for  ever 
to  this  uncalled  for  and  horrible  desecra- 
tion of  the  place  where  His  honour 
dwell  eth. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2V" 
— (7'A«  Sari  ofMiUtotcn.) 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  (Dr. 
Temple),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time  this  day  six  months,  said, 
that  the  Bill  would  have  been  more 
correctly  designated  as  one  not  to  amend, 
but  to  repeal,  the  Act  uf  1860,  because 
to  give  practice  eifect  to  it  would  ne- 
cessarily be  to  repeal  that  Act.  The 
Act  of  1860  was  passed  on  the  ground 
that  there  were  a  large  number  of 
churchM  in'  the  Uetropolia  which  had 
become  useless  in  consequence  of  the 
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population  having  entirely  left  them, 
and  that  there  was  at  the  same  time  a 
large  population  all  around,  and  in* 
creasing  yearly  in  almost  unmanageable 
propoi'tion,  for  whom  it  was  exreedingly 
difficult  to  provide  accommodation  for 
worship.  It  was  thought  but  reason* 
able  that  churches  standing  where  they 
were  not  wanted  should  be  transferred 
to  places  where  they  were  so  much  re- 
quired. That  was  the  principle  of  the 
Act  of  1 860.  The  chief  answer  to  this 
Bill  he  should  put  befbre  their  Lord- 
ships would  be  to  lay  some  of  the  lead- 
ing facts  before  them,  so  that  they  could 
estimate  what  had  actually  taken  place 
under  the  Act  of  1860.  Under  that 
Act  the  sites  of  1 1  churches  had  been 
sold.  A  Beturn  moved  for  in  1879  showed 
that  10  churches  bad  been  then  sold, 
and  one  sale  had  occurred  since.  These 
11  churches  had  been  removed,  the  sites 
sold,  and  the  proceeds  applied  in  accord- 
ance with  the  principle  he  had  indi- 
cated. After  meeUng  all  expenses  and 
compensating  all  interests  that  had  to 
be  compensated  under  the  Act,  the 
whole  amount  realized  by  the  sale  had 
been  £2^2,650.  Out  of  that  sum 
£180,152  had  been  spent  in  the  erec- 
tion partially  or  entirely  of  4a  new 
churches  in  poor  and  populous  districts 
of  the  Metropolis.  The  sum  of  £17,050 
had  been  appropriated  for  tlie  endow- 
ment of  five  of  these  ohui-ches ;  £12,980 
had  been  spout  in  the  erection  and  im- 
provement of  parsonage  houses,  and 
£27,168  on  the  repair  of  the  churchps 
of  the  united  benefices.  There  remained 
a  sum  of  £4,400  which  the  Commis- 
sioners were  obliged  to  keep  in  hand  for 
the  present  to  meet  certain  contingencies. 
Their  Lordships  would,  with  thwe  facts 
before  them,  see  what  the  meaning  of 
the  Act  of  IbSU  was,  and  understand 
what  had  been  done.  Numerous  scat- 
tered populations  existed  around  London 
without  churches  at  all.  The  difficulty 
of  providing  them  with  churches  was 
enormous.  The  want  was  partially  met 
by  what  was  known  as  the  Bishop  of 
Loudon's  Fund,  which  was  started  2^ 
years  ago,  by  private  munificence,  and 
by  the  sale  of  the  sites  of  churches 
under  the  Act  of  I860  ;  but  they  were 
still  short  of  churches  and  were  still 
unable  to  keep  pace  with  the  growing 
population.  The  rate  of  nowth  of  the 
population  in  the  Metropolis  was45,000 
a-year,  a  little  more  than  the  total  num- 
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ber  of  inhabitants  in  the  City  of  Exeter. 
They  soaght  for  money  in  all  direc- 
tions in  order  to  provide  churches  ;  but 
even  with  the  £250, OUO  derived  from 
the  sale  of  11  City  churches,  they 
were  unable  to  do  the  work.  Was  this 
work  now  to  be  suddenly  cut  short? 
Was  it  coosietent  with  their  duty  to  the 
people  that  in  order  to  indulge  a  very 
respectable,  a  rery  honourable  senti- 
ment, they  should  refuse  the  means  that 
had  bemiMtherto  employed  for  providing 
places  of  worship  for  the  people  ?  He 
would  give  the  House  a  few  instances  of 
what  had  been  done.  The  parish  of  St. 
Martin  Outwioh  contained  a  population 
of  421  souls,  although  it  was  united 
with  the  neighbouriug  parish.  The 
church  was  sold  for  the  sum  of  £37,631, 
out  of  which  the  Commissioners  pro- 
vided, at  a  cost  of  £24,13:*,  churches  for 
the  new  dietiict  of  Holy  Trinity,  Dal- 
ston ;  Christ  Church,  Stepney;  and  St. 
Peter's,  Limehouse,  the  populations 
being  respectively,  7,332,  8.186.  and 
10,000.  The  church  of  St.  Helen, 
Biahopsgate,  was  also  repaired,  at  a 
cost  of  £3,000,  and  a  sum  of  £h,000 
invested  in  Consols  to  meet  certain  an- 
nuities would  be  available  at  a  sub-ie- 
quent  date  for  church  building.  All 
the  people  in  the  parishes  he  had  men* 
tioned  had  been  provided  with  places  of 
worship  by  the  sacrifiee  of  a  church  of 
the  parish  in  whi<rh  there  was  not  4n0, 
and  whicli  by  union  with  an  adj  uning 
pariHh  only  amounted  to  420.  The 
church  uf  St.  BHUet,  Graoeohurch,  was 
sold  for  £23.8'  4.  The  population  of 
that  parinh  and  of  ano'hnr  with  which 
it  was  unit*>d  amoanted  to  481.  Out  of 
the  priK-eeds  of  the  sale  the  Commis- 
sioners en^ted,  at  a  coat  of  £7,257.  a 
new  ohuroh  for  St.  Peter's.  Stepney, 
with  a  population  of  9,448  suuts,  and 
provided  ££^.000  as  an  endowment; 
£4.000  was  appropriated  to  the  improve- 
ment and  enlaigHmeiit  of  All  Souls', 
Holliiway,  and  £1.50iJ  was  spent  oopHr- 
Bonage-houses  for  the  beneSce.  If  it 
hud  been  pocsible  to  provide  for  all  the 
religious  waott*  of  the  Metropolis  with- 
out touching  these  churches  he  should 
have  been  glad,  although  it  must  be 
remembered  that  very  fierce  attacks  had 
been  madii  upon  the  Cliur  h  for  retain- 
ing t«uch  a  valualila  mas*  of  property  aa 
the  City  churches  hioked  up  in  a  useless 
form.   The  population  in  many  of  the 
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City    parishes    was    almost  nuuiinal. 
There  was.  for  instance,  a  church  in 
Thames  Street  with  a  population  of  92, 
another  in  Wood  Street  with  a  popula- 
tion of  84,  and  there  was  St.  Alphage, 
London  Wall,  with  a  population  of  45  ; 
it  was  only  right,  therefore,  that  the 
churches  should  go  whither  the  popo- 
lation  had  gone.    He  met  the  objection 
of   the  noble  Earl  that   these  Oi^ 
churches  ought  not  to  be  touched  be- 
cause they  had  been  consecrated  to  God, 
by  pointing  out  that  there  were  many 
cases  in  the  Old  Testament  of  land  and 
other  things  which  had  been  giventoGod 
being  redeemed  to  secular  uses.  Al- 
though he  admitted  that  consecratinn  waa 
a  very  solemn  thing,  and  that  itoughtooly 
to  be  set  aside  by  Act  of  Parliament,  yet 
he  doubted  whether  any  part  of  Europe 
was  under  so  strict  a  law  in  this  respect 
as  the  noble  Lord  proposed  to  enact  for 
this  country.    He  was  certain  that  the 
Koman  Catholic  Church  permitted  con- 
secrated lands  and  buildings  to  be  re- 
deemed to  secular  uses,  and  it  would  be 
contrary  to  the  character  of  the  Church 
of  England  to  lay  down  a  hard-and-fast 
line  that  would  prevent  the  exchange  of 
consecrated  property  for  that  in  which 
the  service  of  Ood  could  be  better 
and  more  appropriately  conducted.  He 
thought  that  the  argument  of  the  noble 
Lord  with  regard  to  the  removal  of  the 
dead  neceaoitated  by  these  exi-hanges 
was  of  far  more  force  than  that  which 
related  to  connecration ;  nevertheless, 
where  Ruch  removals  had  hitherto  been 
effef^ted  every  proper  precaution  liad 
been  taken  to  insure  decnncy.  With  re- 
gard to  the  sanitary  (|ne8tion  rais*^  by 
tiie  noble  Earl,  he  wi>h^d  to  pnint  out 
that  no  evil  results  had  fallowed  th**  re- 
moval of  the  dead  in  the  ease  of  the  11 
City  ohuruhes  whirh  had  already  been 
removed.   It  waa  absurd  to  objeot  to 
the  i*ale  of  the  sites  of  these  churches 
on  the  pretence  that  they  would  afford 
open  spaces  in  the  heart  of  the  City, 
inasmuch  as  the  sitfs  of  the  10  churches 
already  removed — he  had  not  the  mea- 
surement of  the  llth—did  not  form 
an  aggregate  space  of  three-quarters  of 
an  acre,  and  it  was  not  to  be  supposed 
that  such  an  area  cut  up  into  1(1  small 
pieces  would   be  any  very  perceptible 
addition  to  the  open  spacfS  of  the  City. 
He  was  fully  aware  of  the  ohjei-tton 
there  was  to  a  non-resident  clergy.  No 

Digitized  by  Google 


{LORDS} 


1609 


CntoH  of 


{Maech  23,  1886}  Btnejkes  Bill  1610 


one  re^tted  this  in  the  case  of  the  City 
churches  more  than  he  did  ;  but  it  was 
due  to  the  difficulty  and.  in  many  cases, 
absolute  impossibility  of  obtaining  par- 
son age-houses.  The  importance  they 
attached  to  having  a  resident  clergy 
was  proved  by  the  proTision  they  had 
made  vith  reference  to  the  new  churches 
in  this  respei  t.  He  fully  admitted  that 
the  sentiment  which  had  been  displayed 
by  the  noble  Earl  was  a  very  proper 
one ;  1>ut  he  thought  that  it  should  not 
be  idlowed  to  override  such  considera- 
tions as  those  which  he  bad  stated.  If 
they  were  to  override  those  considera- 
tionp,  he  put  it  to  the  House  that  if 
Parliament  was  in  all  cases  to  stop  the 
removal  of  a  church  on  the  ground  that 
it  bad  been  given  to  Gh>d,  they  must 
apply  the  same  rule  whenever  a  new 
street  or  a  new  railway  were  made  in  a 
town,  and  it  was  proposed  to  remove  a 
church  for  such  an  improvement.  They 
must  resolutely  put  a  atop  to  every  im- 
provement, either  in  London  or  any 
other  lai^e  city,  wherever  it  interfered 
with  consecrated  ground,  and  still  more 
if  it  interfered  with  a  burial  ground. 
He  knew  that  loc^  improvements  in- 
▼olving  operations  of  that  kind  had 
been  made  in  different  places ;  and  the 
alleged  scandal  in  the  present  case 
therefore  appeared  to  be  not  that  they 
were  removing  churches  or  the  dead, 
because  they  did  that  for  secular  pur- 
poses, but  that  they  were  aoing  it  in 
the  service  of  God.  But  if  the  conve- 
nience of  mankind  and  the  ordinary 
improvement  of  cities  were  sufficient  to 
justify  such  things,  far  more  so  were 
the  spiritual  needs  of  the  large  popula- 
tion with  which  they  had  to  deal ;  and 
he  trusted  that  the  House  would  not 

Sut  a  stop  to  a  work  which  was  doing 
fod  service  to  such  a  degree  as  he  was 
constantly  a  witness  of  wherever  he 
went  in  the  Hetrt^lis.  As  be  went 
from  church  1o  church  ho  found  an 
active  clergy  devotiog  themselves  with 
all  their  strength  to  the  good  of  the 
population  among  whom  they  lived. 
ODly  yesterday  he  was  at  an  8  o'clock 
evening-  service  in  a  church  far  in  the 
Hast  which  was  provided  by  such 
means  as  those.  He  saw  a  large  and 
earnest  congregation  with  a  clergyman 
who  was  evidently  carrying  his  people 
with  himf  and  he  thought  that  such  a 
work  as  that  which  was  now  going  on  at 
all  times  ought  not  to  be  checked.  There- 


fore, while  fully  admitting  the  force  of 
the  sentiments  expressed  by  the  noble 
Earl,  he  said  that  they  ought  to  be 
limited  by  tlie  consideration  of  what 
was  best  for  Gh>d*s  service  and  the  good 
of  mankind. 

Amendment  mota^,  to  leave  out 
("now,")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  ("  this  day  six  months.") — {IHt 
Lwrd  £nhoy  of  London.) 

The  Eabl  or  P0WI8  was  understood 
to  say  that  the  Act  of  1860  dealing  with 
that  subjeH;  was  the  result  of  a  careful 
and  well'considered  compromise,  and  he 
did  not  think  that  the  noble  Earl  had 
made  out  a  case  to  show  that  it  was  now 
necessary  to  interfere  with  the  arrange- 
ment then  made. 

The  Archbishop  of  CANTEEBTJRT 
said,  he  felt  very  strongly  the  force 
of  the  arguments  against  disturbing 
the  remains  of  the  dead  or  interfering 
with  buildings  which  had  been  so  long 
cooeecrated,  and  he  owned  that  for  a 
very  long  time  those  sentiments  had 
prevailed  with  him ;  but  when  he  looked 
at  the  spiritual  neces^ties  of  the  neigh- 
bourhoold  of  London,  which  were  so  con- 
stantly multiplying,  he  was  not  able  to 
maintain  his  sentiment  against  his  sense 
of  those  necessities.  He  desired  to  see 
all  that  was  possible  done  to  restore 
the  use  of  those  ancient  churches,  and 
to  bring  their  clergy  near  to  them  and 
congregations  within  them.  But  when 
all  was  done  that  could  be  done,  there 
would  remain  many  churches  which  had 
little  practical  use.  They  ought  not  to 
be  misled  by  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Earl  as  to  imaginable  uses  to  which  the 
relinquished  sitesofchurchesand church- 
yards might  be  put.  It  was  only  in  one 
sense  they  were  parted  with  when  the 
worth  of  them  was  amilied  to  the  noblest 
and  holiest  uses.  AVoen  they  saw  that 
the  population  of  London  was  increas- 
ing at  the  rate  of  40,000  or  50,000  a-year, 
they  must  ask  themselves  whether  siuns 
could  be  raised  by  gift  or  in  any  way 
by  which  the  spiritual  needs  of  those 
people  could  be  adequately  met  and  the 
services  of  the  Church  provided  for  them; 
and  even  if  such  could  be  raised — as 
they  knew  they  could  not — they  needed 
to  be  spent  in  still  further  increasing 
the  spiritual  ministrations  required  for 
that  population.  But  at  present  the 
very  existence  of  those  churches,  with 
the  immense  wealth  attached  to  them 
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80  unserviceablj  and  uselessly,  vas  an 
actual  hindrance  in  men's  mouths  to  the 
progrefie  of  church  extension,  and  would 
remain  so,  while  their  sale  would  enable 
thousands  to  be  provided  with  religious 
serricos  where  but  scores  were  so  pro- 
vided for  before.  The  utmost  care  ought 
indeed  to  be  taken  in  making  the  choice 
of  those  to  be  removed,  and  further  in 
dealing  with  the  buildings  and  with  the 
grounct;  but  he  could  not  agree  with 
the  noble  Earl  that  every  parting  with 
things  that  had  been  given  to  Qod  was 
unknown  to  the  Church.  The  term 
desporate  was  corruptly  used  in  the 
sense  of  profaring;  but  the  word  i  m- 
crart  waB  technitally  parallel  to  the 
word  cont*tra-f.  and  meant  to  remove  the 
sacred  character  attached  to  a  thing. 
In  old  times  some  of  the  most  touching 
and  most  striking  incidents  in  Church 
history  was  the  way  io  which  great 
famines  and  pestilences  were  met.  It 
would  be  within  the  recollection  of  their 
Lordships  how  the  most  precious  trea- 
sures of  the  Church — even  chalices  which 
had  held  the  consecrated  element — had 
been  sold  inorderthattbe  proceeds  might 
be  distributed  among  the  poor.  He 
thought  they  would  not  dispute  that  this 
was  a  holy  use  to  which  jewels  couM  be 
put.  If  they  looked  at  the  object  with 
which  the  pious  founders  of  old  days 
granted  these  gifts,  surely  itwouldbe  ac- 
knowledged that  in  the  churches  already 
removed,  f^eed  had  been  sown  which  had 
wonderfully  increased  and  grown,  and 
was  now,  through  that  removal,  bearing 
fruit  to  man  and  to  God  thirty-fold  and 
even  sixty-fold. 

The  Eabl  of  MILLTOWN  said,  he 
did  not  propose  to  go  to  a  division  aJFter 
what  had  been  stated  by  the  most  rev. 
Prelate.  At  the  same  time,  he  was 
bound  to  say,  with  reference  to  the  state* 
ment  that  the  new  ohurohes  were  well 
attended,  that  he  was  credibly  informed 
that  many  of  the  new  churches  were  not 
so  well  attended  as  those  which  had 
been  pulled  down.  The  people  of  the 
City  of  London  thought  it  a  hardship 
that  they  should  be  called  upon  to  supply 
this  spiritual  destitution  of  others  by 
the  sacrifice  of  their  own  churches. 
They  considered  it  a  system  of  robbing 
Peter  to  pay  Paul  j  and  they  naturally 
asked  whether  the  charity  of  this  great 
country  was  not  sufficient  to  supply  the 
spiritual  destitution  without  pulling 
down  the  ancient  houses  of  God, 

Th$  Arehhithop  of  Canterbury 


On  Question,  That  ("now")  staod 
part  of  the  Motion  ? 

lUtohed  in  the  rugativ^. 

Amendment  a§r«$i  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  2*  ihit  day  »ue  mm/JU. 

INDU-ADSnNISTRATION  OF 
JUSTICE. 

MOTION  TOR  AN  ADDKBSS. 

LoBD  FITZOERALP,  in  moring 
for— 

"  A  Ketam  of  the  taxea  and  datiaa  raised  or 
levied  on  the  tdministration  of  jtwtice  in  India 
during  the  year  18S5,  whether  by  slampa,  ad 
valorem  duties,  or  otherwiae,  onder  the  Aci  of 
the  Uovernor  Qeoeral  of  India  in  Goaneil  ia 
1870,  or  any  of  the  Acts  referred  to  thereiB  or 
otherwise ;  and  that  the  mibject  of  the  taxatioo 
of  justice  in  India  may  be  referred  to  the  Select 
Coniinittee  on  the  operation  of  the  Act  tm  tlie 
better  government  of  India  (1SS8J,  and  oertain 
other  Acta  relating  to  India," 

said,  that  this  was  a  matter  of  cxinsidw- 
abte  importance,  affecting,  as  it  did,  the 
welfare  of  the  inhabitants  of  India,  re* 
presenting  a  population  of  250,000,000 
persons.   The  matter  might  appear  to 
be  a  very  suiatl  one  in  the  eyea  of  th«r 
Lordships ;  but  he  could  assure  them 
that  it  was  of  very  great  interest  to  the 
Indian  people.     He  was  impelled  to 
briug  forward  this  Motion  by  a  sense  of 
public  duty;  and  be  would  endearour 
to  explain  why  he  had  taken  the  subject 
up.    He  was  a  Member  of  the  Indian 
Committee  which  sat  in  1653,  and  to 
whose  labours  they  were  indebted  for 
the  Government  of  India  Bill  of  1858. 
While  sitting  on  that  Committee  his 
attention  had  naturally  been  directed  to 
three  subjects— the  administration  of 
justice  in  India,  the  judici^  appoint* 
ments,  and  the  taxation  of  justice  in 
India.   Petitions  were  presented  to  the 
Committee  from  Indian  subjects  relating 
to  the  taxation  of  justice.    The  fullow* 
ing  was  an  extract  from  one  of  the  many 
Petitions  presented 

"  ^'oiu:  petitioners  have  to  complain  of  a 
heavf  taxation  on  all  law  proceedings  by  means 
of  asiDg  stamped  [»per  rising  from  2«.  to  £200 
on  plainta  and  petitions  alone,  and  which  way- 
lay the  suitor  at  ovetysnbsequent  step.  *  Whm 
is  your  stamped  paper  F '  asks  the  Judge ;  if 
not  produced  he  is  obliged  to  stop  the  pTewier 
and  the  suit.  An  error  in  the  stamp  ia  often 
irremediable,  and  the  constant  cause  of  a  failon 
of  justice." 

Pestonjee,  a  leading  Indian  witness 
before  the  Committee  of  I8fi3,  in  giring 
his  evideuoe,  said — 
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*■  I  have  another  fipievRnc«  to  mention. 
PariieB  engaged  in  litigation  are  obliged  to 
undergo  ver^  heavy  taxation  for  stamped 
uper;  the  revenue  from  thia  ii  very  large. 
Every  plaint  and  every  petition  to  either  Court 
of  Api»al  must  be  written  on  stamped  paper 
from  one  to  '2,000  ropeee,  according  to  a  certain 
Male.  In  addition,  all  Bupplementary  Bheeta, 
all  pleadings,  eihibitB,  and  all  papers  and  docn- 
menta  relating  in  any  manner  to  the  siiit  are 
not  received  unless  on  stamped  paper.  It 
sometimefi  rises  to  33  per  cent.* 

AU  eoonomio  vriten  agreed  that — 

**  The  worst  of  all  taxation  is  that  on  the  ad* 
ministration  of  justice.  It  acted  as  a  *  prohibi- 
tion '  and  depnved  man  of  everything  by  de< 

priving  him  of  justice.  By  means  of  this 
taxation  the  poor — that  in.  the  bulk  of  the 
commonity,  and  eepedally  the  oppressed — were 
put  out  of  tiie  protection  of  the  law." 

The  proceedings  of  the  Cotniuittee  of 
I B53  tertntnatea  with  the  great  Constitu- 
tional Act  of  1858,  which  swept  away  tho 
Board  of  Control  and  substituted  for  it  a 

Government  of  the  Queen  and  the  pre- 
sent Govemoient  of  India.  Two  years 
afterwards  he  ceased  to  be  a  Member  of 
Parliament;  but,  returning  to  London 
22  years  after,  it  was  his  privilege  to 
become  a  Member  of  tho  Privy  Council. 
While  sitting  as  a  Member  of  the  Judi- 
cial Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  he 
found  that  many  appeals  from  India 
were  brought  under  the  notice  of  ITer 
Majesty.  He  returned  to  the  ques- 
tions which  had  interested  him  20  ^ears 
before,  and  with  reference  to  the  judi- 
cial appointments  he  found  a  wonder- 
ful improvement  had  taken  place.  Great 
progress  had  been  made  in  India  during 
that  period  in  reference  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Judges  and  the  adnuDietra- 
tion  of  the  law.  It  was  one  of  the 
greatest  blessings  to  the  Indian  people 
that  now  they  had  a  pure  adminis- 
tration of  justice,  under  Judges  who 
might  be  thoroughly  trusted.  There 
existed  among  the  Indian  popula* 
tion  the  utmost  confidence  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice ;  but  wbile  he 
found  this  improvement  had  taken  place 
in  the  interval,  he  also  found  that 
nothing  had  been  done  potentially  to 
reduce  the  uuount  of  taxation  on  the 
administration  of  justice.  There  were 
general  Indian  Stamp  Acts  passed  prior 
to  1870;  but  they  culminated  in  the 
Court  Fees  Act  of  1670,  passed  by  the 
Governor  General  in  Council  during  the 
time  of  Lord  Mayo.  That  Act  was  a 
regular  sweep-net,  from  which  there  was 
no  exceptipn  ond  po  escape.  It  extended 


to  tiie  whole  of  British  India,  and  to  all 
Courts,  great  and  small,  induding  the 
Smalt  I^bts  Courts  in  the  Freridency 
towns.  By  Schedule  1  of  that  Act  the 
fee  on  the  initiation  of  the  suit  advanced 
on  a  graduated  scale  from  a  suit  where 
the  value  of  the  subject  of  litigation  did 
not  exceed  five  rupees — which  was  taxed 
at  eight  annas — up  to  an  initiatory  tax  of 
3,000  rupees— that  was  to  say,  £300)— 
acourding  to  the  value  of  the  matter  in 
controversy.  This  was  only  the  initia- 
tory tax.  Among  the  suits  specified  was 
one  to  recover  possession  of  a  wife.  Then 
there  wei'e  complicated  and  vexations 
provisions  for  ascertaining  the  value  of 
tlie  subject  of  litigation.  Every  step  in 
the  cause  was  subject  to  a  fee  or  tax. 
The  defendant  had  his  share  to  pinr  as 
well  as  the  plaintiff.  There  were  fresh 
taxes  when  tho  case  was  moved  to  the 
District  Court  of  Appeal  and  to  the 
Supreme  Court.  From  the  Parliamen- 
tary Abstract  of  1877-8  he  gathered  that 
the  receipts  under  the  head  of  law  and 
justice  in  India  amounted  in  that  year 
to£8l3,221.  Stamps yielded£2,993,483, 
the  greater  part  of  which,  according  to  a 
note  by  the  compiler  of  the  Abstract, 
was  derived  from  fees  on  litigation.  The 
expoudituro  on  law  and  justice,  on  the 
other  hand,  was  £3,555,000.  The  ac- 
counts for  1882-3  showed  that  the  re- 
ceipts for  law  and  justice  were  £657,000, 
and  for  stamps  £3,380,000,  wbile  the 
expenditure  was  £3,255,000.  In  1883-4, 
again,  the  sale  of  Court  fee  stamps 
yielded  £2,4 1  fi,825.  Probably  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
would  tell  their  Lordships  that  the  ex- 
penditure on  justice  in  India  was  not, 
after  all,  more  than  the  receipts,  and 
that  the  charges,  large  though  they 
might  be,  were  not  more  than  the  people 
were  apparently  prepared  to  pay.  But 
that  was  no  answer  at  all ;  nor  was  it  an 
answer  to  say  that  taxation  on  justice 
tended  to  prevent  litigation.  He  had 
always  looked  upon  the  noble  Earl  as  a 
sound  economiet,  and  he  would  doubt- 
less remember  the  doctrine  laid  down  by 
Bentham  on  this  auhject,  to  the  effect 
that  "  nothing  can  be  wone  than  the 
taxation  of  justice."  Expensive  law 
deprived  the  poor  man  of  his  rights,  it 
did  not  check  litigation,  and  left  a  power 
of  oppression  in  the  hands  of  the  rich. 
Justice  was  taxed  in  India  in  a  way 
that  would  not  be  tolerated  in  this  coun- 
try ;  and  his  desire  was  to  call  attention 
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to  the  g^'ievous  injustice  inflicted  upnn 
the  milliona  of  India  in  this  matter,  in  the 
hope  that  some  means  might  be  doTiaed 
to  mitigate  a  great  and  raying  evil. 

Moved,  <*That  an  humble  Addnu  be  pre- 
■ented  to  Her  Majeaty  for  Betnm  of  the  taxea 
and  dntieB  raised  or  levied  on  the  administra- 
tion of  jostice  in  India  during  the  year 
whether  by  stampB,  ad  valcrem  dutiea,  or  other- 
wise, xatAtx  the  Xct  of  the  Qovemor  General  of 
India  in  Councnl  in  1870,  or  any  of  the  Acts 
referred  to  therein,  or  otherwise  ;  and  that  the 
sabject  of  the  taxation  of  justice  in  India  be 
referred  to  the  Select  Committee  on  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Act  for  the  better  government  of 
India  (1S58),  and  certain  other  Acts  relating  to 
India.*^— (fAr  Lord  Fitngendtl.) 

TnE  SECHETAET  of  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (The  Earl  of  Eihbsrlet)  said, 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House  a 
subject  of  very  great  importance ;  and 
no  one  was  better  qualified  to  explain  it 
in  all  ita  details.  It  was,  at  the  same 
time,  a  subject  of  extremely  technical 
nature;  and  he  did  not  propose  to  fol- 
low the  noble  and  learned  Lord  through 
the  details  which  he  had  placed  so 
clearly  before  the  House.  He  would, 
first  of  all,  observe  that  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  been  good  enough 
to  credit  him  with  being  a  sound  eco- 
nomist ;  and  the  quotation  from  Beu- 
tham,  no  doubt,  went  to  show  that  justice 
should  be  made  cheap.  Notwithstand- 
ing the  great  authority  of  Benthaui, 
however,  one  had  yet  tr)  learn  that  jus- 
tice wae  extremely  cheap  in  England. 
In  India,  as  bis  noble  and  learned  Friend 
rather  admitted,  there  was  an  extreme 
desire  for  litigation ;  and  it  was  certain, 
at  all  events,  that  the  fees  which  had 
been  levied  had  not  stopped  litigation. 
'Whether  these  fees  had  given  too  great 
an  advantage  to  the  rich  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  aay ;  but  that  litigation  went 
on  in  India  on  a  very  large  scale  was 
apparent  to  everyone.  Undoubtedly 
the  matter  required  attention ;  and  com- 
plaints had  been  made  that  the  fees  were 
too  high,  and  these  complaints  had  been 
seconded  hy  persons  in  authority.  Sir 
Sichard  Garth,  the  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Bi^h  Court,  Calcutta,  had  drawn  atten- 
tion to  the  subji-ct  in  an  interesting 
memorandum.  The  Viceroy  and  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Legislative  Council  were 
now  specially  dealing  with  the  question; 
and  as  long  ago  as  1881  a  Bill  was 
brought  in  by  the  Council  which,  though 
it  was  originally  of  a  fiuancial  character^ 

Lord  FittgeraU 


had  led  to  an  examination  of  the  whds 
question.  In  1864  a  Qircular  was  smt 
round  to  all  the  Courts  in  India  leqaeat' 
in^  information.  There  was  a  stnmg 
opinion  in  favour  of  revision  of  the  insti- 
tution fees  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  was 
impossible  for  Oovernments  to  lesTe 
finance  out  of  sight.  India  was  justnow 
under  great  financial  pressure,  and  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  to  consider  the  ques- 
tion,not  merely  with  reference  to  the  par- 
ticular tax  or  fee,  but  to  the  whole  finan* 
cial  position  of  the  country.  The  Viceroy 
and  the  CK>verument  were  desirous  of 
removing  any  grievance  which  might  be 
found  to  exi>>t.  As  the  question  was  of 
an  extremely  technical  character,  and 
was  already  in  the  pniper  hands  for  its 
investigarion,  he  would  appeal  to  bis 
noble  and  learned  Friend  t>^  withdraw 
his  Motion.  He  deprecated  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend's  proposal  to  refer 
this  question  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
dian affairs  whi<  h  was  about  to  sit.  That 
Committee  would  not  be  precluded  from 
inquiring  into  it.  But,  looking  to  the 
technic^  character  of  the  matters  in- 
volved, the  Committee  probably  would 
not  think  it  deeirable  to  deal  with  them. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  bis  noble  and 
learned  Friend  would  be  content  with 
his  assurance  that  the  subjeet  shoold 
receive  the  careful  consideration  of  the 
Government,  with  a  view  to  the  redrew 
of  anv  grievances  which  might  be  prored 
to  exist.  With  regard  tu  the  K<>tum 
asked  for  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  he  might  inform  him  that  in  tbfl 
finance  and  revenue  accounts  of  the  Oo- 
vernment  of  India  a  general  statemeDt 
would  be  found  which  would  probabl; 
answer  his  noble  and  learned  Friend'i 
purpose.  The  Beturn  asked  for  could 
not  be  obtained  for  a  considerable  time, 
and  would  involve  a  rather  heavy  eX' 
pense,  which  he  did  not  think  ought  to 
be  incurred. 
In  answer  to  Lord  Staitlzy  of  Ai- 

DEBXBY, 

The  Eabl  of  KIHBEBLEY  said, 
that  if  the  Committee  ehould  think  fit 
to  inquire  into  the  subject,  all  tfae 
information  in  the  power  of  t^ie  Go* 
vernment  would  be  anorded. 

Lord  FITZQEEALD  faid,  that  asbe 
was  satisfied  with  the  assurances  that 
bad  been  given  him  by  his  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  that  the 
question  was  under  consideration, 
had  no  objection  to  withdraw  bis  Ho* 
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tloo.  But,  Id  doing  bo,  he  must  point 
out  to  their  Lordships  that  the  taxation 
of  justice  in  India  was  tenfold  what  it 
was  in  England. 

Motion  Qrg  leave  of  the  House)  mth- 
drawn. 

DISTURBANCES  IN  THE  METROPOLIS 
—THE  DUTIES  OF  SOLDIERS. 
OB8BRVATION8. 

Lord  de  BOS,  in  risiog  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  uncertainty  which  existed  as  to 
what  was  expected  of  the  military  durin;^ 
mob  riots  in  the  Metropolis,  in  order  to 
have  their  duties  more  clearly  defined, 
said,  that  when  the  subject  was  under 
discussion  the  other  evening  in  that 
House  divergent  vievs  had  been  ex- 
pressed by  noble  and  learned  Lords, 
and  views  which  had  not  been  generally 
accepted  by  officers  in  the  Army.  The 
Queen's  Begulatiuns  f>aid  that  the  troops 
were  not  to  be  called  out,  except  up<in 
the  request  of  the  magistrates  in  writ- 
ing, or  upon  occasion  of  great  and 
sudden  emergency.  In  case  they  were 
called  out  and  \o>ih  of  life  should  ensue 
in  consequence  of  orders  being  given  tt) 
fire  if  the  troops  were  Infantry,  or  to 
chaise  where  they  were  Cavalry,  the 
question  arose  who  was  to  decide  whe- 
ther the  action  was  justified.  The  only 
tribunal  he  could  think  of  was  a  jury  who 
mifrht  be  empannelled  to  try  the  officer 
for  his  life  who  had  given  the  order.  A.11 
offirer  in  such  circumstances  would  be 
placed  in  a  very  awkward  position,  and 
one  in  which  he  ought  not  to  be  placed. 
The  officer  would  practically  have  a  rope 
round  his  neck,  as  if  he  acted  precipi- 
tately he  would  be  exposed  to  a  trial  by 
jury,  and  if  he  thought  the  circumstances 
did  not  justify  his  taking  aoUon  he  would 
be  liable  to  be  tried  by  a  court  martial  fur 
neglect  of  duty.  He  held  that  such  n 
state  of  uncertainty  ought  no  longer  to 
be  allowed  to  exist.  When  an  olfirei- 
was  engaged  in  foreign  war  it  was  his 
duty  to  get  as  many  of  the  enemy  killed 
as  he  could,  whereas  in  a  civil  disturb- 
aace  he  was  bound  to  spare  human  life 
as  much  as  he  could.  There  was  a  well- 
known  case  in  the  year  1n52  when 
soMiers  were  employed  to  escort  votfrti 
to  the  poll.  Disturbances  arose  and  the 
soldiers  fired  without  the  command  of 
their  superior  officer.  Some  lives  were 
lost,  and  the  men  were  put  on  their  trial ; 
bnt  the  Grand  Jury  threw  out  the  bill 


on  the  ground  that  the  men  were  acting 
in  defence  of  their  lives.  His  own  opi- 
nion was  that  the  military  ought  not  to 
be  called  out  in  aid  of  the  civil  power, 
except  in  the  most  extreme  cases  and  in 
opposition  to  an  armed  mob,  and  shonld 
always  be  accompanied  by  a  magistrate. 
He  trusted  that  these  few  iremarks 
might  lead  to  a  clearer  definition  of 
what  was  required  of  militaiy  officers 
when  they  were  called  out  to  aid  the  civil 
power. 

Lord  HALSBURY  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  the  mistake  of  the  noble  L'lrd  in 
regarding  as  a  proposition  of  law  what 
was  simply  advice  as  to  the  most  prudent 
course  to  adopt.  For  instance,  it  was 
said  that  soldiers  should  not  be  called 
out.  except  in  extreme  cases.  But  the 
difficulty  was  that  a  case  would  arise 
when  neither  a  magistrate  nor  a  military 
ofiicer  was  present.  Since  the  discussion 
which  took  place  on  this  subject  the  other 
evening  he  had  perused  the  Judgment 
delivered  by  Lord  Chief  Jnbtice  Mans- 
field in  the  Exchequer  Chambers.  His 
Lordship  said — 

"Sinco  much  has  been  said  about  Boldicrs,  I 
will  correct  a  strange  mistaken  notion  which 
has  got  abroad  that  becanse  men  are  soldiers 
they  c«^9e  to  be  citize&B.  A  soldier  is  sifted 
with  all  the  rights  of  others,  and  is  boond 
to  all  the  duties  of  othor  ottizoos,  and  he  Is  as 
much  bound  to  prevent  n  broach  of  the  peace 
or  a  felony  as  any  other  citizen.  Id  1780  this 
mistake  extended  to  an  alarming  degree.  Sol- 
diers with  arms  in  their  hnnds  stood  by  and 
saw  felonies  committed,  houses  burnt  and  pulled 
down  before  their  eyes  by  persons  whom  they 
might  lawfully  have  put  to  death  if  they  could 
not  otherwise  prevent  them,  without  interfering, 
some  because  they  had  no  commanding  officer 
to  give  them  the  command,  and  somel>ecauae 
there  was  no  justice  of  the  peace  with  them.  It 
is  the  more  extraordinary,  because  formerly  the 
poise  eomiMut  which  was  the  strength  to  pre- 
vent felonies  most  in  a  great  proportion  have 
consisted  of  military  tenants  who  held  lands  by 
the  tenure  of  military  service.  If  it  is  necessary 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  mischief  or  for 
the  execution  of  the  law,  it  is  not  only  the 
right  of  soldiers,  but  it  is  their  duty  to  exert 
themselves  in  asainting  the  execution  of  le^ 
process  or  to  prevent  any  crime  or  mischief 
being  committed." 

That  which  the  noble  Lord  opposite  de- 
^i^ed  to  lay  down  as  a  proposition  of 
the  law  was  impossible  in  the  very 
nature  of  the  case.  It  was  a  question 
as  to  what  was  necessary  and  appro- 
priate violence  to  meet  violence.  The 
resistance  must  be  made  appropriate  to 
the  occasion,  and  to  the  degree  and  ex- 
tent of  the  force  against  which  it  was  to 
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be  used.  No  sbst^ute  rule  could  be  laid 
down,  because  the  thing  must  depend 
upon  the  defn'ee  of  the  necessity  and  the 
urgency  of  the  occasion.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  on  the  former  occasion  there 
was  anj  real  difference  of  opinion  be- 
tween his  noble  end  learned  Friends, 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  Lord  Bramwell, 
and  himself,  on  the  subject. 

Lord  ELLENBOHOUGTI  said,  he 
thought  that  military  officers  had  a  con- 
siderable grievance  in  this  matter,  and 
ought  to  nave  some  decisive  legal  opi- 
nion upon  which  they  might  rely  in 
justification  of  their  action  when  called 
upon,  and  the  more  so  since  the  opinion 
of  the  Attorney  General  of  the  day, 
given  in  1801,  had  until  recently  con- 
tinued in  the  Queen's  Segulations;  but, 
in  oommoQ  with  the  modem  childish 
practice,  had  been  removed  from  Her 
Uajeaty's  Regulations  without  being 
replaced  by  any  similar  authority  of  the 
present  time  for  the  guidance  of  officers 
placed  in  trying  and  difficult  positions 
at  a  time  of  sudden  tumult. 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  the  true 
answer  to  give  to  the  noble  Lord  who 
hod  introduced  the  subject  was  to  refer 
him  to  the  Queen's  Regulations,  which 
set  forth  the  duties  of  soldiers  vlion 
called  out  in  aid  of  the  civil  power.  It 
was  almost  impossible  for  either  officers 
or  soldiers  to  err  as  long  as  those  Re- 
gulations were  followed.  The  Queen's 
Regulations  laid  down  the  duty  of  mili- 
tary men  in  the  event  of  riots ;  but  it 
should  be  remembered  that  they  did  not 
supersede  the  Common  Law,  and  it  was 
to  that  they  must  look  to  find  what  the 
soldier's  duty  really  was.  A  soldier  was 
bound  by  military  law  to  act  under  the 
orders  of  his  officer ;  but  if  the  officer 
gave  an  unwise  order,  or  one  that  he 
ought  not  to  have  given,  and  that  cotild 
not  be  justified,  the  soldier,  if  be  acted 
under  it,  was  liable  totheCivilTribunals, 
and  might  be  brought  to  justice.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  soldier,  bad  he  refused 
to  obey  the  orders  of  his  officer,  might 
be  tried  by  court  martial  and  punished. 
That  was  not  a  pleasant  position  for  the 
soldier.  Chief  Justice  Tindal,  at  the 
the  trials  following  the  Bribtol  riots, 
charged  the  Grand  Jury  as  follows.  He 
said— 

*'  By  the  common  law  every  private  person 
may  lawfully  endeavour  on  his  own  auUiority 
and  without  any  warrant  or  sanction  of  a  magis- 
trate, to  suppress  a  riot.    Re  may  disperse  or 


sssitt  in  dispersing,  those  who  are  ■■smtUl 

He  ma^  stay  those  who  are  engaged  in  it  bm 
execnting  their  pnrpose ;  he  may  stop  or  pie- 
rent  others  from  joining  in  theiiot;  udnat 
only  has  he  snthority,  bat  it  is  his  bo&ndca 
duty  as  a  good  snbject  to  perform  tiiit  to  the 
utmost  of  bis  ability.  If  the  riot  begcoad 
and  dangerous  he  may  arm  himself  to  nep  tht 
peace.  Such  was  the  opinions  of  all  the  Jndga 
of  England  in  the  time  of  Queen  Elinbeth; 
but  they  added  that  it  would  be  more  dtaieet 
to  be  assistant  to  the  justices  in  doing  IUl 
....  But  if  the  occasion  demands  imneftiite 
action  sad  no  opportunity  is  given  for  pnes^ 
ing  the  advioe  or  sanction  of  a  msgutntsitii 
the  duty  of  every  snbject  to  act  for  liimsdf  ut 
on  his  own  responsibility  in  suppnaiiif  ■ 
riotous  or  tumultous  assembly,  and  be  nuj  be 
assured  that  whatever  is  honestly  done  by  bin 
in  the  execution  of  that  object  will  be  tappoittd 
and  justified  by  the  common  law." 

In  1801  Lord  Chief  Justice  Ellenboron^ 
when  Attorney  General,  gave  an  opimos 
on  this  subject,  in  which  he  smd — 

"However,  it  is  by  all  means  desinUets 
procure  &  juBtiue  of  the  peace  to  attend,  ud  for 
the  military  to  act  under  his  immediate  onlcR, 
when  such  attendance  and  the  sanction  of  ndi 
orders  can  be  obtained,  as  it  not  only  prenatt 
any  disposition  to  unnecessary  violence  od  tbf 
part  of  those  who  act  in  repelling  the  tamatt. 
but  it  induces  also,  from  the  known  anthorilyof 
such  magistrates,  a  more  ready  sabmiHios  m 
the  part  of  Uie  rioten.  Dot,  still,  in  ewe*  of 
great  and  sudden  emergency  the  mililarr,  u 
well  as  all  other  indiriduals,  may  act  witlioit 
their  presence,  or  without  the  presence  of  uj 
peace  officer  whatsoever." 

In  the  absence  of  his  officers  and  in  the 
absence  of  a  magistrate  a  soldier  wu 
bound  in  a  sudden  emergency  to  act  u 
an  ordinary  citrsen  in  suppressing  riot 
When  a  magistrate  was  present,  udt 
soldier  acted  in  execution  of  the  ordfln 
of  his  Commanding  Officer  he  was  in- 
demnified by  statute.  This  was  the  stfttA 
of  the  law,  and  in  his  opinion  it  woald 
be  better  to  leave  things  ae  tfaej  were 
rather  than  to  disturb  and  upset  a  fabric 
which  had  been  built  up  in  theconiM 
of  generations,  and  was  well  nndo- 
stood. 

Lord  NAPIER  of  MAGDALA  ob- 
served, that  the  House  was  exceediiiglj 
indebted  to  the  noble  Lord  wbo  m 
introduced  this  subject,  becaaee  the 
soldier  required,  and  ought  to  have,  the 
most  precise  instructions  in  the  cirii 
law,  which  was  superior  to  the  niili'«y 
law  under  which  he  serTed.  Soldiw* 
were  informed  that  in  whatever  tbey 
did  honestly  in  the  bond  fiie  belief  tbat 
they  were  discharging  their  du^  they 
would  receive  the  utmost  considerati(di ; 
but  if  a  soldier  were  put  upon  his  trial 
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by  the  civil  power  in  respect  of  any  act 
done  by  him,  the  Judge  would  have  to 
be  guided  by  the  evidence  and  could 
show  him  no  constderation  whatever. 
The  position  of  a  soldier,  therefore, 
under  existing  circumstances  was  tsf}' 
diflBcult.  If  he  were  attacked  while  on 
sentry  duty  by  several  people  and  ho 
bad  the  misfortune  to  kill  one  in  de- 
fending his  post  be  might  find  himself 
indicted  for  manslaughter.  Thus  he 
might  suffer  at  the  bands  of  the  civil 
power  for  merely  carrying  out  the  orders 
of  his  superior  officers.  Not  very  long 
ago  a  sentry,  having  challenged  a  man 
who  attempted  to  pass  bis  post  in  the 
night,  killed  him  and  a  verdict  of 
"Manslaughter"  wasbroughtin  against 
him.  He  thought,  therefore,  that  the 
dnties  of  soldiers  in  all  circumstances 
ought  to  be  very  distinctly  defined. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Hbbschbll)  said,  he  was  afraid  that  the 
noble  Lord  who  bad  brought  forward 
this  subject  had  not  obtained  any  very 
useful  information,  or  derived  any  com- 
plete comfort  or  enlisfaction,  from  the 
Tariety  of  views  that  had  been  expressed 
on  this  question  by  the  differant  lawyers 
who  had  taken  part  in  tlie  discussion. 
He,  however,  did  not  think  that  there 
was  so  very  much  difference  of  opinion 
among  them  as  regarded  the  law — it 
was  the  particular  facts  of  each  case 
that  struck  legal  minds  differently.  But, 
however  that  might  be,  it  could  not  be 
denied  that  officers  and  soldiers  acted  to 
a  certAin  extent  at  their  peril,  or  re- 
frained from  acting  at  their  peril ;  and 
he  quite  agreed  that  it  was  desirable  to 
make  that  peril  as  slight  as  possible.  He 
did  not  think  it  was  possible  to  remove 
that  peril  altogether,  but,  at  the  sanie 
time,  he  thought  that  when  the  matter 
was  looked  at  from  a  practical  point  of 
view  that  peril  would  bo  reduced  to  n 
minimum.  When  they  discussed  the 
question  theoretically  it  was  possible  tu 
conceive  all  manner  of  cases  in  which  a 
fioldier  might  incur  danger,  which,  how- 
ever, never  arose  in  actual  practice.  In 
looking  at  this  question  it  could  not  be 
too  strictly  borne  in  mind  that  the  duty 
of  keeping  the  peace  and  of  preventing 
riots  rested  primarily  upon  the  civil 
force  of  the  country  acting  under  the 
civil  power,  and  it  was  more  important 
to  bear  that  in  mind  now  than  ever  it 
was.  In  former  times  it  had  been  the 
practice  to  call  in  the  aid  of  the  military 


on  frequent  oooasions ;  but  at  the  preeent 
day,  when  the  organization  of  the  civil 
force  had  been  carried  to  so  high  a  point 
of  efficienoy,  it  was  very  seldom  that 
recourse  need  be  had  to  the  military  to 
maintain  order.  There  were,  however, 
occasions  when  the  oiyil  power  might 
properly  call  in  the  aid  of  the  military 
force,  and  that  aid  should  be  given  wheu 
regularly  called  for  by  the  civil  power. 
There  might  be  cases  in  which  it  would 
become  the  duty  of  the  military  to  give 
their  aid  to  the  civil  power  without  its 
being  regurlarly  called  for,  and  with 
regard  to  such  cases  it  was  impossible 
for  any  hard-and-fast  rule  without  ex- 
ceptions to  be  laid  down.  In  general 
practice  common  sense  would  telt  the 
military  man  when  it  was  his  obvious 
duty  to  take  action  without  waiting  for 
the  authority  of  the  civil  power.  Bat 
these  cases  vfould  be  very  rare.  It  was 
impossible  to  define  what  a  great  emer- 
gency was,  and  it  must  be  left  to  the 
military  authorities  to  take  upon  them- 
selves the  respoDsibility  of  acting  in  each 
particular  case.  For  instance,  a  soldier 
who  saw  a  policeman  beiug  trampled  to 
death  by  a  riotous  crowd  would  be  jusii- 
fied  in  interfering  for  the  protection  of 
the  policeman  without  waiting  to  be 
culled  upon  by  the  civil  power  to  take 
action.  If  the  military  acted  on  those 
lines  he  did  not  think  that  they  would 
be  likely  to  go  wrong,  or  that  they 
would  often  find  themselves  placed  in 
positions  of  danger  or  difficulty.  Of 
course,  difficulties  might  arise  in  certain 
cases  as  to  the  amount  of  force  which  it 
was  justifiable  to  use — thus,  more  force 
might  lawfully  be  used  in  arrestiog  a 
man  who  was  commitUog  a  felony  than 
one  who  was  merely  committing  a 
misdemeanour,  and  these  were  legal 
distinctions  which  a  soldier  was  not 
expected  to  understand.  The  case  he 
had  put  was  that  of  a  soldier  acting, 
not  in  his  military  capacity,  but  rather 
in  that  of  nu  cirdinary  citizen,  and  he 
did  not  think  that  the  instinct  and  judg- 
ment of  a  soldier  was  likely  to  be  worse 
than  that  of  any  other  man.  He  had 
endeavoured  to  place  tliis  matter  before 
the  House  as  free  as  possib'.e  from  legal 
technicalities.  The  great  thing  to  be 
borne  in  mind  being  that  the  duty  of 
keeping  the  peace  lay  primarily  upon 
the  civil  force,  that  the  military  were 
only  to  be  oaUed  for  in  the  regular  way 
by  the  civil  power,  and,  the  other  cases 
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beiag  exceptional,  Irust  must  be  placed 
in  the  fifood  aeose  and  the  good  faith  of 
the  military  to  act  properly. 

Tub  Ouke  op  CAMBRIDGE  iiaid, 
that,  as  far  as  he  understood,  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  had 
said  that  the  Queen's  Hegulations  could 
not  override  the  law.  Nobody  ever 
imagined  that  they  could.  But  wHat 
military  men  wanted  to  see  was  that 
what  was  coutained  in  the  Queen's  Re- 
gulation!) was  really  the  law  of  the  land. 
That  was  the  point  which,  with  all  re- 
spect for  the  oDserrations  made  by  the 
nobte  and  learned  Lord,  he  had  not  been 

3uite  able  to  make  out.  It  was  laid 
own  in  the  Queen's  Regulations  that 
wherever  it  waspossible  a  matcistrate 
was  to  attend.  He  understood  from  his 
noble  and  learned  Frioud  that  it  was  not 
necessary  to  read  the  Riot  Act,  but  he 
himself  believed  that  it  was  necessary. 
He  did  not  pretend  to  say  that  it  would 
be  necessary  in  the  case  of  an  attack, 
because,  if  troops  were  attacked,  they 
had  a  right  to  defend  themselves,  just 
as  aoy  one  of  their  Lord  ships,  if  attacked, 
had  a  right  to  defend  himself.  And.  if 
in  doing  so  they  had  the  misfortune  to 
Itill  their  adversaty.  they  would,  ofcourt^e, 
be  aoquttted.  The  troops,  if  attacked 
as  a  body,  would  defend  themselves  as 
individual  citizens.  But  he  was  under 
the  impressiim  that  if  the  troops  were 
callfd  out  to  support  the  civil  power, 
and  the  civil  power  found  themselves  uo 
longer  in  a  position  to  hold  their  own, 
or  to  carry  out  the  necessary  require- 
ments of  the  law,  then  the  Riot  Act 
ought  to  be  read  before  the  troops 
were  allowed  to  act.  And  yet  after  what 
had  been  said  that  night  there  was  some 
doubt  whether  that  was  so  or  not. 
There  ought  to  be  no  such  doubt.  He 
concurred  with  the  Lord  Chancellor  that 
there  must  be  great  exceiitions  to  ordi- 
nary proceedings  There  were  instances 
in  everyday  life  which  no  one  could  fore  - 
see.  A  commotion  might  suddenly  arise 
when  there  was  no  idea  that  anything 
was  going  to  happen.  In  these  cases, 
of  course,  they  ought  not  to  wait  for  the 
Riot  Act  to  be  read,  but  to  act  on  the 
spur  of  the  moment  on  their  own  re- 
sponsibility. But  the  ordinary  rules  laid 
down  in  the  Queen's  Regulations  did 
not  make  it  at  all  as  clear  as  he  should 
like  to  see,  and  as  every  officer  and  man 
would  like  to  see,  how  and  in  what  cir< 
oumstances  he  was  to  do  certain  things. 

The  Lord  ChmeeUor 


I  He  thought  that  it  would  be  a  vray  de- 
I  airable  thing  that,  as  far  as  possible,  the 
Queen's  Regulations  should  be  made 
absolutely  compatible  with  the  ordinary 
and  existing  law  of  the  land.  It  would 
be  very  desirable,  after  the  discussion 
which  had  taken  place,  to  put  a  case 
before  the  Oovernment  in  order  to  as- 
certain the  law  on  the  subjecr,  with  a 
view  to  have  the  Queen's  Regulationa 
and  the  ordinary  law  so  clearly  going 
together  that  there  could  be  no  mistake 
or  misunderstanding  as  to  how.  when, 
and  in  what  spirit  the  troops  ought  to 
act  when  called  upon  to  snpprat  the 
civil  piwer. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  sud. 
there  was  no  doubt  that  an  ordinary 
tumultuous  assembly  could  not  properly 
be  dispersed  by  the  military  force  until 
after  the  Riot  Act  had  been  read,  be- 
cause after  that  Act  had  been  read  it 
then  became  a  felony  to  remain  after 
being  told  to  disperse  ;  and  the  troops 
might  use  all  the  force  that  was  legiti- 
mate for  the  purpose  of  preventing 
felony.  But  in  the  case  of  a  mere  ordi- 
nary tumultuous  assembly,  not  meeting 
for  felonious  purposes,  it  was  obvious 
that  they  would  not  be  justified  in  re- 
sorting to  the  force  that  might  be  used 
in  the  case  of  felony. 

BURGH  POLICE  AND  HEALTH  (SCOT- 
LAND! BILL. 
{Th»B»rlof  SfyiH.) 
(no.  28.)     SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2"." 
—{Tfie  Marl  of  Elgin.) 

LoBD  BALFOUR  thought  it  necessaty 
to  say  a  word  or  two  with  regard  to  thia 
Bill.  Their  Lordships  were  aware,  when 
the  Bill  was  before  the  House  last  year, 
he  had  called  attention  to  some  of 
the  provisions  contained  in  it.  It  came 
before  the  House  last  Session,  and 
ultimately  it  was  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  of  their  Lordships.  As  he 
believed  he  was  the  only  Member  of  that 
Committee  present,  it  was  necessary  to 
say  a  few  words  in  regard  to  its  proce- 
dure. They  went  through  the  Bill,  which 
was  a  large  and  a  long  one,  very  care- 
fully— first  with  written  statements  be- 
fore them,  and  then  called  for  oral 
evidence  on  such  points  as  seemed  neces- 
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sai-y.  Ultimately  tliey  went  through  the 
BiUagaiDjinakingamoDdments.  Heven- 
tured  to  say  that,  as  this  Bill  was  intro- 
duced in  almost  exactly  the  same  state  as 
it  left  the  Commtttee  last  year,  their  Lord- 
ships might  safely  pass  it,  and  let  it  go  to 
the  Houseof  Commons.  He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that,  as  it  stood,  it  was  a  perfect 
Bill ;  he  thought  there  were  some  points 
in  it  open  to  grave  objection.  But  it 
seemed  to  him  that  those  who  were  best 
entitled  to  speak  for  the  inhabitants  of 
the  burghs  to  which  it  referred  were 
practically  unanimous  that  some  such 
Bill  was  required.  It  was  an  attempt 
to  oodify  the  law  which  had  reference  to 
police  matters  j  and  although  he  and 
several  of  the  jjoxdB  who  sat  on  the  Com- 
mittee thought  that  any  attempt  to  codify 
the  Law  of  Burghs  of  all  sizes  in  Scotland 
on  all  points  was  attempting  too  much, 
and  tKat  it  would  be  much  better  to  loave 
the  larger  towns  and  cities  to  their  own 
Private  Acts,  andtoattempt  a  codification 
of  the  law  only  for  those  smaller  burghs 
which  were  more  numerous  throughout 
the  country,  he  was  not  prepared  to  force 
his  opiuion  upon  the  House  or  those 
chieBy  concerned  ;  and  in  all  the  cir- 
cumstances, as  the  Bill  had  been  care- 
fully considered,  he  thought  it  would 
probably  be  the  wisest  course  that  it 
should  go  as  soon  as  possible  to  the  other 
House  of  Farliament,  and  be  dealt  with 
there.  There  were  some  points  to 
which  he  should  liko  to  draw  attention 
if  the  Bill  reached  the  Committee  stage. 
If  the  noble  Lord  who  had  charge  of 
the  Bill  would  allow  him  to  confer  with 
him  before  that  time,  probably  10  or  14 
days  before  taking  the  Committee  stage, 
he  thought  they  should  be  able  to  arrive 
at  a  pretty  gnneral  agreement  with  re- 
p;ard  to  mitst  of  the  provisions  contained 
in  the  Bill.  If  the  noble  Lord  would 
put  off  the  Committee  stage,  as  be  had 
suggested,  that  would  give  time  for  full 
consideration  to  therarious  parties  iute- 
rested  in  Scotland. 

The  Eahl  op  GALLOWAY  said,  he 
would  confine  his  observations  to  one 
portion  of  the  Bill — that  referring  to  the 
police.  Now,  with  respect  to  that,  both 
the  last  and  the  present  Ooreroment  had 
giren  a  pledge  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the 
establishment  of  local  government.  The 
present  GoTemment  he  might  describe, 
in  the  language  of  Mr.  Chamberlain,  as 
a  "  stop-gap  Government ; "  but  whe- 
ther that  were  so  or  not,  the  present 


Government,  as  well  as  the  last,  were 
under  a  j^edge  to  bring  forward  this 
Session  a  Bill  to  establish  Local  Govern- 
ment Boards.  The  provisions  of  this 
Bill  for  placing  the  police  under  the  dif- 
ferent Munfcipal  Authorities  in  Scotland 
would  naturally  be  extended  to  the  new 
Local  Government  Boards.  It  would 
be  well,  therefore,  before  passing  those 
clauses  in  the  third  division  of  the  Bill  for 
the  present  Government  to  consider  whe- 
ther this  was  not  now  the  time,  rather 
than  increase  the  number  of  local  forces 
in  the  Kingdom,  to  establish  one  general 
Police  Force  of  an  Imperial  nature.  It 
was  not  by  what  had  happened  recently 
in  the  Metropolis,  or  in  some  other 
towns,  that  he  made  the  suggestion 
but  it  c«<tainly  seemed  to  him  that  the 
Folico  Force,  as  at  present  constituted  in 
Great  Britain,  might  be  made  far  more 
valuable.  Their  Lordships  were  aware 
that  the  Police  Force  was  constituted 
hnlf-a-century  ago,  when  they  were  not 
acquainted  with  steam  or  electricity — or, 
at  least,  when  steam  was  in  its  infancy. 
The  result  of  those  great  diccoveries 
brought  us  very  much  nearer  to  one  an- 
other, and  there  was  thus  a  necessity 
for  a  modification  of  the  echeme  of 
police.  The  Irish  Police  Force,  for  in- 
stance,  was  one  of  the  finest  Police 
Forces  in  the  country,  and  that  was 
principally  because  it  was  an  Imperial 
Force,  and  not  confined  to  one  district. 
This  Bill  gave  large  powers  in  regard 
to  the  appointment  and  distribution  of 
police  in  small  burgbal  communities; 
and  as  they  had  the  promise  of  a  Bill 
somewhat  of  a  (timiinr  nature  dealing 
with  alt  the  rural  districts  of  the  coun- 
try, he  thought  it  would  be  well  before 
passing  this  measure  to  give  some  fur- 
ther consideration  to  the  matter  of  an 
Imperial  Police. 

Tbb  Eabl  of  ELGIN  said,  he  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  enter  into  any  de- 
fence of  the  principles  of  a  Bill  which 
had  already  been  confirmed  by  their 
Lordships.  What  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  £^rl  really  touched  the  principle 
of  the  measure,  and  he  could  not  agree 
to  what  his  noble  Friend  had  propcwed. 
The  noblo  Earl  was  in  error  in  thinking 
that  this  Bill  would  increase  tho  local 
Police  Forces  to  any  appreciable  extent, 
fur  it  was  laid  down  in  the  Bill  that  no 
burgh  which  had  lessthan^O  000  inhabi- 
tants should,  after  the  passing  of  this 
Act,  have  a  new  separate  system  of  police. 
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The  Eabl  of  GALLOWAY  eaid,  h>- 
did  Dot  say  it  wonld  iacrease  the  number 
of  police,  but  the  number  of  jurisdic- 
ttoni. 

Thk  Eabl  oi'  ELGIN  said,  the  Bill  I 
would  not  innreaMe  the  number  of  Police 
Forces.  With  regard  to  what  had  fallen 
from  his  noble  Fnend  opposite,  he 
thanked  him  for  what  he  had  said,  be- 
caufte  the  Bill  now  presented  to  their 
LordHhips  was.  as  the  noble  Lord  bad 
stated,  the  Bill  which  came  from  the 
Select  Committee  last  year.  He  be- 
liered  there  had  nerer  been  any  discua- 
non  upon  it  since  it  was  presented  to 
tiie  House  by  the  Select  Committee ; 
and,  therefore,  anyone  who  wished  to 
discover  what  changes  had  been  made 
by  the  Select  Committee  would  have  to 
compare  it  with  the  ori{^iDal  Bill,  which, 
in  the  case  of  a  Bill  of  550  clauses, 
would  be  a  somewhat  laborious  task. 
It  might,  therefore,  be  necessary  for 
some  discussion  to  take  place  upon  ques- 
tions of  detail  in  Committee.  The  Go- 
vernment proposed  to  give  ample  Notice 
of  any  Amendments  which  they  might 
think  necesaanr ;  and  he  should  be  very 
glad  if  his  noble  Friend  opposite  wonld 
confer  with  him  as  to  anything  which  he 
wished  to  suggest.  He  would  now  pro- 
pose that  the  Bill  should  at  present  be 
set  down  for  this  day  week,  not  with  the 
intention  of  taking  it  that  day,  but  in 
order  to  fix  a  day  for  the  Committee 
sUge. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly, and  eommitted  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thurtday  next. 

IDIOTS  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  for  ^ving  facilities  for  the  care,  edu- 
catioD,  and  traininff  of  Idiots  and  Imbeciles — 
Was ^CKHferfby'^e Lord Cbiucellor;  read 
(Ko.  46.) 

House  s^joamed  at  half  past  !<eveD  o'clock, 
to  Thnrsday  next,  a  quarter  past 
Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
TiMday,  28rd  March,  1886. 


HIKtTTE8.]-REUicT  Comanni— Fonstrjr, 
mppoinUd;  Ventilatiui  of  the  House,  mp- 
p»inttd  sod  nemimtiied. 


Svm.T  —  eoM»Ulered  in  CmmiHeo  Sgoohttim^ 

[March  2J'  reporlf^. 
WjiTf  AKD  UcANS— «w(i<f«r0/  iM  ^auMtCfw — 

Retolftion  [March  22]  reported. 
Pt-BLic  Bills- OnArr<rf-/'ir«r  JiMA'Mf— Anny 

Annoal*  [150], 
Stcond  £«*Jimg—SckattA  Fees  oi  Xon-Pupsn 

[114]. 

Cl*MJHi7/M— Copyhold  Enfranchisement  *  [26]  — 
it.r. 

Committte  —  Report  —  Lunacy  (Vacating'  of 
Seats »  [85):  Marrians  (Uoais  of  Solen- 
nisation)  [62] :  Consolidated  Food  (Mo.  2).* 

n<r</ .£M</iM?-Consolidated  Fund  (No.  I),* 
and  pai»nt. 

Q  UK8TI0NS. 


POOR  LAW  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)— 
COLLECTION  OF  RATES  AT 
CREWKERNE. 
Mr.  H.  R.  FAKQTTHARSON  (Domet, 
W.)  asked  the  President  of  the  Ijocal 
Oovernment  Board,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  on  1st  March  Mr.  Walter  Mam- 
ford,  tax  collector  and  assistant  over- 
seer at  Crewkemc,  vent  to  the  house 
of  Mr.  K.  Higdon,  baker,  of  Craw- 
keme,  to  apply  for  the  rates  due  for 
the  current  ijuarter,  and,  nut  finding 
Mr,  Higdon  at  home,  declined  to  allow 
the  removal  of  one  of  several  sacks 
of  flour  from  the  house  until  the  rates 
were  paid ;  whether  Mr.  Higdon,  un 
being  telegraphed  for,  letiumed  home 
at  conHiderabJe  inconvenience  and  ex- 
pense, and  at  once  paid  the  rates;  and, 
whether  such  a  mode  of  collecting  the 
rates  is  legal,  and  meets  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Ijocal  Oovernment  Board ; 
and,  if  not,  what  compensation  will  be 
paid  to  Mr.  Higdon,  and  to  what  autho- 
rities should  application  be  made  to 
bring  the  conduct  of  Mr.  W.  Mumford, 
who  boUs  the  offices  of  tax  collector  and 
assistant  overseer  at  Crewkeme,  under 
the  notice  of  his  superiors  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Joseph 
Chamueblain)  (Birmingham,  W.):  We 
have  made  inquiry  respecting  tbk  mat- 
ter. Mr.  Mumford  is  the  collector  of 
Imperial  taxes,  as  veil  as  the  collector 
of  the  poor  rate.  So  far  ae  r^ards 
taxes,  tne  Board  of  Inland  Revenue 
state  that  a  collector  deeming  the  duties 
in  danger  would  be  perfectly  justi6ed  in 
distraining.  The  collector  of  poor  ratee 
has  no  such  power,  and  Mr.  Mumford 
denies  that  his  action  as  to  the  flour  had 
any  reference  to  parochial  rates.  The 
sum  necessary  to  pay  both  taxes  and 
rates  was  bcOTowed  from  a  neighbour 
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by  Mr^.  lligduo,  and  llia  puymuot  wut^ 
made  by  her.  Tbe  telegram  was  Dot 
sent  to  Jfr.  Higdon  until  some  time 
after  the  payment  had  been  made,  and 
Mr.  Mumfurd  had  left.  Mr.  Higdon 
did  not  therefore  retum  home  at  con- 
siderable inconvenience  and  expense  for 
the  purpose  of  paying  the  rates.  Upon 
the  facts  at  present  before  the  Buard,  they 
see  no  grounds  for  any  claim  for  com- 
pensation by  Mr.  Higdon.  As  collector 
of  taxes,  Mr.  Mumford  is  responsible 
to  the  District  Commissioners  of  Taxes, 
by  whom  he  was  appointed ;  and,  as  to 
his  office  of  assistant  overseer,  the  in- 
habitants of  the  parish  in  vestry  as- 
sembled can,  if  they  think  fit,  determine 
bis  appointment.  Any  representations 
which  Mr.  Higdon  may  desire  to  make 
may  be  made  to  those  aathortties. 

ARMY  (IRELAND)— miATIf  OF  PRIVATE 
AHERXK  AT  BELFAST. 
Mb.  sexton  (Sligo,  8.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether,  on  the  morning  of 
the  1st  of  January  last,  Patrick  Aherue, 
a  private  in  the  Fusiliers,  stationed  at 
Belfast,  was  found  at  an  early  hour 
lying  in  the  barrack  square  in  a  »tate 
of  insensibility;  whether  his  teeth  had 
been  kicked  out,  his  Hp  split  in  two,  bis 
riba  broken,  and  hia  skult  fractured ; 
whether  he  was  carried  to  the  Barrack 
Hospital,  and  left  there  with  his  wounds 
aDdreaaed  and  anatteoded  to,  until  in- 
quiries were  made,  t^  days  after  the 
occurrence,  by  Head  Constable  Tilson 
and  another  police  officer ;  whether  these 
officials  were  informed  that  nothing  un- 
ttaual  had  taken  place  in  the  barracks, 
and  whether  they  learned  only  on  the 
5th  or  6th  of  the  same  month,  from  the 
undertaker's  man,  tfaata  soldier  ( Aheme) 
had  died  from  the  efi'ects  of  violence ; 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  no  inquest  was 
held,  that  the  dying  man's  depositions 
were  not  taken,  and  that  the  civil  autho- 
rity was  not  called  in;  and,  whether  the 
resident  magistrates  failed  to  perform 
their  duty  in  not  causing  an  iDTestiga- 
tion  to  be  held,  and  what  account  they 
e^ve  of  the  ease,  and  dieir  course  in  re* 
ference  to  it  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
JoHH  Moblet)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne), 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  story  was  rather 
a  long  one,  but  he  would  endeavour  to 
make  it  as  short  as  possible.  At  about 
haU-pait  2  o'dook  on  the  momiag  of 


tliu  2iid  lit' January  last.  Patrick  Aheroe 
was  found  in  the  barrack  square,  having 
receired  the  injuries  mentioned  in  the 
Question,  except  as  to  his  skull,  which 
was  not  fractured.  He  was  carried 
to  the  barrack  hospital,  but  the  medi- 
cal officer  unfortunately  was  not  sent 
for  until  9.30  o'clock.  For  that 
delay  the  hospital  sergeant  appeared 
to  have  been  responsible.  It  was  a 
fact  that  in  answer  to  an  inquiry  on 
the  evening  of  the  '2nd,  the  statement 
was  made  that  "  nothing  unusual  had 
taken  place."  On  the  4th  of  January 
a  military  inquii'y  appeared  to  have  been 
held.  Several  witnesses  were  examined, 
including  Ahome  himself,  who  was  un- 
able to  identify  his  assailant,  and  no 
evidence  could  be  obtained  as  to  the 
person  or  persons  who  committed  the 
assault.  Aherne  died  on  the  8th  of 
January.  Head  Constable  Tilson  heard 
of  the  death  from  the  undertaker,  and 
then  inquired  at  the  barracks,  where  he 
was  officially  informed  that  the  death 
bad  taken  place.  A  Coroner's  inquest 
was  held  oo  the  Uth,  wliich  was  attended 
by  District  Inspector  Qreen,  and  medical 
evidence  was  taken.  The  District  In- 
spector applied  for  an  adjournment,  and 
that  adjournment  the  Coroner  refusod  to 
grant.  Several  witnesses  were  examined, 
but  no  evidence  was  obtained  as  to  who  it 
was  had  committed  the  assault,  and  the 
jury  ultimately  found  a  verdict  that 
death  had  been  caused  by  injuries  in- 
flicted by  some  penon  or  pei-sons  un- 
known. It  was  a  fact,  as  stated  in  the 
Question,  that  Aheme's  depositions  were 
not  taken,  a^  the  civil  authorities  hid 
not  been  afforded  an  opportunity  of 
doing  80.  The  man  was  delirious  from 
the  6th  January.  The  Resident  Magis- 
trate subsequently  held  a  private  in- 
quiry, to  which  he  summoned  all  the 
witnesses  who  were  supposed  to  know 
anything  about  the  mattor ;  but  he  could 
get  no  evidence  to  justify  the  prosecution 
of  anyone.  Having  studied  the  full  facts 
laid  before  him,  he  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
was  bound  to  say  that  the  course  which 
the  case  appeared  to  have  taken  did  not 
appear  to  have  been  satisfactory;  but 
he  had  no  reason  to  question  the  action 
of  the  civil  authorities,  who  appeared 
to  have  done  all  in  their  power  to  dear 
up  the  case. 

Mb.  sexton  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  whether,  as  this  unibr- 
tttoate  soldier  had  confcribated  to  ibe 

Digitized  by  vjOO^ 


1  n.ll       Piers  and  Ifarhourt  JCWMMONS} 


support  of  his  widowed  mother,  having 
regard  to  that  fact,  the  Ghirerament 
would  give  some  compensation  ? 

Mk.  JOHN  MORLEY:  I  was  not 
aware  of  that  circumBtance. 

IIIOHLANDii  AKD  ISLANDS  (SCOT- 
LAND)— DISTRESS  IN  THE  HEBRIDES. 

Mb.  FBASER-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
veme8s<8hire)  asked  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  distress  in  the  Hebrides, 
and  partioularlj  on  the  estate  of  Kitmuir, 
io  Skye ;  whether  assistance  in  the  form 
of  seed,  &c.  has  been  asked  for ;  aud, 
what  is  intended  to  be  done  ? 

The  SECRETARY  i-.k  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Tbevelvan)  (Hawiuk,  &o.) :  I  hare 
received  a  Memorial  from  the  district 
referred  to,  and  at  once  communicated 
with  the  Board  of  Su^)ervi8ion.  Que  of 
their  officers  is  now  lO  Skye,  and  will 
be  directed  to  present  me  with  a  Report 
on  the  subject  without  delay.  When  I 
have  received  that  Report  I  shall  con- 
sider what  can  be  done. 

LUNATIC  ASTLUMS  (IRELAND)— RE- 
TURN  OF  SALARIES,  &c.,  OF  CHIEF 
OFFICEBS. 

Mb.  cox  [Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  a 
Return  showing  the  names,  ages,  sala- 
ries, and  emoluments  of  the  chief  offi- 
cers of  Lunatic  Asylums  in  Irelaod  ;  the 
ages,  salaries,  and  emoluuients  of  the 
Inspectors  of  Lunatics  in  Ireland,  to- 
gether with  the  total  number  of  lunatics 
to  be  inspected  by  them,  aud  the  num- 
ber of  institutions  in  which  such  lunatics 
are  domiciled,  and  a  similar  Return  for 
England  ;  and,  if  he  can  stat«  what  are 
the  existing  guarantees  or  checks  for 
the  efficiency  of  suoh  inspection  or 
supervision  .in  Ireland,  seeing  that  the 
Inspectors,  as  Commissioners,  are  them- 
selves the  heads  of  the  Lunacy  Depart- 
ment in  Ireland  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
JoBH  MosLET)  (Newcastle  on-Tyne),  in 
reply,  said,  that  in  the  admirable  Report 
issaed  by  the  Inspectors  of  Lunatic 
Asylums  in  Ireland,  in  1882,  the  hon. 
Member  would  find  the  information  re- 
ferred to  in  the  first  part  of  tfae  Ques- 
tion. The  number  of  inmates  and  a 
Return  of  the  salaries,  emoluments,  &c., 
oould  be  given  if  the  hon.  Member 


woald  move  for  it.  There  were  no  Ochd- 
missioners  of  Lunacy  in  Ireland,  the 
luiipectors  being  the  persons  responsible 
to  the  Government,  to  whom  they  re- 
port ;  the  internal  control  of  the  asylains 
was  in  the  bauds  of  the  local  Boards  of 
Governors.  As  to  the  question  of  ma- 
nagement in  England,  hemustr^er  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  Home  Secretary. 

INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION 
(WALES). 

Mb.  YEO  (Glamorgan,  Gower)  asked 

the  Vice  President  of  the  (Toranaittee  of 
Council,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, in  coming  to  their  decision 
with  reference  to  Intermediate  Educa- 
tion in  Wales,  has  considered  that  in 
the  la^t  Session  of  Parliament  the  in- 
formation contained  in  the  Report  of 
the  Departmental  Committee  on  Inter- 
mediate and  Higher  Education  in  Wales 
was  deemed  sufficient  fur  the  purpose  of 
legislation  on  that  subject ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  inform  the  Bouse  as  to  the 
reaf^ons  which  have  induced  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ch}vemment  to  regard  the  infor- 
mation contained  in  the  above  Report 
as  insufficit-ntf 

Tbe  vice  president  (Sir  Ltok 
Playfair)  (Leeds,  S.):  The  Govern- 
ment last  year  introduced  a  Bill  based 
on  the  Report  of  the  Departmental 
Committee  on  Intermediate  and  Higher 
Education  in  Wales.  Some  of  the  pro- 
visions of  that  Bill  did  not  meet  with 
general  suppurt  ia  the  Principality. 
tSince  then  the  House  has  appointed  a 
Select  Committee  to  consider  the  work- 
ing of  the  Endowed  Schools  Acts  of 
1U69  and  1873.  'As  tbepowws  of  these 
main  Acts  must  be  incorporated  with 
any  Welsh  Bill,  the  Government  have 
deemed  it  to  be  expedient  to  delay  ita 
introduction  till  they  see  the  changes 
recommended  by  the  Select  Committee. 
If  it  reports  sufficiently  soon,  the  Go- 
vernment will  lose  no  time  in  introducing 
a  Bill  dealing  with  intermediate  edu- 
cation in  AVales  this  Session. 

PIERS  AND  UARBOUBS  (IRELAND)— 
WICKLOW  HARBOUR— THE  BAEO. 
NIAL  GUARANTEE. 
Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow.  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  'V^ether  his  at- 
tention has  been  drawn  to  a  passage  in 
the  Instructions  issued  by  the  Ix>rd 
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liieatenant  for  the  JafltioeB  and  Asso- 
ciated Oesspayefs  at  Extraordinary 
Presentment  Sessions  of  the  county 
Wicklow,  in  1880,  in  regard  to  the  Ba- 
ronial Quarantee  for  the  repayment  of 
the  Loan  for  the  construotion  of  a  har- 
bour at  WicTtlow,  viz. : — 

"  The  tax  necessary  for  thia  purpose  ia  divi> 
sible  between  landlord  and  tenant,  like  the 
Poor  Rate,  and  ia  paid  by  the  landlord  escla- 
fliToly  io  all  holdings  valued  at  and  under  four 
pounds  a-year ; " 

whether  it  is  true  that  the  tenants  have 
been  paying  the  whole  of  the  tax  up  to 
the  present  time;  what  steps,  if  any, 
were  taken  by  the  Grand  Jury  in  making 
the  presentments,  to  inform  the  people, 
either  through  their  secretary,  trough 
the  barony  cess  collectors,  <u:  by  adver- 
tisement,  of  the  nature  of  their  rights ; 
liow  many  inatalnienta,  and  to  what 
amount,  hare  already  been  repaid  to 
the  Commissioners  of  Fublio  Works  in 
respect  of  the  Loan ;  and,  what  steps 
can  the  people  take  to  get  back  the 
landlord's  moiety  ? 

The  chief  SECRETABY  (Mr. 
John  Mobley)  (Nowcastle-on-Tyne), 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  presentment  in 
this  case  had  been  made  by  the  Jus- 
tices and  Associated  Oesepayers  at  a 
special  Presentment  Sessions;  and  100 
copies  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  instruc- 
tions, containing  the  paragraph  men- 
tioned in  the  Question,  were  sent  before- 
hand for  their  use.  The  presentment 
when  made  was  forwarded  to  the  Grand 
Jury,  who,  he  was  adrised,  had  no  power 
to  review  it ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  were 
bound  to  carry  it  out,  which  they  did. 
He  had  no  means  ascertaining  the 
manner  in  whidi  the  tuc  had  been 
divided  as  between  landlords  and 
tenants;  but,  as  he  had  stated,  the 
cesspayers  w»e  made  aware  of  how  it 
could  be  divided.  Whether  any  of 
them  had  been  paying  more  than  their 
share,  and,  if  so,  whether  they  could  re- 
cover, were  questions  on  which  they 
must  be  guided  by  their  own  legal  ad- 
Tisers.  The  total  Government  Loan  in 
this  case  was  over  £37,000,  of  which, 
Bo  far,  something  over  £3,000  had  been 
repaid. 

KAILWAY8  (INDU)-THE  BENGAL 
CENTRAL  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

8iB  0EOBQE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  asked  the  Under  Seoretuy 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  is  ^6 
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case  that  the  Bengal  Central  Sailway 
Company,  finding  that  the  Bailway  tbey 
made  under  a  definite  bargain  was  not 
a  pa3ring  concern,  have  obtained  a  Oo- 
vernment  guarantee  to  set  them  up  and 
restore  the  value  of  their  shares  ;  whe- 
ther, following  this  example,  the  Sohil- 
ound  and  Kumaon  Eailway  Company, 
and  other  unpaying  concerns,  have  ap- 
plied for  similar  assistance ;  and,  whe- 
ther it  is  the  intention  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  to  revive  the  practice 
under  which  Companies  which  succeed 
hold  to  their  bargains,  and  those  which 
do  not  pay  manage,  by  putting  |n«ssnr« 
on  the  Indian  authorities,  to  ahift  their 
losses  on  to  the  Indian  tazp^er  ? 

Ths  under  SECBETABY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Uohtred  KAT-SHurmE- 
wobth)  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe) :  The 
Bengal  Central  Bailway  Company  hav- 
ing applied  in  June  last  for  a  continu- 
ance till  June,  1885,  of  the  advance  by 
the  Government  of  India  of  interest 
originally  granted  for  five  years,  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  Council,  after  com- 
municating with  India,  acceded  to  the 
application.  A  further  application  from 
the  Company  in  July  led  to  a  further 
extension  of  interest  till  Beoember, 
1885 ;  and  a  permanent  guarantee  of 
interest,  under  certain  conditions,  was 
agreed  to  between  the  Secretary  of  State 
in  Oonnoil  and  the  Company,  A  sug- 
gestion &om  the  Bohilcand  and  Enmaon 
Railway  Company  that  a  similar  agree- 
ment might  DO  made  with  them  has 
been  referred  to  the  Government  of 
India  for  consideratifm.  Although  every 
case  of  this  kind  must  be  judged  on  its 
merits,  my  answer  to  the  third  Question 
of  my  hen.  Friend  as  to  the  general 
policy  of  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Coun- 
cil ia  certainly  in  the  negative. 

Sm  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  gave  No- 
tice that  at  the  earliest  opportunity  he 
would  call  attention  to  the  facts  men- 
tioned in  the  Qaesfcion,  and  would  more 
a  Resolution. 

BTJBMAH— EXECimON  OF  REBELS 
AND  DACOITS. 

Sm  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
ealdy,  d;c. )  asked  the  Under  Secretan'  of 
State  for  Lidi%  If  partionlarB  regarding 
the  execution  of  rebels  and  Daeoits,  in 
Upper  Burmah,  have  been  received ;  if 
he  can  say  how  many  Burmese  were  shot 
or  summarily  executed ;  and,  if  her  Ma- 
jesty's Goremment  are  satisfied  that 
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those  executions  were  necessary  and 
ju8ti6able,  and  that  neither  the  civil  nor 
the  military  officers  put  natives  of  the 
country  to  death  for  resisting  the  British 
foroes  in  the  annexation  of  the  conn- 
tiy? 

The  UNDEB  SECBEH^ABY  ov 
STATE  (Sir  Uohtbed  Kat-Shuttle- 
worth)  (Lancashire,  Olitheroe) :  All  the 
informattonatpresent  in  the  possession  of 
Her  Majest}^'s  Government  was  given  in 
the  Parliamentary  Paper,  Burmali  No.  2 
(lb86),  which  was  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  on  the  II th  instant,  and 
copies  of  which,  it  is  hoped,  will  very 
soon  be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members. 

CHARITY  COMMISSIONERS  — SCHEMES 
OP  ALLOTMENTS— LADT  DODD'S 
CHARITY,  ELLESBOROUGH,  BUCKS. 

Db.  FOSTER  (Ohester  Oity)  asked 
the  Vice  Pre«dent  of  the  Ckimmittee  of 
Ciouncil,  Wbether  the  Oharity  Oommia- 
sioneM  prepared  and  circulated,  in 
Auffust  1884,  a  draft  scheme  relating 
to  Lady  Isabella  Dodd's  Oharity,  in 
Ellesborough,  BuckinghamBhire,  which 
omitted  provisions  for  allotments ;  wfae  ■ 
ther  the  Oharity  Oommissioners  have 
since  inserted  provisions  for  allotments 
therein,  in  accordance  with  section  14  of 
"  The  Allotments  Extension  Act,  1882;  " 
whether  the  Charity  Oommisatoners  have 
omitted  to  insert  provisions  for  allot- 
ments in  certain  schemes  made  by  them 
after  the  passing  of  that  Act,  in  relation 
to  certain  charities,  part  of  the  endow- 
ments of  which  consisted  of  land  (other 
than  buildings  and  the  appurtenances  of 
buildings) ;  whether  they  have  not,  by 
Buoh  omissioQ,  disobeyed  tKe  Law ;  whe- 
ther the  Chiurity  Oommiscdonera  have 
been  aaked  to  g^ve  a  list  of  the  Schemes 
in  wbioh  such  provisions  have  been 
omitted,  so  that  their  error  might  be 
remedied;  whether  they  have  refused 
that  application ;  and,  wnether  they  will 
publish,  or  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House,  such  a  list  now  ? 

Thb  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Lyon 
Platfaib)  (Leeds,  8.) :  To  the  first  four 
Questions  I  have  to  reply  in  the  affirma- 
tive, with  the  addition  that  full  expla- 
nations were  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope) 
in  the  House  on  the  4th  and  11th  of 
August  last.  It  is  true  that  he  de- 
clined to  publish  a  list  of  the  schemes. 
Only  U  complete  schemes  whidi  come 
under  the  Act  of  1882  are  in  the  listf  { 
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and  I  will  have  pleasure  in  lowing! 
list  of  them  to  the  hon.  Member,  vbo 
can  then  consider  whether  he  desires  to 
move  for  them. 

PARLIAMENTABT  PAPBBS— PTTBUC 

8ALE-THE  QUABTEBIjT  LISTS. 
Me.  ARTHUR  ACLAND  (York, 
Rotherham)  asked  the  Secretarj 
to  the  Treasury,  "Whether,  in  considera- 
tion of  the  difficulties  experienced  by 
many  persons  in  various  parts  of  the 
Kingdom  in  trying  to  obtain  Govern- 
ment publications,  arrangements  can  be 
made  to  provide  at  all  the  chief  Post 
Offices  the  quarterly  lists  of  Parhameu- 
tary  Papers  for  consultation,  together 
with  printed  forms  (addressed  to  the 
Office  for  the  sale  of  Parliameotsiy 
Papers)  on  which  prepaid  orders  for 
Reports  or  other  Papers  may  be  made 
out? 

The  SEORETART  to  the  TEEA- 
SURT  (Mr.  Henbt  H.  FowtEs)  (Wol-  i 
verhampton,  E.) :  The  Postmaster  Ge-  | 
neral  is  not  prepared  to  reoommenddut 
postmasters  should  be  supplied  at  tbe 
public  expense  with  the  quarterly  liits 
of  Parliamentary  Papers  published.  If, 
however,  the  Queen's  Printers  will  fur- 
nish them  to  the  principal  head  post 
offices,  and  will  provide  forms  for  order- 
ing copies  of  Parliamentary  Papers,  the 
Postmaster  General  will  instruct  poat- 
masters  to  afford  facilities  for  examina- 
tion of  the  lists.  Payment  for  such 
Papers  as  might  be  ordered  from  the 
publishers  would  have  to  be  made  hy 
the  ordinary  methods. 

LABOBUBERS  (IRELAND)  ACT8- 
LABOTJBEES*  COTTAGES  IN  DWISH- 
OWEN. 

Mtt.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Dow 
gal,  E.)  asked  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  be 
would  have  any  objection  to  lay  upon 
the  Table  a  complete  copy  of  the  Memo- 
rial presented  to  the  Innishowea  Board 
of  Guardians  on  Monday  the  Sthinetaat, 
objecting  to  the  erection  of  Lsbonrert 
Cottages  in  the  Innishowen  Eleetoru 
Division  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  JoHir 
Mobi^t)  (Neweastie-on-Tyne),  in  replji 
said,  that  the  Memorial  in  queetioQ  h^ 
not  yet  been  laid  before  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  and  he  could  Q^'^ 
say  whether  it  oonld  be  laid  on  the 
Table.  I 
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POST  OFFICE  {IBELAKD}  — POSTAL 
AfiRANQEUENTS  IN  ROSOOUHON. 

Mb.  HATDEN  (Leitrim,  SO  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Fofltmaster  Qeneral  has  received  a 
memorial  drawing  attention  to  the  very 
UD satisfactory  postal  arrangements  be- 
tween Baltygar  and  Boscommon,  wbich 
seriously  inconvenience  the  carrying  on 
of  a  considerable  trade  between  those 
and  other  towns;  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  it  occupies  the  same  length  of  time 
for  a  letter  posted  in  Boscommon  to 
reach  Ballygar,  the  distance  being  only 
seven  miles,  or  for  one  posted  in  Mount 
Talbot  to  reach  Ballygar,  the  distance 
being  only  one  mile,  as  it  does  for  a 
letter  to  reach  London  from  those  places ; 
and,  vhether  tlie  memorial  suggests 
practicable  means  by  which  the  present 
Btate  of  things  can  be  remedied  ? 

The  SEORETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowiee)  ("Wol- 
verhampton, £.),  in  reply,  said,  that  the 
Memorial  bad  been  received  as  to  the 
postal  arrangements  between  Ballygar 
and  Roscommon ;  but  the  Department 
had  not  yet  had  sutficient  time  to  fully 
inquire  into  the  matter. 

'  POST  OFFICE— EEGISTEEED  TBLB- 
aBAFHIO  ADDRESSES. 

Mr.  DATID  smith  (Brighton) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  there  will  be  any  objection  to 
publish  periodically  a  list  of  peraons 
and  firms  who  have  regieterea  tele- 
{p'aphio  addresses  at  the  General  Post 
Office,  together  with  the  names  or 
words  thus  registered,  so  as  to  save  the 
public  from  the  difficulty  they  at  present 
find  in  ascertaining  whether  persons 
vith  whom  they  wish  to  communicate 
by  telegraph  have  or  have  not  a  tele- 
g;rapbic  address  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  thb  TREA- 
SXJRY  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
Terhampton,  E.):  There  are,  the  Fost- 
maater  Qeneral  tells  me,  several  objec- 
tions to  the  official  publication  of  a  list 
of  registered  telegraphic  addresses,  the 
chief  among  them  bemg  that  inconreni- 
enoe  to  the  public  would  arise  from  mes- 
sages being  addressed  to  names  which, 
although  appearing  in  a  periodical  list, 
had  ceased  to  be  registered.  Numerous 
alterations,  I  should  explain,  take  place 
in  the  register  every  day,  some  names 
being  altered  and  others  withdrawn.  I 


may  add  that  certain  persons  strongly 
object  to  the  publication  of  their  regis- 
tered addresses. 

NAVY— PENSIONS  FOE  WIDOWS  OF 
SEAUEN  AND  MARINES. 

Oaptaim  price  (Devonport)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
tbe  Admiralty  intend  to  adopt  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Duke  of  Edin- 
burfi^h's  Oommittee  on  Pensions  im 
Widows  of  Seamen  and  Marines? 

The  civil  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  R.  W.  Dupf)  (Banffshire): 
Yes,  Sir ;  the  Admiralty  do  intend  sub- 
stantially to  adopt  the  Report  of  the 
Duke  of  Edinburgh's  Cknnmittee. 

POLIOE  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES]— 
DISTURBANCE  IN  LEEDS. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Ferma- 
nagh, N.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  his 
attention  bas  been  called  to  the  follow- 
ing account  of  the  conduct  of  the  Police 
in  Leeds  on  Friday  19b}x  instant: — 

"  Yesterday  afternoon  a  seeoe  of  an  nnnsoal 
and  not  very  creditable  character  took  place  in 
Briggate,  the  principal  street  of  Leeds.  The 
management  of  the  Grand  Theatre  had  iuaeA 
placards  '  to  tbe  onemployed,'  offering  work  to 
two  bnndred  men.  The  men  were  to  apply  at 
the  stage  door  of  the  theatre  at  half -past  twuve, 
and  aome  hundreds  congregated  in  Ilarriaon 
Street.  Some  of  the  theatre  officials,  it  Is 
Qodentood,  became  alarmed  at  the  language 
oied  by  some  of  the  men  who  were  rejected,  and 
word  was  sent  to  the  Police  Station  that  a  riot 
was  in  progress.  A  few  minutes  later,  while 
the  crowd  was  peaceable  and  orderly,  bsU  a 
dozen  policemen,  mounted  on  horses  from  the 
Fire  Brigade  Station,  dashed  along  Briggate, 
and,  turning  into  Harrison  Street,  rode  £>wn 
upon  the  closely-packed  maw  outnde  the  theatre 
door.  A  scene  of  ST«it  coi^iuion  and  terror 
ensued,  tiie  people  nying  in  all  directions  to 
escape  the  horses'  hoofe,  while  those  who  at- 
tained places  of  safety  hooted  at  the  Police. 
The  Utter,  taming,  rode  out  a^ain  into  Brig- 
gate,  which  was  now  fall  of  excited  spectators, 
and  these  latter,  to  their  dismay,  were  then 
charged  by  the  hdrsemen,  who  dashed  along 
tbe  pavements,  driving  the  xmfortunate  by- 
standers and  pedestrians  into  shops,  Ac.  and 
pursuing  them  up  the  side  streets  tbey  sought 
refuge  in.  Returning  into  the  main  street,  now 
crowded,  they  dashed  repeatedly  along  the 
pavements  and  road,  one  man  even  kiclnng  at 
the  crowd  as  he  dashed  by  them.  An  order  was 
given  for  the  men  to  confine  themselves  to  the 
road,  and  to  behave  with  more  moderation^ 
and,  after  some  time,  tbe  ezdtonent  abated, 
and  in  an  hour  or  so  the  crowd  dispered :  *' 

and,  whether  he  will  cause  inquiries  to 
be  made  into  the  matter  ? 

3  G  2  ^ 
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The  SECRETAUT  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Childebs)  (Edinburgh,  8.) :  The  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  does  not  dis- 
close in  what  periodical  or  publication 
this  appeared.  If  he  will  tell  me  later 
on  I  will  make  inquiries. 

Mb.  WILUAM  REDMOND :  It  ap- 

S eared  in  Tk$  Daily  Newt  of  laat  Satur- 
ay. 

NAVY— ENGINE-ROOM  AETIFICERS. 

OoLONEL  HITOHES  -  HAIiLETT 
(Bochester)  asked  the  Seoretaty  to  the 
Admiralty,  If  he  will  take  into  con- 
sideration the  case  of  the  Engine  Boom 
Arti6cers  of  the  Bojal  Navy,  with  a 
view  to  an  increase  of  pension,  and  to 
an  amelioration  of  their  position  after 
eight  years'  service,  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that  their  present  rate  of  pen- 
sion and  retiring  status  are  no  higher 
than  those  of  officers  junior  to  them,  as, 
for  instance.  First  Class  Petty  Officers, 
whose  daily  pay  during  their  service  is 
less  than  half  their  own  ? 

The  civil  LOED  or  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  E.  W.  Duff)  (Banffshire) : 
The  Admiral^  have  no  intention  of  in- 
oreosing  the  pay  or  pension  of  the 
engine-room  artificers.  Their  pay  ranges 
from  £100  to  £186  a-year,  and  after  32 
years'  service  a  man  may,  at  the  age  of 
43,  retire  with  a  pension  of  £54  a-year, 
and  a  gratuity  for  good  conduct  of  £20. 
They  have  the  great  advant^e,  both  as 
regards  pay  and  pension,  of  entering 
the  Service  as  chief  petty  officers — a 
rank  attained  in  other  ratings  only  after 
many  years*  service. 

ARMY-CAVALRY  TROOP  OFFICERS. 

Lord  EENEST  HAMILTON  (Tyrone, 
N.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  the  Government  will 
consider  the  advisability  of  increasing 
the  contingent  allowance  of  Cavalry 
troop  officers  to  such  a  sum  as  will 
enable  them  to  meet  the  expenses  con- 
nected with  troop  management  which 
are  intended  to  be  defrayed  out  of  that 
fund,  without  drawing  on  their  private 
resources? 

Thb  FINANGIAL  8ECEETAET 
(Mr.  Hebbert Gladstone)  (Leeds,  W.) : 
The  experience  of  the  War  Office  is  that 
the  allowance  made  to  Cavalry  troop 
officers  is,  as  a  rule,  sufficient  to  meet 
necessary  expenditure ;  but  in  special 
cases,  where,  from  peculiar  circum- 
stances, it  is  found  inadequate,  provision 


is  made  for  payment  by  Ae  public  of 
excess  expenditure. 

COMMERCIAL  TREATY  WITH  rrAI.T— 
ITALIAN  SHIPPING  BOUNTIES  ACT. 
Me.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  asked 
the  Under  Secretair  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  What  will  be  the  combined 
effect  upon  British  shipping  of  Article  8 
of  the  Commercial  Treaty  between  this 
Country  and  Italy,  dated  the  15th  June 
1883,  which  declares  that  the  coasting 
trade  is  excepted  from  the  provisions  of 
the  present  treaty,  and  Article  15  of  the 
Shipping  Bounties  Act  of  the  Italian 
Parliament,  which  declares  that  Italian 
coasting  trade  is  reserved  to  national 
vessels,  but  that  the  Government  may 
permit  foreign  vessels  to  engage  in  the 
coasting  trade  for  five  years  from  the 
date  of  the  present  Law,  on  terms  of 
complete  reciprocity ;  whether  a  British 
vessel  calling  at  more  than  two  places 
on  the  Italian  coast  in  one  voyage  is 
deemed  to  be  engaged  in  the  coasting 
trade ;  whether  the  result  will  be  in  the 
near  future  to  destroy  the  trade  at  pre- 
sent carried  on  in  British  veseds  of 
large  tonnage  which  generally  require 
to  call  at  several  ports  to  make  up  a 
cargo;  and,-  whether  any  negotiations 
are  pending  with  the  Italian  Govern- 
ment with  reference  to  the  effect  of  the 
Italian  Bonn^  Act  on  British  shipping  ? 

The  UNDER  SECEETTAKY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Betce)  (Aberdeen,  S.) : 
The  Italian  Government  stipulated  that 
the  coasting  trade  should  not  be  in- 
cluded in  the  Treaty  of  1883,  but  should 
remain  subject  to  the  laws  of  the  re- 
spective countries.  The  combined  effect 
of  the  Treaty  and  of  the  Italian  Shipping 
Bounties  Act  is  to  be  gathered  from  the 
text  of  these  documents.  The  fact  that 
a  British  vessel  calls  at  more  than  one 
Italiim  port  under  the  circumstances 
stated  in  the  second  paragraph  of  the 
Question  ought  not,  in  my  opinion,  to 
cause  such  a  vessel  to  be  deemed  to  be 
engaged  in  the  coasting  trade.  I  do 
no^  therefore,  see  reason  to  expect  in 
the  near  future  the  result  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Member  in  the  third  paragraph. 
No  complaints  have  been  hitherto  re- 
ceived as  to  the  operation  of  the  Ship- 
ping Bounties  Act  on  British  shipping, 
and  no  negotiations  are  pending  with 
the  Italian  Government  on  this  subject ; 
but  in  the  event  of  any  injury  resulting 
to  British  interests  contrary  to  the  pro- 
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Tieiona  of  the  Treaty  of  1883,  the  House 
may  reet  assured  that  the  matter  would 
receive  the  immediate  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Govemment. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON:  Thenmayltake 
it  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
resist  the  application  by  the  Italian  Go- 
vemment  of  the  principle  tiiat  a  vessel 
touching  at  two  places  is  engaged  in  l^e 
coastiDg  trade?  It  is  so  beTieTed  at 
present. 

Me.  BRTOE  :  As  I  have  already  told 
the  hon.  Member,  no  complaints  hare 
reached  ns,  and  no  n^fotiatione  are 
pending.  I  do  not  think  it  is  at  all  to 
the  puUio  interest  that  I  should  commit 
myself  to  any  further  declaration. 

PAELIAMENTAET  ELECTIONS 
(IEELAND)-CAOT)IDATES'  SOLICITORS 
AND  THE  SCRUTINY  OF  VOTES. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  O'BRIEN  (Tyrone, 
S.)  (for  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Can  he  now  announce  what 
course  the  Local  Government  Board  have 
decided  to  take  with  reference  to  the  ad- 
mission of  candidates'  solicitors  to  the 
scrutiny  of  votes  at  the  pending  poor 
law  elections? 

The  CHIEF  SEOEETAKT  (Mr.  John 
Moblet)  (Newcastle-oa-l^e)  said,  he 
found  that  the  Local  Qoremment  Board 
had  no  power  to  make  an  order  com* 
pelling  the  Betuming  Officers  to  admit 
solicitors  of  candidates  on  these  occasions. 
The  most  they  could  do  was  to  include  a 
recommendation  to  the  effect  in  the  in- 
etruotions  to  those  officers,  and  he  bad 
no  doubt  that  such  a  recommendation 
'would  in  most  cases  be  acted  upon.  But 
the  question  whether  the  order  should 
be  amended  in  this  respect  was  one 
which  he  found,  on  inquiry,  to  be  of 
much  difficulty ;  and  after  a  good  deal 
of  consideration  he  had  felt  obliged  to 
reserve  it  for  his  own  personal  consi- 
deration after  discussion  with  the  offi- 
cials, solicitors,  and  others.  This,  be 
feared,  must  necessitate  the  forthcoming 
election  being  c(mduoted  according  to 
the  present  practice. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (lEELAND)- 
BELEASE  OF  IRISH  MOONLIGHTERS. 

Mb.  ALBKRT  QREY  (Northumber- 
land, Tyneside)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
"What  were  the  sentences  of  penal  servi- 
tude passed  upon  the  "Moonlighters" 


who  attacked  the  house  of  Mrs.  May- 
berry,  near  Tralee,  on  17th  March  1883; 
and,  is  it  the  case  that  all  the  prisoners 
have  already  been  released ;  if  so,  upon 
what  grounds  w^  their  release  directed, 
and  what  portion  of  their  sentence  did 
each  undergo  ? 

The  chief  SECitETAET  (Mr.  John 
Moeley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne),  in  reply, 
said,  four  men  were  sentcmced  to  penal 
servitude  in  this  case,  one  for  15  years 
and  the  other  three  for  10  years.  They 
had  all  since  been  released  on  licences 
which  were  issued,  three  by  the  order  of 
Lord  Spencer  when  Lord  Xaeutenant, 
and  the  fourth  by  Lrad  Gamarvon. 
These  decisions  appeared  to  have  been 
arrived  at  after  consultation  witii  the 
learned  Judge,  Mr.  Justice  Lawson,  who 
tried  the  ease,  and  careful  inquiry  as  to 
the  state  of  the  district  in  which  the 
convicts  had  resided.  He  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  understood  that  the  conduct  of 
the  four  men  since  their  release  had 
been  satisfactory. 

NAVY— ACCIDENT  ON  BOARD  H.M:.8. 
"ALBATROSS." 

Mr.  EITCHIE  (Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
George's) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Civil  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty ,  Whether  the  Admiralty 
is  in  possession  of  any  information  with 
reference  to  an  acddent  which  is  reported 
to  have  occurred,  with  loss  of  life,  on 
board  Her  Majesty's  ship  Albatrou  ? 

The  CIVIL  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  E.  W.  Dupf)  (Banfifshire) : 
Yes,  Sir.  I  regret  that  there  has  been 
a  lamentable  accident  on  board  Her 
Majesty's  Ship  Albatroit.  The  informa- 
tion which  has  reached  us  it  contained 
in  a  telegram  from  the  Commodore  at 
Hong  Kong,  dated  yesterday.  It  states 
that  the  accident  is. due  to  the  bursting 
of  one  of  the  Nordenfelt  guns.  I  regret 
to  say  that  by  this  accident  two  men 
have  lost  their  lives,  and  two  others 
have  been  wounded.  The  names  of 
those  who  have  lost  their  lives  are  John 
Murray,  able  seaman,  and  Charles  Dale, 
boy.  The  names  of  the  wounded  are 
Frank  Harvey,  petty  officer,  severely 
wounded,  but  progressing  satufactorily, 
and  Charles  OalDighan,  able  seaman, 
slightly  wounded. 

BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE— CROFTERS 
(SCOTLAND)  (No.  2)  BILL. 
Mb.  MACFAELANE   (ArgyU) :  I 
wish  to  ask  a  Question  in  regard  to  the 
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Crofters  Bill,  which  stands  upon  the 
Paper  to-night. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Fer- 
managh, N.) :  I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to 
ask  if  the  hon.  QcDtleman  is  in  Order, 
after  the  Besolution  which  was  passed 
the  other  night,  in  putting  a  Question 
of  which  he  has  not  given  Notice  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  perfectly  in  Order  in  putting  a 
Question  in  reference  to  the  Business  of 
the  House. 

Mb.  MAOFARLANE  :  All  I  deaire 
to  know  is  what  day  the  Prime  Minister 
pxoposea  to  take  the  Committee  on  the 
Croftem'BillP 

Thts  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  E.  Ghi-AD- 
btone)  (Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  Ac- 
cording to  the  arrangement  made  last 
night,  the  Army  Estimates  will  be  pro- 
ceeded with  on  Thursday,  and  the 
Crofters  Bill  will  be  taken  on  the  very 
first  opportunity  afterwards  —  as  far 
as  I  can  say  at  present,  on  Monday 
next. 

MOTIOJTS. 


LOCAL  TAXATION  (INCIDENCE). 
BESOLTTTIOK. 

Mb.  THOROLD  ROGERS  (South- 
work,  Bermondsey),  in  rising  to  move 
the  following  Besolntion : — 

*'lliat  the  preeent  lyttem  under  which,  in 
England  and  Wales,  the  first  Incidence  of  Local 
TaxaUon  (with  some  slight  exceptiona)  falls  on 
the  occupier  and  not  on  the  owner  of  lands  and 
tttnementB,  is  unjust ;  that  such  owners  ought 
in  equity  to  bear  at  Isost  b  moibty  of  those 
charges;  that  the  system  under  which  country 
mansions  are  rated  is  unfair ;  and  that  the 
owners  of  ground  rents  in  towns  are  liable  to  no 
part  of  those  charges,  the  outlay  of  which  is 
OBBontinl  in  order  that  the  proputy  may  possess 
any  marketable  valne  wbi^erer," 

eaid,  thatrince  1831  down  to  last  year 
scarcely  a  year  bad  passed  without  some 
Act  bearing  on  local  taxation  being 
added  to  the  Statute  Book ;  and  during 
the  last  50  years  there  had  been  constant 
debates,  generally  on  one  aspect  of  the 
question,  and  very  considerable  changes 
had  from  time  to  time  been  introduced. 
To  deal  ezhaoatiTeiy  with  this  question 
would  require  a  speech  of  10  or  20  hours 
at  leaat ;  and  he  could,  therefore,  only 
call  attention  to  a  few  important  points. 
Practically,  local  taxation  commenced 
with  the  Poor  Law  Act  of  Queen  Eliza- 
beth, and  since  that  time,  wiUi  short  in- 


terruption,  it  had  been  the  uniTersal 
practice  to  levy  the  whole  of  local  taxa- 
tion on  what  was  commonly  called  real 
estate,  and  in  England  and  Wales  upon 
the  occupier  only  of  real  estate ;  whereas 
in  Scotland  and  Ireland  such  local  taxa- 
tion was  shared  by  the  owner  and  occu- 
pier— that  was  to  say,  they  were  divided 
in  a  nearly  equal  moiety  between  the 
two  parties  interested.    Originally,  the 
whole  of  the  local  taxation  of  Scotland 
was  levied  on  the  owner;  and  it  was 
only  when  the  new  Poor  Roll  wasintro- 
durod  in  Scotland,  owing  to  the  dis- 
ruption of  the  Scottish  Ohurcfa,  that  a 
division  was  made  between  the  two  par- 
ties.  In  the  latter  years  of  Queen  Elisa- 
beth's Reign,  and  for  some  time  after- 
wards, there  were  in  England  a  larg^ 
number  of  occupying  owners  of  land, 
tenant  farmers  being  comparatively  rare. 
The  property  of  these  occupying  owners 
was  then  obviously  the  property  on  which 
to  impose  taxation,  the  division  between 
owner  and  occupier  being  disregarded 
in  consequence  of  the  rarity  of  occuOTing 
tenants-at-will.   In  course  of  time,  how- 
ever, the  ranks  of  these  occupying  free- 
holders were  sadly  thinned  ;  for,  acting 
under  the  let  clause  of  the  Statute  of 
Frauds,  great  landowners  declared  that 
persona  who  were  not  possessed  of  docu- 
mentary evidence  of  their  title  to  tiie 
land  oooapied  by  them  diould  be  treated 
as  tenants-at-will.   A  generation  or  two 
.afterwards  came  the  appropriation  of 
common  lands  under  various  Acts  of 
Parliament.    Between  1710,  the  date  of 
the  first  of  these  Acta,  and  1854, 9,000,000 
acres  of  land  were  appropriated  by  pri- 
vate owners.    The  resulting  state  of 
things  in  connection  with  the  mainte* 
nance  of  the  poor  having  become  intole- 
rable, various  attempts  were  made  to 
effect  an  improvement.    In  1870  a  Com- 
mittee was  appointed,  at  the  instance  of 
the  then  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (Mr.  Gosohen),  to  inquire 
into  the  whole  subject  of  loeal  taxation. 
The  Members  of  that  Committee  were 
men  of  proved  oapadfy,  and  were  pecu- 
liarly familiar  with  the  subject  referred 
to  them.   They  published  a  Report,  but 
it  had  not  yet  been  acted  upon.   In  it 
they  recommended  the  division  of  rates 
between  owner  and  occupier,  as  he  did 
in  his  Kesolutton.    The  clxief  reason 
which  the  witnesses  examined  before 
the  Committee  gave  for  suggesting 
this  ohimge  was  that  it  would  be 
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likelj  to  TOBult  in  a  more  careful  and 
economical  administration  of  the  rates. 
Since  the  time  of  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  diverse  Motions  had  been 
proposed  in  the  House,  from  which  it 
was  a  matter  for  regret  that  Sir  Massey 
Lopes,  Mr.  Pell,  Mr.  C.  S.  Bead,  and 
Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton  were  now  absent, 
beoanse  they  had  made  the  subject  of 
looal  taxation  their  peculiar  study.  Of 
late  the  e£fort8  of  the  landowning  inte- 
rest with  reference  to  this  subject  had 
been  incessant,  and  attended  with  much 
succesEi.  Sir  Massey  Lopes  successfully 
pushed  the  doctrine  that  the  question  of 
local  taxation  was  one  of  national  con- 
cern, and  insisted  that  the  maintenance 
of  the  poor  and  other  charges  ought  to 
be  recognized  as  national  burdens.  The 
result  of  Boch  efforts  was  that  the  local 
rates  had  been  relieved,  he  was  afraid, 
without  much  resulting  economy,  of  the 
maintenance  of  prisons  and  criminals, 
and  to  a  large  extent  of  the  maintenance 
of  turnpike  roada.  The  result  was  that 
at  present,  so  for  as  he  could  make  out 
ftmo.  the  Betunis  of  the  Looal  Govern- 
ment Board,  the  Exehequer  was  paying 
nearly  £2,500,000  in  aid  of  local  taxa- 
tion. 

The  president  of  xms  LOOAL 
GOVEBNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Joseph 
Ohamberlais)  (Birmingham,  W.),  inter- 
rupting, said,  that  £2,500,000  was  the 
amount  of  the  contributions  made  for 
the  purposes  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  There  were,  however,  many 
other  contributions,  which  brought  the 
total  up  to  a  much  larger  sum. 

Mb.  THOROLD  ROGERS  said,  that 
the  sum  he  had  named  was  all  that  he 
<x>nld  find ;  but,  of  course,  he  was  a  per- 
son of  limited  intelltgenoe. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  CHAMBERLAIN  said, 
lie  wonld  refer  ^e  hon.  Gentleman  to 
the  Civil  Service  Estimates,  where  he 
would  see  the  total  amount  to  be  some- 
thing  over  £4,000,000. 

Ma.  THOROLD  ROGERS  begged  to 
thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the 
information.  He  had  looked  through 
all  the  Papers,  and  anything  more  hope- 
lesaly  puzzHns;  and  confusing  he  had 
never  met  wim.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
be  might  be  excused  for  having  under- 
stated the  cost;  but  it  only  strengthened 
his  position.  Now,  he  would  ask,  who 
paid  this  money  ?  Where  did  it  come 
from?  Of  course  it  came  out  of  the 
Ineome  Tax. 


{Incidence).  1646 

TheCHANCELLORoftheEXCHE- 
aT7ER(SirWiixu.uHABC0UBT)(Derbyj: 
Out  of  all. 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS  said,  it  no 
doubt  came  out  of  all  the  taxes,  because 
they  were  consolidated ;  but,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  it  was  not  tiie  custom — it  was 
not,  at  least,  the  experience  of  Gentle* 
men  on  the  Treasury  Bench — to  put  on 
new  taxes,  for  that  would  be  objected 
to ;  but  they  screwed  up  the  Income  Tax 
a  penny,  and  he  had  little  doubt  the 
bulk  of  these  £4,000,000  had  been  taken 
from  the  Income  Tax,  and  it  fell  with 
peculiar  severity  on  persons  whose  in- 
comes were  between  £400  and  £1,000. 
He  thought  there  was  no  class  of  persons 
who  contributed  more  to  the  Exchequer, 
in  proportion  to  their  resources,  at  such 
a  sacrifice  to  themselves.  It  had  been 
said  very  truly  that  the  burden  of  taxes 
had  a  tendency  to  remain  on  those  on 
whom  the  taxes  were  imposed.  That 
was  the  case,  except,  perhaps,  in  the 
case  of  shopkeepers  and  tradesmen. 
They  were  able  to,  and  no  doubt  did, 
shift  the  taxes  imposed  upon  them  on  to 
their  oostomers  by  raising  the  prices  of 
their  goods.  He  did  not  blame  them. 
Every  person  who  was  able  to  transfer  a 
tax  from  himself  to  his  neighbour  must 
have  the  sympathy  of  every  right-minded 
person.  But,  with  that  exception,  taxes 
would  always  stay  with  those  upon  whom 
they  were  imposed.  He  believed  that 
was  a  statement  that  no  economist  would 
dispute;  and  not  only  so,  but  some  of 
these  taxes  must  remain  there,  and  it 
always  required  a  pretty  strong  effort  to 
get  them  ofiE.  It  would  probably  be 
said  that  the  local  taxes  were  always 
paid  ultimately  by  the  owners.  If  that 
were  the  case,  there  could  be  no  harm 
in  putting  them  entirety  on  the  owners 
in  the  bennning.  There  was  not  the 
smallest  £>nbt  uat  if  1,000  oooupiera 
were  asked  who  paid  the  local  taxation, 
999  of  them  would  reply  that  the  greater 
part  of  it  fell  on  their  shoulders.  They 
might  be  wrong ;  but  he  wished  to  urge 
upon  the  House  the  expediency  of 
making  the  division  he  suggested.  If 
the  contention  of  the  landlords  that  local 
taxation  weighed  unduly  upon  them  was 
correct,  they  could  not  possibly  lose  by 
his  proposal,  because  it  simply  amounted 
to  a  transfer  to  them  of  the  process  of 
paying  that  which,  according  to  their 
own  assertion,  they  had  to  pay  in  the 
end.  The  adoption  of  the  aivunoa  he 
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proposed  would  oertaiiUj  be  a  (creat  con- 

cession  to  popular  sentiment,  and  a  very 
considerable  means  of  stifling  popular 
discontent.  Again,  why  should  great 
houses,  splendid  pictures,  and  a  vast 
library  altogether  escape  taxation  7  He 
did  not  know  what  price  the  founder  of 
the  house  of  Churchill  gave  for  the  Ra- 
phael, for  which  the  nation  paid  £75,000 ; 
perhaps  not  £750.  But  why  should 
pictures  like  that  remain  untaxed  ?  The 
same  complaint  was  made  by  the  local 
taxpayer  about  paying  for  the  cost  of 
roads  which  were  absolutely  necessary 
to  the  landlord  for  the  enjoyment  of  his 
property.  He  had  no  particular  objec* 
tion  to  Uie  present  state  of  things ;  hut 
he  deprecated  that  affectaticm.  of  public 
spirit  which  hc^d  that  these  roads  were 
01  national  importance  like  the  road 
from  Chester  to  Holyhead  and  the  high- 
way to  the  North.  He  thought  that  a 
great  case  was  made  out  for  the  division 
of  local  taxation  between  the  owner  and 
occupier,  and  that  such  a  change  would 
materially  modify  a  vast  amount  of  dis- 
content which  now  existed.  He  might 
be  told  that  what  he  proposed  would 
disturb  existing  arrangements;  that  it 
was  an  ancient  custom  for  the  occupier 
to  ^ay  the  rates,  and  that  it  was  an  in- 
delible part  of  the  Constitution.  He 
very  much  of  the  mind  of  an  ancient 
friend  of  hia — Dr.  Buckland — who,  hav- 
ing been  shown  over  a  cathedral,  had  a 
spot  pointed  out  where  the  blood  of 
a  saint  was  said  to  be  "indelibly" 
marked.  Dr.  Buckland  was  a  man  of  an 
inquiring  mind,  so  he  wetted  bis  finger, 
rubbed  it  on  the  ground,  and  putting  it 
to  hismouth,  said,  "  Bat's  dung."  Then, 
as  to  the  rating  of  country  mansions, 
that  was  done  in  accordance  with  5  &  6 
Will.  IV.  The  language  of  the  Statute 
woidd  justify  the  Justices  in  putting  on 
those  houses  a  nominal  vuue.  He 
would  not  be  surprised  if  they  were  to 
put  on  them  no  value  whatever.  In  the 
United  States  the  value  of  property  was 
taken  at  the  letting  value;  and  they  did 
not  give  the  owner  the  same  advantage  as 
he  got  in  England,  for  they  taxed  the 
empties  on  the  principle  that  the  State 
ought  not  to  assist  a  man  in  keeping  his 
goods  out  of  the  market.  He  would 
remind  the  House  that  there  was  an 
awkward  spirit  in  the  air.  There  were 
numbers  who  argued  thus—"  I,  with  my 
vifo  and  family,  live  in  one  room,  for 
which  I  have  to  pay  8«.  6^  or  4«.  a-week. 

Mr*  Tkorold  Bagm 


I  pay  it  with  difficulty,  all  tiie  more  be- 
cause the  rates  are  so  heavy ;  and  I  know 
that  Lord  So-and-so  has  a  house  with 
150  rooms,  for  which  in  rates  he  pays 
next  to  nothing."  It  was  a  bad  thing 
that  this  kind  of  spirit  should  get 
abroad.  Those  who  profited  by  such  a 
condition  of  things  would  do  well  not  to 
mark  the  distinction  between  themselves 
and  their  neighbours  by  a  sense  of  injus- 
tice. He  desired  to  raise  no  prejudice 
against  them;  but  unless  someUiiog 
were  done  in  the  direction  of  bis  Mo- 
tion there  would  be  a  growing  feeling 
of  grudge  and  dissatisfaction  at  the 
escape  of  wealthy  men  from  local  con- 
tributions. It  had  been  always  thought 
desirable  to  tax  luxuries  if  they  could  be 
got  at ;  and  if  a  person  abandoned  the 
use  of  a  half -a*  dozen  houses  while  he 
lived  in  one,  he  ought  to  be  taxed  for 
the  whole.  As  to  the  third  part  of  his 
Motion,  he  thought  he  had  better  not 
press  it,  as  it  had  been  already  debated. 
The  last  part  of  his  Motion  referred  to 
ground  rents.  He  had  no  special  grudge 
against  ground  rents,  and  saw  uo  more 
reason  for  taxing  ground  rents  excep- 
tionally than  for  taxing  a  successful 
lawyer  or  physician.  It  was  only  one 
form  of  fertility,  and  had  as  much  right 
to  be  protected  as  any  other.  But  what 
he  did  complain*  of  was  that  the  ground 
rent  was  constantly  being  rolled  up  by 
the  contributions  of  the  tenant.  They 
were  engaged  in  London  in  improving 
the  ground  estates  of  landlords  at  a  rate 
whidi  was  enough  to  make  the  hair  of 
Irish  Members  stand  on  end.  He  found 
that  the  amount  of  local  taxation  or  debt, 
the  main  part  of  which  had  been  incurred 
in  what  might  be  called  non-reproduc- 
tive consumption,  was  no  less  than 
£159,000,000.  This  principal  and  in- 
terest, almost  the  whole  of  it,  was  being 
paid  in  terminable  debts  by  the  occu- 
pier. The  occupier  was  engaged  in  Eng- 
land to  the  extent  of  £159,000,000  in 
making  still  more  valuable  the  great 
estates,  and  particularly  those  great 
estates  in  London  which  had  come  into 
the  hands  of  their  possessors  Heaven 
knows  how.  He  had  seen  the  lease  of 
the  Covent  Garden  estate,  which  was 
squeezed  out  of  Westminster  Abbey, 
ijie  lease  was  granted  to  the  first  Lord 
Bedford  in  the  time  of  Queen  Elisabeth. 
The  estate  was  about  800  acres,  and  it 
was  let  at  the  time  of  the  lease  for  a 
period  of  30  years  at  £40  a-year.  He 
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should  not  like  to  say  what  it  was  let 
for  now;  but  be  should  think  that  it 
went  a  great  way  into  six  figures.  This 
estate  had  been  improved  without  the 
outlay  of  a  single  Id.  bythe  noble  Duke. 
It  had  been  improTed  by  the  tenants, 
and  this  was  what  he  oomplaioed  of  as 
being  grossly  unfair.  Seeing  the  ne- 
cessity of  roads,  a  supply  of  water,  and 
the  carrying  away  of  sewage  to  pro- 

Serty,  he  contended  that  if  justice  were 
one  the  highway  rate,  the  water  rate, 
and  the  sewage  rate  ought  to  be  paid  by 
the  ground  landlord.  As  it  was,  a  great 
portion  of  these  rates  were  being  paid 
in  inbtalments  by  tiie  temporary  occu- 
piers. This  was  a  question  which  ought 
to  be  debated ;  and  the  solution  of  it 
appeared  to  him  to  be  imperatively  ne- 
cessary. There  was  a  great  deal  of  dis- 
content abroad.  People  came  to  him 
from  poor  places  complaioiog  not  only 
of  the  exorbitant  rates  which  they  had 
to  pay,  but  that  Public  Bodies  did  not 
dare  to  undertake  many  useful  and  ne- 
cessary works,  owing  to  the  cost  that 
would  be  incurred.  This  was  notably 
the  case  with  the  scheme  which  had 
been  prepared  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  for  the  puridoation  of  the  Thames 
by  conducting  the  sewage  of  the  Metro- 
polis down  to  beyond  Condy  Island,  where 
it  could  be  so  dealt  with  that  only  pure 
water  should  be  emptied  into  the  nver. 
That  useful  work,  however,  had  not  yet 
been  undertaken,  simply  because  it 
would  cost  £4,000,000.  He  submitted 
that  the  expenses  of  permanent  works 
such  as  this  should  be  borne  by  the 
estates  of  ground  landlords,  who  bene- 
fited by  them  as  well  as  by  occupiers. 
Some  idteration  in  the  law  with  respect 
to  the  matters  he  had  referred  to  was  im- 
peratively necessary  if  that  galling  sense 
of  injustice  under  whidithe  public  found 
they  were  paying  to  improve  the  estates 
of  their  neighbours  out  of  their  own 
hard- earned  incomes  was  ever  to  be  re- 
moved ;  and  it  was,  therefore,  high  time 
that  this  most  important  subject  of  local 
taxation,  of  its  incidence  and  distribu- 
tion, should  be  considered  and  dealt 
with  by  Parliament.  In  oondusion,  he 
moved  the  Besolutum  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

Mb.  PICTON  (Leicester),  in  second- 
ing the  Motion,  said,  there  was  one 
aspect  of  the  question  to  which  his  hon. 
Friend  had  not  referred.  He  did  not 
think  that  his  hon.  VxieaA  ha^  spoken 


of  the  great  improvement  that  had  been 
made  in  the  system  of  Imperial  taxation. 
Thanks,  in  a  very  large  measure,  to  the 
financial  genius  of  the  presmt  Prime 
Minister,  Imperial  taxation  was  now 
much  more  fairly  distributed  Uian  it 
was  a  generation  ago.  Local  taxation, 
however,  practically  remained  just  as  it 
was.  Now,  he  objected  to  rent  as  the  sole 
basis  for  assessiog  local  taxation ;  and 
he  contended  that  such  taxation  should 
be  imposed,  as  far  as  possible,  upon 
superfluities  and  accumulations.  By 
imposing  local  taxation  upon  rent  they 
diminished  the  amount  of  money  avail- 
able for  employment  in  reproductive 
operations.  This  they  should  endeavour 
to  avoid.  It  was  altogether  a  fallacy, 
he  maintained,  to  assume  that  rent  was 
any  fair  or  just  criterion  of  the  amount 
a  man  ought  to  pay  to  local  taxation ; 
and  yet  no  other  criterion  was  taken. 
Take,  for  instance,  the  large  class  of 
shopkeepers,  many  of  whom  had  to  pay 
enormous  rents  in  order  to  secure  pro- 
portionately small  profits.  These  were 
the  people  who,  as  a  rule,  felt  more 
keenly  and  resented  more  bitterly  than 
any  other  class  of  the  community  the 
increased  rates  rendered  necessary  by 
modern  scientific  and  social  progress. 
They  very  often  heard  people  say  that 
shopkeepers  were  a  narrow-minded  and 
Conservative  class.  About  their  Con- 
servatism he  would  not  say  much ;  but 
he  knew  that  they  were  an  ill-used  race. 
But  it  should  be  remembered  that  when 
the  struggle  of  life  was  made  bitter  to 
any  man,  that  man  concentrated  thought 
upon  himself  and  his  own  sufferings; 
and  this  involved  probably,  in  many  in- 
stances, a  certain  amount  of  narrowness 
and  prejudice.  Shopkeepers  were  a 
powerful  class  on  account  of  their  num- 
bers, and  they  naturally  offered  a  strong 
opposition  to  all  schemes  for  improve- 
ment, and  more  especially  in  the  direc- 
tion of  culture  as  represented  by  School 
Boards.  If  any  vulgar  ignoramus 
wished  to  be  elected  upon  the  School 
Board  for  the  purpose  of  retarding  the 
progress  of  education,  ten  to  one  that  he 
looked  to  the  shopkeepers  for  his  chief 
support.  "Well,  he  (Mr.  Picton)  could 
not  wonder  at  such  action  on  the  part 
of  shopkeepers.  As  human  nature  was 
constituted,  it  seemed  to  him  almost  im- 
possible that  they  should  act  otherwise, 
because  Uie  expense  of  the  modem 
means  of  progress  must  bear  more 
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heavily  and  more  cruelly  upon  shop- 
keepers than  upon  moat  others ;  and 
ahopkeepere  ought  not  to  be  con- 
demned as  a  class  till  the  cause  vhich 
impelled  them  to  this  line  of  action  had 
been  removed.  It  should  be  remem- 
bered that  they  xrere  not  only  aggrieved 
bythe  heavy  taxation  levied  upon  them- 
selves, but  were  still  further  aggravated 
by  the  different  line  taken  with  regard 
to  the  aesessment  of  magnificent  man- 
sions which  were  scattered  throughout 
the  country.  It  was  said  that  those  great 
mansions  had  no  letting  value ;  but  that 
was  not  the  point  at  issue.  The  ques- 
tion was,  what  was  the  amount  of  accu- 
mulated wealth  which  they  represented  ? 
That  was  what  should  be  made  liable 
to  taxation.  Let  them  take  a  long  lease 
of  land  in  an  open  suburb  where  the 
rates  were  light  in  consequence  of  there 
being  little  or  no  population.  Popula- 
tion, as  the  House  knew,  always  brought 
unforeseen  rates;  but  it  also  brought 
unforeseen  value  to  the  owner ;  but  the 
fact  was  that  the  occupier  paid  all  the 
local  rates.  This  was  especially  so  in 
regard  to  ground  rents ;  and  there  was, 
consequently,  a  strong  case  made  out 
for  the  taxing  of  ground  rents.  But 
tlte  present  system  of  levying  local  bur- 
dens upon  the  occupiers  of  land  was 
unjust ;  it  created  discontent,  and  caused 
needless  friction  in  our  social  progress. 
Believing  this  he,  therefore,  very  heartily 
support^  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bennondsey. 

Motion  made,  and  Uuestion  proposed, 

"  That  the  ^esent  system  under  which,  in 
England  and  Wales,  tiie  first  lacidence  of 
Lootl  TaxaUon  (with  some  slight  exceptions) 
falls  OD  the  occupier  and  not  on  the  owner  of 
lands  and  teDeraests  is  unjust :  that  snoh 
owners  ought  in  equity  to  bear  at  leaat  a  moiety 
of  those  chtuTf^es  ;  that  the  systeni  under  whion 
country  nkansioiu  are  rated  is  unfair ;  and  that 
the  owners  of  ground  rents  in  towns  are  liable 
to  no  part  of  those  charges,  the  outlay  of  which 
is  eesential  in  order  tiuit  the  property  may  pos- 
sess any  marketable  value  wtutterer." — [Mr. 
Thorold  Rogers.) 

Sib  BIOHABD  FAQET  (Somerset, 
Wells),  in  rising  to  move,  as  an  Amend- 
ment— 

"  That,  while  the  apportionment  of  the  pay- 
ment  of  Katea  between  landlord  and  tenant  may 
be  desirable,  as  part  of  a  complete  scheme  for 
remedying  Uie  admitted  iaequfJitiea  of  the  In- 
cidence (S  Local  ^^Lxation,  tiiis  House  is  of 
opinion  that  the  financial  injustice  complained 
of  can  only  be  removed  by  a  comprenenuTe 
measorc^  and  that  an  eqaitaUeTe-a^jnitmeni  of 


Taxation,  as  between  real  andpertonsl  pre^tmiy , 

is  urgently  required," 

said,  there  were  many  things  which  fell 
from  the  Mover  of  the  Besolution  with 
which  he  was  in  complete  accord ;  but 
he  still  thought  the  hon.  Member  had 
failed  to  grapple  with  the  root  of  the 
difficulty,  and  the  remedies  which  he  set 
forth  were  entirely  insufficient  to  settle 
this  problem.  The  hon.  Member  com- 
plained of  the  transfer  of  prisons  from 
the  Local  Authorities  to  the  State  ;  but 
if  there  was  one  thing  more  than  another 
which  completely  justified  the  action  of 
Lord  Iddesleigh  upon  this  question,  it 
was  that  the  administration  of  prisons, 
as  regarded  both  economy  and  efficiency, 
had  been  materially  improved.  The 
expenditure  per  prisoner  was  lees  than 
it  was  before,  and  it  moat  be  so  when 
they  considered  how  many  prisons  had 
been  given  up;  and  at  the  same  time 
they  had  secured  a  system  of  absolute 
evenness  in  diet,  discipline,  and  treat- 
ment The  prison  expenditure  had  been 
tran^tored  nom  the  local  to  the  Imperial 
authority,  uid  it  was  misleading  to  speak 
of  it  as  a  subvention  or  grant  in  aid  of 
existing  local  expenditure.  As  to  the 
incidence  of  local  taxation,  the  principle 
that  had  found  general  acceptance  was 
this — that  the  natural  tendency  of  the 
rates  was  in  the  main  to  fasten  upon  the 
owner ;  yet  the  occupier  was  always 
supposed  to  bear  a  portion  of  them. 
That  portion  was  estimated  by  Mr. 
Dudley  Baxter  to  be  one-forth,  and  his 
estimate  was  generally  accepted.  Every 
farmer  and  every  tenant  knew  that  he 
was  liable  to  the  increase  or  decrease  of 
rates  which  mi^ht  occur  after  he  had 
entered  upon  his  tenancv ;  but,  taking 
one  year  with  another  and  spreading; 
the  rates  over  a  long  period,  the  resuU 
was  that  one-fourth  of  the  rates  fell 
upon  the  ooeupier  of  a  faim.  In  the 
case  of  houses  the  proportion  might  ap- 
proach a  little  nearer  to  one-half.  As 
to  roads,  the  proposal  that  the  land 
should  bear  all  the  cost  was  manifestly 
inequitable,  for  all  the  great  main  roads 
were  the  property  of  the  nation,  and 
were  so  treated  in  every  other  country. 
In  France  roads  were  divided  into  three 
claases,  and  those  of  the  first  class, 
corresponding  to  our  main  roads,  were 
maintained  by  the  State.  The  law  as 
to  mansions  had  been  accurately  stated, 
but  it  applied  to  all  houses.  If  there 
was  do  one  to  pay  rent,  you  must 
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aseame  a  hypothetical  tenant  and  as- 
certain what  the  rent  would  be.  If 
you  went  beyond  that  you  were  landed 
in  the  principle  of  the  taxation  of  per- 
sonal property.  If  you  went  beyond 
what  was  assumed  to  be  the  rent,  yon 
taxed  a  portion  of  property  which  bore 
no  rent;  and  if  you  taxed  one  portion 
why  not  all  property  of  the  same  nature 
paying  no  rent?  If  an  owner,  instead 
of  lavishing  wealth  in  the  luxury  of 
architectural  detail,  had  chosen  to  buy 
pictures,  he  would  have  spent  his  money 
in  a  form  that  oould  not  hare  paid  rent. 
If  you  were  to  tax  buildings  you  must 
tax  piotutes and otherpersonal property. 
P'  Hear,  hear ! "]  He  was  glad  to  find 
that  recognition  from  hon.  Members 
bdiow  &e  Gangwi^ ;  but  if  you  taxed 
pictures,  you  must  tak  books,  plate,  and 
diamonds.  If  you  taxed  them  in  the 
mansion  of  the  Duke,  you  must  tax 
them  in  other  houses  too.  If  the  Motion 
meant  anything,  it  meant  that  all  pro- 
perty in  every  house  was  to  be  subject 
to  local  taxation.  If  you  levied  taxation 
upon  personal  property  and  furniture, 
which  I>ore  no  income  at  all,  surely  you 
must  levj^  it  upon  the  ^uds  and  the 
stocks  which  do  r 

Ma.  THOROLD  R0GEE8 :  That  is 
my  argument.  I  said  I  did  not  object 
to  that. 

8iB  BIGHABD  PA0ET  sud,  he  was 
glad  to  hare  that  admission,  which 
showed  that  be  was  not  straining  the 
hon.  Member's  argument,  and  was  only 
showing  what  it  would  lead  to.  It  came 
to  this— that  for  the  purposes  of  local 
taxation  we  should  tax  all  furniture,  all 
property,  all  stock-in-trade— in  short,  all 
personal  property  enjoying  the  protec- 
tion of  the  State  was  to  be  liable  to  local 
taxation.  If  this  were  admitted  they 
had  advanced  a  very  long  way.  He 
rather  understood  the  hon-  Member  not 
to  be  prepared  to  levy  a  rate  on  any 
kind  of  stock-in-trade.  He  should  not 
enter  into  this  question,  because  it  would 
occupy  too  long ;  but  he  would  ask  the 
hon.  Member  what  shadow  of  benefit 
would  a  divided  rate  confer  on  yeomen 
owning  the  land  they  occupied  ?  If  any 
class  deserved  their  sympathies  that  was 
the  one.  That  was  the  class  they  were 
anxious  to  increase ;  but  how  oonld  tiicnr 
recreate  that  class  with  the  one  hand  iit 
with  the  other,  they  crushed  tliem  with 
the  burden  of  taxation  P  He  failed  to 
see  what  benefit  th^  would  (wnfer  by 


this  divided  rate.  The  yeoman  would 
receive  no  benefit  whatever;  and  the 
Motion  would  fail  to  confer  any  advan- 
tage on  the  class  they  all  wished  to  help. 
As  to  the  principle  of  divided  rates,  he 
had  nothing  to  say,  except  that  it  was  no 
remedy.  He  wished  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  great  difference 
as  to  the  incidence  of  local  taxation  on 
the  two  great  classes  of  property — ^he 
meant  real  property  and  personal  pro- 
perty. There  was  an  opinion  which  he 
knew  was  held  out-of-doors  that  land 
and  houses  largely  escaped  their  fair 
share  of  Imperial  taxation.  In  the 
matter  of  Death  Duties,  he  admitted 
that  real  property  paid  less  than  per- 
sonal property ;  but  he  suggested  that 
they  could  not  argue  from  an  isolated 
fact.  They  were  bound  to  consider  every 
item  in  the  account  and  balance  the  totals, 
and  then  see  on  which  side  the  advan- 
tage lay.  The  class  whom  he  represented 
wanted  nothing  but  justice;  and  if  on 
investigation  it  was  shown  that  land 
and  houses  were  not  sufficiently  bur- 
dened, then  he  said  let  them  bear  the 
burden,  however  grievous  it  might  be. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  it  was  capable  of 
proof  that  the  burdens  which  oppressed 
land  and  houses  as  compared  with  per- 
sonalty were  of  a  grievous  and  intoler- 
able character,  then  they  had  a  right  to 
demand  that  those  burdens  should  be 
decreased.  He  found,  from  a  Eetum 
presented  to  the  House  on  his  Motion, 
that  whilst  the  direct  Imperial  taxation 
on  real  property  was  apparently  4-2  per 
cent,  that  on  personal  property  was  3'd 
per  cent.  That  calculation,  however, 
required  correction,  in  consequence  of 
Income  Tax  on  land  and  houses  being 
levied  on  gross  rental ;  and  the  amended 
figures  worked  out  showed  that  direct 
Imperial  taxation  on  income  of  real 
property  was  about  5  per  cent,  and  on 
that  of  personalty  barely  3^  per  cent. 
But,  in  addition  to  that,  there  was  the 
fact  that  local  taxation  fell  almost  en- 
tirely and  solely  upon  what  was  called 
real  property.  This  local  taxation 
amounted  to  7^  per  cent,  so  that  al- 
together real  property  paid  12^  percent 
in  taxation,  wnile  it  could  in  no  way  be 
made  out  that  personal  properfy  paid  one- 
third  of  that  sum.  If  these  figures  were 
right  —  and  he  muntained  that  they 
were  indisputable— they  were  approach- 
ing the  time  when  the  justice  of  their 
contention  would  be  made  so  dear  that 
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no  delay  in  remedying  the  injustice 
could  be  any  longer  allowed.  They  all 
wanted  that  there  should  be  a  multipU- 
oation  of  those  who  owned  the  soil ;  but 
it  was  in  vain  to  attempt  to  create  this 
multitude  of  owners  white  they  rendered 
it  impossible  by  imposing  taxation  on 
them  three  times  heavier  than  what 
would  hare  fallen  on  them  if  their  money 
had  been  invested  in  personal  property. 
One  answer  to  these  arguments  was  that 
they  had  no  case  because  their  burdens 
were  hereditary,  and  that  the  land  had 
been  bought  and  sold  with  these  burdens 
on  it.  That  argument,  however,  would 
not  bear  the  light  of  day.  How  long 
must  a  tax  have  been  borne  before  it 
assumed  an  hereditary  character  ?  Was 
the  education  rats  of  £2,200,000  an 
hereditary  burden?  Was  the  main- 
tenance of  the  main  roads  thrown  on 
property  in  oonsequeoco  of  the  abolition 
of  turnpikes  an  hereditary  burden  ? 
Was  the  maintenance  of  the  police  an 
hereditary  burden  ?  Bate  after  rate  had 
been  heaped  on  the  owners  and  occupiers 
until,  indeed,  the  burden  had  become 
too  grievous  to  be  borne.  The  I^ime 
Minister  was  in  the  habit  of  saying  in 
discussions  of  this  kind  that  there  was 
an  unsettled  account  between  labour  and 
capital.  He  was  ready  and  willing  to 
enter  into  the  great  question  of  whether 
a  re-adjustment  was  necessary  between 
the  claims  of  labour  and  property;  but 
that  question  was  outside  and  beside  the 
scope  of  this  Motion.  Another  answer 
that  was  sometimes  made  was  that  land 
Was  a  very  small  portion  of  the  whole 
of  real  property,  and  that  houses  paid 
the  greater  share  of  the  taxation.  It  was 
true  that  the  value  of  houses  had  in- 
creased ;  but  there  was  no  evidence  to 
ahow  that  there  had  been  any  transfer 
of  the  burdens  upon  land,  which  had 
remained  intact,  and  there  was  no  ground 
for  the  contention  that  the  taxation  upon 
land  had  been  eased  by  this  increase  in 
the  great  body  of  house  property.  The 
last  answer  that  was  made  was — "Wait 
for  some  great  measure  of  local  govern- 
ment reform."  Again  and  again  they 
had  been  told  that  it  was  their  duty  to 
sit  still,  and  everything  would  be  put 
right  when  they  had  got  this  grand 
scheme.  But  they  had  waited  too  long. 
What  reasonable  chance  was  there  of 
any  scheme  of  local  government  being 
brought  into  practical  operation  in  the 
course  of  the  present  year  ?  Were  they 

iStir  Btehard  Pagtt 


to  be  told  that  it  was  impossible  this 
year,  but  it  might  come  next,  and  that, 
therefore,  they  were  to  be  content  to  go 
on  bearing  these  burdens  under  which 
they  were  now  groaning  ?  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  l£e  House  would  assent 
to  his  Amendment  as  a  matter  of  urgent 
necessity.  At  this  moment  all  concerned 
in  agriculture,  whether  as  owners,  oc- 
cupiers, or  labourers,  were  suffering 
under  a  depression  so  ^eat,  so  grievous, 
and  so  rapidly  increasing,  as  to  fill  all 
concerned  with  dismay.  They  were  told 
that  the  remedy  lay  in  a  reduction  of 
ront.  But  he  could  assure  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  rents  were  being  reduced 
rapidly  enough  by  natural  process ;  and 
they  had  only  to  look  at  the  evidence 
given  lately  before  the  Commission  upon 
trade  to  see  the  effects  of  this  depres- 
sion upon  all  classes  connected  with 
agriculture.  If  the  vast  amount  of  per- 
sonal property  could  only  be  made  as 
viable  to  the  naked  eye  as  real  property 
was,  then  he  felt  certain  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  new  electors  would,  from 
their  sense  of  justice,  be  of  opinion  that 
thrae  local  burdens  should  not  be  re- 
stricted to  tho§e  connected  with  landed 
property,  but  should  be  spread  over  the 
broader  shoulders  of  the  whole  com- 
munity. He  begged  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment which  stood  in  his  name. 

Me.  jasper  more  (Shropshire. 
Ludlow),  in  rising  to  second  the  Amend- 
ment, said,  when  he  remembered  the 
hon.  Qontleman  the  Mover  of  the  Reso- 
lution as  a  distinguished  Professor  of 
Political  Economy  at  Oxford,  he  feared 
the  hon.  Gentleman  might  think  him 
(Mr.  More)  presumptuous  in  seconding 
an  Amendment  which  did  not  altogether 
seem  on  the  same  lines  as  theorigiual  Mo- 
tion; and  when  he  listened  to  the  speech 
of  the  Mover  he  felt  diffident  in  doing  so. 
His  apology  was  that  they  had  lost  the 
prosence  in  that  House  of  several  Gea- 
tlemen  who,  when  they  were  hon.  Mem- 
bers, were  great  authorities  on  the 
Bu))ject ;  and  also  because  he  had,  20 
years  ago,  presided  at  the  first  meeting 
held  by  Chambers  of  Agriculture  on 
local  taxation,  when  the  Royal  Agricul- 
tural Society  held  their  ^ow  at  the 
town  represented  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  seconded  the  Motion  (Mr.  Picton). 
At  that  time  the  new  school  of  County 
Local  Taxation  Reformers  were  sanguine 
that  they  could  rate  personalty,  and  he 
then  advised  them,  to  toy  to  do  so  in- 
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directly,  as  far  as  those  branches  of  local 
taxation  wereconcemed in  which  Govern- 
ment already  interfered,  the  object  of 
the  advice  being  that  when  farmers  had 
begun  to  stir  in  their  own  interests 
they  might  achieve  some  result  speedily; 
secondly,  that  result  might  not  lead  to 
more  centralization.  He  advised  them, 
after  that,  not  to  push  their  application 
for  grants  from  the  Consolidated  Fund 
too  far,  but  to  advocate  a  reform  of  local 
goremment ;  because  he  was  always 
afi'aid  of  the  retaliation  upon  SuooeBsion 
Duty,  which  the  hon.  Baronet  did  not 
seem  to  fear,  as  long  as  the  reform  of 
local  taxation  was  a  very  comprehensive 
one.  Since  that  the  farmers  had  had  to 
wait  20  years  for  a  reform  of  local 
taxation  and  a  reform  of  local  govern- 
ment, and  he  hoped  they  would  not 
have  to  wait  another  year.  He  was  not 
aware  whether  the  object  of  an  Sbatract 
Motion  in  the  bands  of  a  private  Mem- 
ber was  to  test  the  opinion  of  a  new 
House  on  his  partictilar  views,  or  to  im- 

Sress  those  views  on  the  policy  of  the 
ovemment  by  the  extraordinary  ability 
with  which  they  were  supported.  But 
the  circumstances  of  the  Motion  were 
peculiar  in  two  respects — first,  that  the 
last  part  of  it  had  been  anticipated  by 
a  Besolutiou  of  the  House;  and,  se- 
condly, that  a  comprehensive  soheme 
had  been  promised  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter  in  his  Mid  Lothian  Manifesto; 
whereas  this  Motion  only  touched  the 
fringe  of  the  question.  With  respect  to 
the  rating  of  mansions,  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  served  on  assessment  committees 
in  the  country  he  would  have  known 
that  no  country  mansion  was  considered 
worth  more  than  £Q00  rateable  value. 
Country  mansions  mightberatedatmore, 
and  it  might  not  be  worthwhile  for  owners 
to  dispute  the  assessment  with  their 
neighbours ;  but  let  anyone  try  to  let 
Blenheim,  and  they  would  find  the  truth 
of  the  small  letting  value  and  unequal 
assessment.  But  mansions  were  now 
raised  in  value  where  there  were  pecu- 
liar local  advantages,  as  in  Cheshire, 
where  most  of  the  lai^e  mansions  had 
been  rated  over  £800,  and  wore  now 
raised  to  four  times  that  snm.  With 
respect  to  Uie  division  of  rates  between 
owners  and  occupiers,  that  he  had  al- 
ways advocated,  and  that  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  had  reported- in 
favour  of;  but  not  unless  it  was  part 
of  a  comprehensive  soheme.   The  last 


paragraph  of  their  Beport  was  to  this 

effect — 

"  Your  Committee  are  of  opinion  tliat  the  in- 
quiry on  which  they  have  heen  engaged  fonns 
only  one  branch  of  the  general  question  of 
local  tkxation,  and  that  other  eonndcontioni 
besides  those  which  have  been  anbrnitted  to 
their  invesligation  shoald  be  jaQTionaly  taken 
into  account  in  any  general  measure  giving 
effect  to  the  above  recommendations." 

Thebest  argument  for  thedivision  of  rates 
between  owner  and  occupier  was  that 
in  Ireland,  where  the  poor  rate  was 
thus  divided,  there  had  been  no  com< 
plaint  of  local  taxation.  He  had  acted 
on  the  advice  of  the  late  Chancellor  of 
the  Buchy  of  Lancaster,  and  had  used 
the  Beport  of  the  Commission  on  Agri- 
cultural Distress;  but  used  it  as  a  guide 
to  Ireland,  and  found  it  an  excellent 
help  to  the  study  of  the  Land  Question 
on  the  spot.  He  never  found  any  com- 
plaint as  to  local  taxation  in  Ireland. 
The  same  might  be  said  of  Scotland ; 
and  there  the  same  explanation  might  be 
given — namely,  the  division  of  the  rates 
between  owners  and  occupiers.  But, 
whilst  agreeing  with  the  hon.  Mover  of 
the  Besolution  so  far,  he  disagreed  with 
him  bringiDg  in  abstract  and  piecemeal 
Motions.  The  Prime  Minister  had  pro- 
mised a  comprehensive  measure.  He 
said  in  his  Mid  Lothian  Manifesto — 

"In  the  reform  of  local  government,  the 
flntohjectsto  be  aimed  at,  in  my  judgment,  are 
to  recnfy  the  balance  of  taxation  as  between 
real  and  penooal  property ;  to  put  an  end  to 
the  gross  injustice  of  chaiiring  upon  labour, 
through  the  medium  of  the  a>nBolitlatGd  Fund, 
local  burdens  which  our  laws  have  alwavs  wisely 
treated  as  incident  to  property  ;  to  relieve  the 
ratepayer,  not  at  the  charge  of  the  working 
population,  but  wholly  or  mainly  by  making 
over  for  local  purposes  the  carefully  chosen 
items  of  taxation  ;  to  supply  local  management 
with  inducements  to  economy,  instead  of  tempt- 
ing and  almost  forcing  into  waste  and  expense ; 
and,  most  of  all,  to  render  the  system  tho- 
roughly representative  and  free." 

He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  CK)vemment 
Board  would  lose  no  time  in  giving 
effect  to  that  statement.  He  believed  the 
right  hon.  Q^tleman  was  not  uolikely 
to  prove  a  better  friend  to  the  agri- 
coltnral  interest  than  they  expected. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,the  far- 
mers approached  him  with  the  view  of 
obtaining  an  equalization  of  weights  for 
grain.  Two  deputations  advocated  dif- 
ferent weights,  and  he  invited  them  to 
meet  each  other ;  but,  at  the  same  time. 
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he  wrote  a  letter  to  shov  his  apprecia- 
tion of  the  agrionltnral  interest.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wrote  to  him  aa 
fbUows : — 

"Dooemlwr  IS. 
"I  am  well  aware  of  the  effort!  madfi  in  some 
quarters  to  repreeent  the  present  UoTonment, 
uid  myself  in  particular,  aa  unfriendly  to  the 
fiumen;  but  nothing  can  be  more  untrue  or 
unfair.  I  have  slwaya  said  that  affricolture 
was  the  largest  and  moat  important  of  English 
manufactures,  and  that  the  prosperity  of  all 
other  industries  is  more  or  less  dependent  on  its 
well-doing." 

With  respect  to  the  difficulty  experienced 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bermondsey 
(Mr.  Xhorold  Kogera)  in  reading  the 
Estimates,  he  could  give  the  correot 
figures.  The  subrentions  to  Local  Au- 
thorities in  England  were  just  under 
£2,000,000 ;  those  to  Ireland  £339.000; 
to  Scotland,  £220,000;  total,  £2,655,000. 
But  Ireland  received  £1,685,000  in 
grants  spent  hj  State  officials  to 
£1,054,000  received  by  England,  and 
£103,000  by  Scotland,  besides  the  grants 
contributed  to  Bodies  not  Local  Authori- 
ties—£206,000  to  England,  £70,000  to 
Scotland,  £116,000  to  Ireland.  When 
he  was  in  the  House  before,  he  adopted 
the  course  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northern  Carnarvonshire  (Mr.  Bath- 
bone),  and  moved  the  House  to  reprint 
the  evidence  of  Sir  George  Lewis  on 
parochial  assessments,  which  was  con- 
sented to.  Sir  George  Lewis  was  both 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment and  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  he  was  asked  this  Question  by  Lord 
Portman,  the  Chairman : — 

*'I  think  I  collected  from  you,  that  the  rate 
upon  personal  property  is  not  altogether  appli- 
cable to  local  charges  t — What  I  stated  was, 
that  there  is  great  difficulty  in  imposin^r  any 
local  tax  upon  money,  for  the  reason  which  I 
mentioned — namely,  that  it  is  not  easily  iden- 
tified with  any  one  spot — and  upon  stock  and 
furniture,  on  the  ground  that  it  is  difficult  to 
estimate  their  annual  value. 

"Why  should  not  the  rate  upon  personal 
proper^  be  made  applicable  to  taose  charges 
of  a  local  nature  which  the  Uovemment  have 
already  taken  upon  themselves,  such  na  the 
salaries  of  schoolmasters  and  medical  salaries  P 
— There  might,  no  doubt,  be  a  general  tax  im- 
posed exclusively  upon  personal  property,  for 
the  purpose  of  defraying  those  charges;  but 
then  their  amount  is  scarcely  sufficient  to  justify 
the  imposition  of  a  separate  tax  for  that  par- 
pose.  I  have  here  the  exact  amounts  which 
have  been  paid  of  late  years  by  Parliamentary 
grants  both  for  the  county  rate  and  for  the 
poor  rate.  The  Qovemment  grants  in  aid  of 
the  county  rate  have  risen  from  ^2,000  in 
1886  to  £248,000  in  the  hist  year. 

Mr.  Jiupgr  Jf^re 


The  grants  were  thus  then  only  £250,000, 
too  small  a  sum  for  a  tax  on  personal 
property  to  be  entertained.  The  grants 
to  Local  Authorities  were,  howeTer, 
now  £2.500,000.  He  had  now  to  ap- 
peal to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  try 
to  give  them  a  real  Bill,  to  discasB 
which  would  be  a  welcome  change  in 
that  House  after  continual  abstract  Mo- 
tions. One  consideration  he  offered  for 
the  introduction  of  a  Local  (Jovemment 
Bill  was  that  he  was  sure  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  wished  the  labourer  to  have 
land  as  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Gollinge) ;  and  it 
was  the  general  opinion  that  the  exist- 
ing Local  Authority  would  not  pat  the 
provisions  of  that  Bill  into  operation,  so 
that  new  Local  Authorities  must  be 
formed  before  the  poor  were  likely  to 
have  any  land  as  proposed.  He  se- 
oonded'the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That,'*  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  while  the  apportionment  of  the  paymtmt  of 
Rates  between  landlord  and  tenant  may  be 
desirable,  as  part  of  a  complete  scheme  for 
remedyiuK  the  admitted  inequUtieB  of  the  In- 
cidence of  Local  Taxation,  this  House  is  of 
opinion  that  the  fiaancial  injuatice  complained 
of  can  only  be  removed  by  a  comprehensive 
meaaure,  and  that  an  equitable  re-adjosbnent 
of  Taxation,  aa  between  real  and  perscmal  pro- 
perty, is  urgently  required,"  —  (Sir  £i^mrd 
Paget,) 

—instead  thereof 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Question." 

Mr.  BATHBOKE  (Oamarronshire, 
Arfon):  said  the  h<m.  Baronet  who  had 
moved  the  Amendment  had  raised  an 
entirely  different  question  from  that 
which  was  covered  by  the  Motion.  He 
was  in  the  position  of  poaching  on  an- 
other man's  land.  The  Motion  before 
the  House  was  not  as  to  the  difference 
between  the  taxing  of  personal  and  real 
property,  but  the  injustice  with  which 
the  tax  charged  was  levied  on  real  pro- 
perty. He  agreed  that  it  was  most  un- 
fair that  personal  property  should  be 
exempt  from  its  due  contribution  to 
local  taxation.  The  main  question  be- 
fore the  House  was  the  division  of  rates 
between  owner  and  occupier.  There 
was  an  old  saying  that  injustice  always 
came  home  to  roost ;  and  the  exemption 
which  ownras  of  proper^  had  secured 
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for  themselves  from  the-direcA  inoidence 
of  local  taxation  would  be  no  exception 
to  the  rale.    The  effect  had  been  that, 

I  not  feeling  the  direct  inoidence  of  taxa- 

tion, ownnrs  of  property  in  England  had 
dissociated  themselres-in  the  most  dan- 
gerous way  from  the  active  management 
of  local  affairs,  especially  in  towns ;  and 
Uiey  had  ignored  the  dangerous  and 
rapid  inciease  of  debt  for  which  their 
property  was  and  must  be  the  ultimate 
security.  It  was  distinctly  in  their  in- 
terest, therefore,  as  well  as  for  the 
benefit  of  the  occupier,  that  they  should 

[  take  upon  tbemaelves  their  share  of  the 

ditwt  inoidence  of  taxation  while  there 
was  yet  time  to  ask  for  direct  represen- 
tation in  return.  This  was  one  of  the  most 
important  reforms  in  looal  government, 
for  no  country  could  afford  io  have  its 
leisured  and  weedthy  classes  dissociated 
from  the  duties  which  wealth  and  leisure 
ought  to  impose.  This  had  been  felt  by 
such  men  as  Sir  Massey  Lopes  aud  Mr. 
Olare  Read,  and  also  by  many  Members 
on  the  Liberal  side  of  the  House.  The 
Democracy  of  this  country,  if  the  ma- 
jority of  the  wealthy  classes  continued 
to  dW}ciate  themselves  from  the  work 
of  the  country,  might  soon  begin  to  aak 
for  the  raison  d'etre  of  such  a  dass.  He 
did  not  mean  that  in  this  country,  with 
ite  reverence  for  justice  and  law,  any 
legislation  of  confiscation  would  follow, 
but  taxes  might  be  so  levied  as  virtually 
almost  to  amount  to  that ;  and  he  ven- 
tured to  assert  that  they  would  be  so 
levied  unless  the  leisured  and  property- 
owning  classes,  while  there  was  yet 
time,  came  forward  and  took  boldly  and 
justly  their  fair  share  of  pnblio  burdens 
and  of  publio  work.  This  subject  could 
not  be  too  strongly  impressed  upon  the 
attention  of  the  publio.  Easy,  lavish, 
increase  of  debt  meant  wasteful,  unpro- 
fitable expenditure.  That  danger  had 
been  recentiy  dwelt  i^on  by  the  Prime 
Minister  as  affecting  Imperial  indebted* 
nesB ;  but  the  increase  bad  been  far 
more  rapid  in  looal  indebtedness.  In- 
deed, while  the  Imperial  Debt  hod  been 
decreasing  local  indebtedness  had  been 
increasing.  In  the  six  years  ending  with 
1883,  while  the  total  loiperial  indebted- 
ness decreased  at  the  rate  of  £2,600,000 
a-year,  the  amount  of  local  indebtedness 
increased  at  the  rate  of  £8,800,000  a- 
j^ear;  and  though  a  oonsiderable  por- 
tion  of  the  mimey  was  well  sprat  in.  pro- 
viding for  the  heialth  and  wmioxt  of  the 


people,  undoubtedly  much  of  it  was  not 

expended  as  carefully  or  as  remunera- 
tively as  if  it  had  been  looked  after 
carefully  by  owners  of  property,  espe- 
cially in  many  of  the  smaller  local 
gOTemment  districts.  This  evil  of  ex- 
travagance was  one  from  which  a  De- 
mocracy such  as  we  had  now  established 
was  far  from  being  exempt.  Kecently, 
for  the  first  time,  Mr.  E.  P.  Porter, 
acting  for  the  United  States  of  America, 
had  made  some  estimate  of  local  taxa- 
tion and  the  increase  of  debt  there. 
There,  as  here,  the  inoreose  had  been 
most  rapid  in  municipalities.  He  would 
not  take  the  notorious  example  of  New 
Tork.  But  there  were  nine  cities  in  the 
State  of  New  Jersey  which  actually  paid 
an  abrogate  of  S2, 138,000  interest  on 
debt,  while  their  total  annual  expendi- 
ture for  carrying  on  local  government 
only  amounted  to  $2,307,000;  and  the 
aggregate  debt  amounted  to  one-sixth 
of  the  total  assessed  capital  value  of  the 
property  in  these  cities ;  while  one  town, 
with  a  projperty  assessed  at  $3,093,000, 
had  a  capital  debt  of  $1,690,000;  and 
another,  with  property  assessed  at 
$13,679,000,  had  a  debt  of  nearly 
$6,000,000— in  the  one  case  more  than 
half,  and  in  the  other  case  nearly  half, 
the  capital  value  of  its  property.  It 
was  worthy  of  note  that  in  the  United 
States  contributions  from  the  Federal, 
as  in  this  country  from  the  Imperial, 
Treasoxy,  given  without  suffioient  safe- 
guards, instead  of  relieving  the  locali- 
ties, only  stimulated  prodigalify— as,  for 
instance,  when  $28,000,000  was  oon- 
tributed  towards  the  rdief  of  the  Local 
Bodies  in  18S6.  That  was  not  the  occa- 
sion to  deal  with  the  various  remedies 
which  had  been  suggested  to  meet  that 
danger;  but  he  ventured  to  think  one 
of  the  most  valuable  and  important  was 
to  so  levy  taxation  that  it  might  be  just 
to  all,  and  bring  home  to  all  sections  of 
the  community  that  it  was  their  interest 
and  their  duty  to  attend  to  those  matters. 
On  the  grounds  of  justice  to  the  occu- 
piera  and  safety  to  the  owners,  he  should 
heartily  support  the  Motion  before  the 
House. 

Mb.  BABTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
the  question  appeared  to  Him  to  be  one 
of  dividing  all  local  taxation  between 
the  occupier  and  the  landlord.  It  had 
for  some  time  past  been  the  custom  to 
attaok  landlord;  but  be  held  that  the 
mm  who  employed  their  mtmey  in  build- 
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ing  hooMS  in  ffae  towns  were  as  nsetol  a 
body  <tf  men  as  could  be  found  in  the 
community.  Again,  landlords  were  in- 
oreasinff  largely  in  number  in  the  coun- 
try. 'Diere  were  not  only  the  large  and 
wealthy  landlords,  but  also  the  email 
and  struggling  ones.  By  building  so- 
cietieB  and  other  means  many  working 
men  had  become  owners  of  property ; 
and  whilst  it  was  all  very  well  for  Libe- 
ral Members  to  "play  up  to  the  gal- 
lery "  by  calling  for  more  burdens  upon 
ownera,  they  might,  perhaps,  discover  by- 
and-bye  that  there  were  a  larger  num- 
ber of  owners  in  the  gallery  than  in  the 
staUs.  He  wished  to  ask  the  House  to 
consider  whether  it  was  possible  in  any 
way  to  prevent  the  occupier  from  paying 
practioally  the  whole  of  the  rates  and 
taxes  ?  It  was  the  consumers  who  in  the 
ultimate  resort  paid  the  taxes,  and  there- 
fore the  Motion  was  founded  on  the 
same  fallacy  as  Fair  Trade,  the  pro- 
moters of  which  tried  to  make  believe 
that  by  taxing  imports  we  shonld  make 
foreigners  contribute  to  our  National 
Exchequer.  Of  course,  the  tax  must 
come  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  consumers 
of  the  article  imported.  If  an  Act  were 
passed  for  the  purpose  of  dividing  the 
taxes  between  the  occupier  and  the  land- 
lord, still  the  result  must  follow  that  the 
occupier,  who  was  really  the  user  of  the 
property,  would  pay  the  entire  charge. 
No  one,  he  thought,  could  say  that  those 
tenants  in  whose  rents  rates  and  taxes 
were  included  did  not  pay  their  full 
share.  Some  thought  that  the  difficulty 
might  be  got  over  by  putting  an  extra 
tax  on  the  ownws  of  ground  rents ;  but 
fhat  would  lead  to  great  anomalies  and 
inconveniences,  as  in  the  case  of  two 
houses  beingneztdoor  to  one  another,  the 
one  freehold  and  the  other  leasehold,  each 
would  havetopaydifferentlocalrates.  He 
was  one  of  those  who  wished  to  see  free- 
holders become  very  much  more  numer- 
ous than  they  were  at  present,  and  fae 
believed  in  that  the  real  solution  of  the 
question  lay.  He  believed  that  the 
whole  system  of  local  taxation  should 
be  carefully  looked  into.  The  way  of 
meeting  the  question  was  by  adopt- 
ing the  Amendment  which  had  been 
proposed,  so  that  there  might  be  a  com- 
plete investigation  of  the  whole  system 
with  a  view  to  the  re-arrangement  of 
the  local  taxation  of  the  country. 

Mb.  L.  a.  ATHERLEY-JONES  (Dur- 
ham, N.W.)  said,  he  could  not  help 


thinking  that  tiie  hon.  Baronet  who 
proposed  the  Amendment  and  those 
who  had  followed  him  had  attempted 
to  raise  a  false  issue.  It  was  not  a 
question  whether  the  House,  in  sup- 
porting the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Thorold  Rogers),  should  impose 
burdens  on  landed  property,  or  whe- 
ther they  should  remove  btudene  from 
small  owners  and  put  them  on  large 
owners;  the  question  was  the  teoog- 
nition  of  the  principle  that  capital 
value  should  be  the  subject  of  taxation 
rather  than  earnings  or  income.  He 
believed  it  was  on  that  principle  that 
taxation  was  originally  levied  in  this 
country.  Reference  had  been  made  to 
the  rating  of  mansions.  Now,  he  thought 
that  the  rating  of  mansions  might  be 
taken  as  a  very  fair  illustration  of  the 
injustice  of  the  present  system  of  local 
taxation.  He  oould  conceive  no  greater 
scandal  than  the  present  system  of  tax- 
ing mansions.  If  a  man  were  to  build 
a  house  or  shop  in  a  populous  district, 
at  a  cost  of  say  £4,000,  the  rental  by 
the  Local  Authorities  would  be  estimated 
at  about  6  per  cent  on  the  capital  value. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  a  person  were  to 
build  a  mansion  in  a  country  district  20 
miles  away  from  London,  on  which 
£20,000,  or  even  more,  might  be  ex- 
pended, what  would  happen  r  It  would 
be  found  that  so  far  from  the  taxable 
rental  being  based  at  6  per  oent  it 
would  be  based  at  less  uian  1  per 
c«it  on  the  capital  valae,  and  in  some 
cases  on  no  percentage  at  alL  Re- 
ference had  been  made  to  Blenheim; 
but  in  the  case  of  Blenheim  he  might 
point  out  that  while  the  acreage, 
amounting  to  2,367  acres,  was  taxed  at 
£2,580,  or  at 'the  rate  of  £1  U.  9d.  per 
acre,  the  mansion  itself  was  almost  aUo- 
gether  left  out  of  the  rating,  though  the 
possessor  might  do  what  he  liked  with 
that  capital  value  on  the  acreage.  He 
believed  it  was  in  accordance  with  the 
original  intention  of  the  law  that  a 
hypothetical  estimate  should  be  taken 
in  the  case  of  mansion  houses.  That 
principle  was  carried  into  effect  with  re- 
gard to  gas  works,  railway  stations,  and 
similar  structures ;  but  not  in  the  case 
of  mansions.  It  was  the  practice  of 
magistrates  and  the  owners  of  these 
mansions  to  affirm  that  the  rating  of 
mansions  should  be  based  on  what  the 
mansion  dionld  fetch  if  let  to  a  tenant, 
aooording  to  a  putioular  sectioa  ot  the 
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Act;  but  no  human  beinf?  in  bis  senses 
vould  dream  of  taking  Blenheim  on  a 
yearly  tenancy.  Probably  it  would  not 
be  let  at  20  years'  tenancy.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  the  persons  who  possessed 
Blenheim  had  the  advantage  of  tbe  posi- 
tion whirh  was  naturaUy  incidental  to 
the  possession  of  a  dwelling  of  that  cha- 
racter. What  he  maintained  was  that 
it  was  only  reasonable  and  just  that  if  a 
pexaon  could  afford  to  sink  £20,000  or 
£80,000  or  £100,000  on  the  erection  of 
a  mansion,  that  person  should  be  taxed 
according  to  value ;  that  was,  its  capital 
valae  at  the  time  the  assessment  might 
be  made.  As  a  matter  of  fact)  it  would, 
he  believed,  be  found  that  while  Blen- 
heim was  paying  nothing  in  the  way 
of  rating  per  room — aud  the  same 
remark  would  apply  to  similar  man- 
sions—the rooms  occupied  by  the 
vorkiog  classes  in  such  buildings,  for 
example,  as  the  Peabody  dwellings 
were  paying  200  and  300  per  cent 
more  than  was  paid  for  the  rooms  in  the 
mansions  of  the  rich.  If  it  were  neces- 
sary, he  could  multiply  instances  of  this 
kind ;  but  he  had  no  intention  to  weary 
the  patience  of  the  House  by  entering 
into  these  details.  He  would  give  one 
instance,  however,  and  that  was  in  rela- 
tion to  apart  of  the  country  with  which 
he  was  himself  acquainted.  In  North- 
umberland there  was  a  very  beautiful 
place  named  Beaufront  Castle.  This 
castle  was  really  a  magnificent  mansion, 
which  stood  in  large  ornamental  grounds. 
The  House,  however,  would  be  surprised 
to  learn  that  this  beautiful  mansion  was 
rated  at  the  sum  of  £64  per  annum. 
Now,  in  the  same  township,  there  was  a 
house  known  as  Stagshaw  Close  House, 
a  comparatively  small  one,  and  greatly 
inferior,  of  course,  to  Beaufront  Castle  ; 
yet  the  smaller  house  was  rated  at  no 
less  a  sum  than  £220  per  annum.  Now, 
in  the  name  of  oranmon  sense,  was  there 
any  reason  why  so  ridiouloua  a  disparity 
should  exist  in  the  rating  of  these  two 
different  dwellings?  Again,  this  ques- 
tion of  rating  had  never  been  decided 
by  the  Superior  Courts,  and  why  ?  Be- 
cause when  the  case  was  brought  before 
the  county  magistrates  those  gentlemen, 
with  that  natural  sympathy  which  they 
might  be  expected  to  exhibit  for  their 
brother  landowners,  at  once  decided  that 
it  was  not  fair  or  reasonable  to  do  any- 
thing but  tax  the  rental  at  what  the 
owner  of  the  mansion  could  actually  let 

VOL.  CKXHII.    [truo)  sbbies.] 


it  for.  He  might  also  mention  Woot- 
ton,  the  property  of  the  Buke  of  Buck- 
ingham, which  was  also  rated  at  an  ex- 
ceedingly low  figure,  the  magistrates 
refusing  to  allow  the  case  to  be  taken 
on  appeal  to  a  Higher  Court,  on  the 
ground  that  the  figure  in  question  was 
the  letting  value,  and  also  that  the  ap- 
peal conld  not  be  taken  unless  with  the 
consent  of  the  parties  interested.  What 
he  and  his  IFriends  contended  for  was  the 
right  of  the  State  to  insist  that  the 
capital  value  of  the  property  which  he 
had  described  should  be  taxed  for  the 
benefit  of  the  State. 

Sir  JOHN  KENNAWAT  (Devon, 
Honiton)  said,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  moved  this  Hesolution  had  jumbled 
up  a  number  of  questions  into  one  Keso- 
lution,  and  asked  the  House  to  assent  to 
several  propositions  which  did  not  de- 
pend upon  one  another.  If  the  hon. 
Member  had  stopped  at  the  recommen- 
dation that  it  was  desirable  to  divide 
the  rates  equally  between  owners  and 
occupiers,  he  (Sir  John  Kennaway) 
would  have  been  glad  to  support  him, 
for  with  that  propositioa  he  agreed  with 
all  his  heart.  That  proposal  had,  in 
fact,  been  recommended  by  a  Committee 
which  sat  on  the  matter,  and  it  had  also 
been  recommended  by  the  Boyal  Com' 
mission  on  Agriculture  as  one  of  the 
points  which  the  Members  of  the  Com- 
mission considered  afforded  some  hope 
of  benefiting  the  agriculturist.  If  the 
Besolution  had  been  confined  to  that 
point  he  would,  as  he  had  said,  gladly 
support  it.  But  tbe  hon.  Gentleman 
went  on  to  the  rating  value  of  mansions 
and  parks.  There  was  no  doubt  that 
there  was  a  great  deal  in  what  tbe  hon. 
Member  had  said  about  the  comparative 
rating  of  different  propertieB  which  hap- 
pened to  be,  as  it  were,  set  down  side  by 
side.  No  doubt  there  was  an  anomaly 
between  the  rating  of  Blenheim  and 
other  houses;  but  it  would  be  more  to 
the  point  to  compare  Blenhmm  with  the 
cottages  outside  it  than  with  town  pro- 
perty. The  anomaly  was  one  which  had 
an  mvidious  appearance,  and  which, 
therefore,  it  was  wise  and  desirable 
should  be  looked  at  fairly  in  tho  face 
and  dealt  with  carefully,  so  as  to  remedy 
any  grievance  which  might  be  found  to 
exist.  But  how  did  that  anomaly  arise? 
It  arose  from  the  fact  that  the  basis  of 
assessment  had  been  taken  to  be  tho 
letting  value }  and,  that  being  so,  it  was 
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not  oorreot  to  say  that  it  was  the  fault 
of  couotry  geDtlemen  sitting  as  asseas- 
meat  committees  that  county  mansions 
were  asBessed  as  they  now  were.  The 
gentlemen  .who  sat  on  those  committees 
bad  the  law  to  guide  them,  and  they 
followed  its  guidance  honestly  and  to  the 
best  of  their  ability.  That  was  the  state 
of  things  at  present;  and,  therefore,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  it  was  desirable  that 
the  whole  qneation  of  the  incidence  of 
taxation  should  he  carefully  considered. 
It  might  be  found  desirable  to  raise  the 
assessment  of  these  mansions  or  pro- 
perty, or  it  might  be  found  desirable  to 
rate  property  on  its  value,  as  in  agricul- 
ture ;  but  whatever  course  it  was  found 
desirable  to  pursue,  they  should  take 
care  to  do  what  was  fair  and  just.  As 
to  ground  rents  the  question  was  before 
n  Select  Committee,  and  before  coming 
to  any  decision  upon  that  part  of  the 
question  they  bad  better  wait  for  the 
Keport  of  the  Committee.  It  bad  been 
admitted  by  the  light  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  himself  that  this 
was  a  question  which  must  be  dealt 
with  ;  but  he  (Sir  John  Kennaway)  con- 
tended that  it  must  be  dealt  wiui  as  a 
whole,  and  for  that  reason  he  supported 
the  Amendment  of  hU  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Somerset  (Sir  Biohard 
Paget).  The  question  was  particularly 
urgent  at  the  present  time,  because  one 
of  the  greatest,  or  he  should  say  the 
greatest  and  most  important  industiy  in 
uie  country,  and  employing  more  people 
than  anv  other  industry — namely,  the 
great  industry  of  agriculture,  was  suffer- 
ing to  an  unprecedented  and  alarming 
extent  at  the  present  time ;  and  it  was 
suffering  not  only  from  the  economical 
state  of  things  from  foreign  competition 
and  low  prices,  but  because  of  the  ex- 
cessively heavy  burdens  whioh  it  had  to 
bear,  and  from  which  other  classes  of 
the  industrial  community  were  exempt. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  it  was  very 
important  that  a  wider  basis  should  be 
found  for  distributing  the  burden  of 
local  taxation ;  and  he  agreed  wi^  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter that  the  question  in  what  way  per- 
sonalty should  contribute  to  these  local 
charges  was  a  question  which  should  be 
approached  carefully,  and  fully  and 
fairly  considered.  It  should  be  remem- 
bered, however,  that  the  agricultural 
interest  was  practically  subject  to  an 
Income  Tax  of  3<.  or  4«.  in  the  pound 

Sir  John  Ktnnaicay 


above  other  classes  of  the  commnnitf. 
It  was  well  known  what  a  great  deal  of 
grumbling  there  was  among  ordinary 
Income  Tax  payers  upon  an  increase  of 
2d.  or  3(/.  in  the  pound ;  but  nothing 
was  thought  about  the  increase  in  the 
rates,  which  practically  ran  up  the  bur- 
dens of  agriculturists  to  the  excessiTe 
amount  he  had  indicated.  Agriculturists 
were  proverbially  an  easy-going  and 
good-tempered  sort  of  people  who 
struggled  on  quietly  under  thor  bur- 
dens. He  supposed  they  were  bom  a 
patient  andlong-suffering  lot ;  but  times 
were  now  so  critical  that  it  was  to  the 
interest  of  tho  country  to  take  the  matter 
up,  and  to  make  an  honest  endeavour 
to  lighten  some  of  those  burdens  under 
which  agriculture  was  being  crushed. 
Sir  James  Caird  had,  many  times  of  late 
years,  written  to  show  how  the  value  of 
property  was  increasing  in  the  country ; 
but  he  spoke  in  a  very  different  tone 
this  week,  for  he  said  the  inoome  of  the 
landlords  of  the  country  had  been  di- 
minished by  £20,000,000,  and  the  in- 
come of  the  tenants  by  about  the  same 
amount,  whilst  the  income  of  the  agri- 
cultural labourer  had  been  diminished 
by  about  £2,500,000;  and  what  was  the 
result  of  this  serious  state  of  thii^? 
Why,  the  result  was  such  as  might  have 
been  expected.  A  large  amount  of  luid 
had  gone  out  of  cuItiTati<m  for  com.  An 
area  to  the  extent  of  tho  whole  county 
of  Devon  had,  within  the  last  two  years, 
been '  withdrawn  from  cultivation  for 
com,  and  turned  into  pasture ;  and  any- 
one could  form  an  idea  of  the  extent  to 
which  such  a  change  as  that  must  di- 
minish the  amount  of  labour  required 
upon  the  land,  and  the  amount  of  food 
produced  for  the  use  of  the  country. 
But  where  was  relief  to  be  found  ?  It 
was  idle  to  suppose  that  Parliament 
would  seriously  consider  any  proposal 
for  re-imposing  a  duty  on  corn.  The 
return  of  this  country  to  Protection  was 
out  of  the  question  altogether.  Protec- 
tion had  been  once  and  for  all  aban- 
doned, and  wisely  so,  no  doubt,  for  the 
great  population  of  ttiia  country  must  be 
fed;  but  then  the  agriculturist  might 
very  well  say  that  if  he  were  not  to  raise 
produce  for  his  own  benefit,  but  for  the 
benefit  of  the  State,  then  it  was  but 
right  that  the  State  should  relieve  him 
from  the  burdens  whioh  were  so  heavily 
pressing  upon  him,  and  pressing  upon 
him  in  a  way  which  they  did  not  prea- 

Digitized  by  Google 


1669 


Local  Taxation 


{Mabch  23,  1866} 


{Incidence).  1670 


upon  other  dasses  of  the  oommunity ; 

and  he  might  say  also  that  while  the 
productions  of  the  foreigner  were  ad- 
mitted for  the  benefit  of  the  population 
at  large,  he,  the  agriculturist,  who  was 
ruined  by  the  admission  of  such  produce, 
should  at  least  be  relieved  from  the  bur- 
dens of  local  taxation.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  the  burden  of  local  taxation 
was  also  felt  by  owners  of  house  pro- 
perty; but  not  in  the  same  overwhelm- 
ing degree.  The  occupiers  of  shops  and 
warehouses  undoubtedly  suffered.  They 
found  themselves  assessed  very  heavily 
while  in  these  times  their  profits  were 
light ;  white,  at  the  same  Ume,  capitalists 
who  counted  their  income  by  thousands 
or  tens  of  thousands  might  only  be  rated 
to  a  very  small  amount  for  the  offices 
which  they  might  occupy.  These  occu- 
piers of  shops  and  warehouses  were  also 
pressing  for  relief  in  respect  of  local 
taxation.  But  it  was  not  a  selfish  cry 
on  the  part  of  the  agriculturists  or  owners 
and  occupiers  of  house  property.  It  was 
merely  a  demand  for  fair  and  just  treat- 
ment. The  Commission  which  was  ap< 
pointed  to  inquire  into  the  housing  of 
the  poor  said  in  their  Keport  that  the 
present  incidence  of  local  taxation  stood 
in  the  way  of  progress  and  improvement 
in  the  dwellings  of  the  poor.  Those 
were  weighty  words,  and  the  House 
would  do  well  to  bear  them  in  mind,  for 
they  spoke  more  powerfully  than  he 
(Sir  John  Kennaway)  could  do  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man  tlie  Member  for  Somerset.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Bermondsey  (Mr. 
Thorold  Bogers)  spoke  of  the  large  in- 
crease of  indebtedness  of  Local  Bodies 
in  recent  years  ;  and  there  was  no  doubt 
that  if  Local  Authorities  were  created  as 
proposed  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  Jesse  Collinge), 
with  powers  similar  to  those  enjoyed  by 
Municipalities,  there  would  be  a  marked 
increase  in  the  burdens  of  rural  districts 
for  the  carrying  out  of  schemes,  some  of 
which  might  be  for  the  advance  of  the 
,eommunity,  or  they  might  not ;  but,  at 
all  events,  they  were  schemes  which 
would  involve  a  large  addition  of  ex- 
penditure. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Cham- 
bwliun)  had  spoken  about  providing 
oomforta  for  the  people,  which  was  all 
very  well,  but  e^qwnsive ;  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Jesse  CoUings)  had  pro- 
posed that  the  Local  Authorities  should 


have  power  to  buy  land  and  distribute 

in  lots  of  holdings  to  the  people  ;  but  it 
had  been  shown  that  the  buying  up  of 
one  yeoman  holding  in  every  parish  in 
the  country  would  inflict  a  charge  of 
£50,000,000  upon  the  rates.  In  conclu- 
sion, he  would  again  express  his  con- 
currence with  the  principle  of  the  first 
part  of  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
ibr  Bermondsey — that  was,  of  the  part 
which  was  in  favour  of  dividing  the 
taxes  between  owner  and  occupier ;  but 
as  he  thought  the  matter  ought  to  be 
dealt  with  fully  and  comprehensively  he 
hoped  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Somerset  would 
be  oarried. 

Mb.  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Woodbridge) 
said,  he  had  listened  with  great  pleasure 
to  the  very  interesting,  and,  upon  the 
whole,  satisfactory  diecussion  which  had 
been  engagingthe  attentionof  the  House. 
For  his  own  part,  he  might  at  once  say 
that  he  could  accept  both  the  Motion 
and  the  Amendment,  which  did  not 
seem  to  him  at  all  antagonistic  to  each 
other.  The  Motion  raised  three  points 
which,  in  his  (Mr.  Everett's)  opinion, 
the  Mover  most  ably  argued  and  estab- 
lished. The  Amendment  simply  said 
that  the  Motion  did  not  cover  the 
whole  ground — that  there  were  other 
phases  of  this  great  question  which 
the  Motion  did  not  contemplate,  and 
in  that  view  he  completely  agreed. 
The  division  of  the  rates  between  the 
owner  and  the  occupier  was  a  measure 
which  bad  long  been  called  for  by  influ- 
ential classes  of  the  community,  and  was 
one  which  should  undoubtedly  be  carried 
out.  Whatever  might  be  the  ultimate 
incidence  of  the  rates  in  a  purely  eco- 
nomical point  of  view,  there  could  be  no 
doubt  the  division  of  the  rates  between 
owner  and  occupier  would  remove  a 
sense  of  injustice  which  often  arose  in 
the  minds  of  tenants  when  new  rates 
were  imposed  or  old  ones  were  greatly 
augmented.  Therefore,  it  was  to  him  a 
source  of  great  satisfaction  to  find  that 
no  argument  had  been  brought  forward 
in  any  part  of  the  House  against  a  divi- 
sion of  rates  between  the  owner  and  the 
oocu^er.  Of  course,  he  need  hardly  say 
that  in  canying  out  this  division,  when- 
ever it  was  made,  existing  arrangements 
and  engagements  should  be  respected. 
That,  it  was  evident,  would  be  only  right 
and  just.  Then  there  was  a  point  upon 
which  he  laid  great  stress— namely,  that 

8  H  2  ^ 

Digitized  by  vjOOQ 


1671         .  Local  Taxation  {OOUMONS} 


{IneHenet).  1673 


the  diTiBion  of  the  ratee  between  owners 
and  nooupiers  would  unqaestionablj  have 
the  great  advantage  of  bringing  in  a  new 
class  of  ratepayers  to  check  expenditure. 
Ko  doubt,  in  recent  times,  when  the 
value  of  land  was  going  up  by  leaps  and 
bounds,  and  everyone  thought  that  this 
state  of  things  would  continue,  the  land- 
lords were  somewhat  careless  about  the 
imposition  of  new  rates,  the  burden  of 
vhich  did  not  fall  upon  them  ;  but  that 
was  no  longer  the  case.  The  landowners 
were  no  longer  indifferent  to  the  impost- 
tion  of  nev  burdens  upon  the  land ;  and 
that  being  the  case,  it  was,  he  thought, 
very  desirable  that  we  should  be  able  to 
enlist  the  opposition  of  every  possible 
class  of  ratepayers  against  the  increase 
of  old  rates  or  the  imposition  of  new 
rates.  It  would,  therefore,  be  both  just 
and  politic  to  invite  the  aid  of  the  owners 
in  tlus  matter.  Then  there  were  other 
points,  on  a  few  of  which  he  would 
touch,  which  required  attention.  It  had 
been  clearly  shown  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  that  mansions  were  now  rated 
inSnitely  below  the  rate  of  taxation  which 
they  ought  to  bear,  and  that  there  was 
a  lai^e  measure  of  wealth  of  this  kind 
which  thus  escaped  the  fair  contribu- 
tion which  it  ought  to  make  towards  the 
burdens  of  the  country.  Then  there 
was  another  portion  of  irealth  which 
also  escaped,  and  that  was  chattel 
wealth— wealth  in  the  shape  of  pictures, 
ships,  plate,  carriages,  and  other  simi- 
lar things.  He  did  not,  for  his  own 
part,  understand  why,  if  a  gentleman 
chose  to  lavish  his  thousands  on  these 
luxuries,  he  should  escape  paying  his 
fair  share  of  taxation,  whereas  he  would 
be  liable  to  pay  it  if  he  invested  the 
same  amount  of  money  in  land,  or  in 
the  building  of  houses.  On  the  con- 
trary,  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  man 
who  invested  £  1 0,000  in  building  houses 
for  the  poor  was  a  greater  benefactor 
than  a  man  who  paid  £10,000  for  a  pic- 
ture. He  did  not  think  that  this  ques- 
tion of  rating  would  ever  be  perma- 
nently settled  unless  we  had  a  taxation 
(rf  chattels.  Then  there  was  personalis 
income.  The  inc(»n6  under  Schedule  A 
was  now  little  more  than  one-^urd  of 
that  comprised  in  the  other  Schedules 
under  which  the  Income  Tax  was 
charged  and  levied,  so  that  we  had  some- 
thing like  two-thirds  of  the  income  of  the 
country  going  perfectly  free  in  regard  to 
local  rates.  Here  was  anftnomaly  which 


required  redress ;  and  he  conld  nothcip 
thinking  that  a  good  deal  of  this  vuith 
which  now  escaped  rates  was  weallli 
that  was  best  able  to  bear  taxatioo, 
while  we  deait  hardly  with  respect  to 
houses  in  which  the  people  lired,  and  to 
the  land  which  the^  cultivated,  and  out 
of  the  produce  of  which  we  got  onrfood. 
In  point  of  fact,  under  our  presoit 
system,  we  left  untaxed  a  great  pait  of 
the  wealth  of  the  country  which  could 
and  ought  to  bear  taxation-  Of  conne. 
Imperial  taxation  must  be  conadered 
as  well  as  local  taxation  ;  and  no  settle- 
ment could  be  arriTed  at  without  a  cue- 
ful  consideratioa  of  the  oontribniioi 
which  wealth  <^  every  sort  ought  to  ptj 
to  wards  the  burdens  of  theStafs.  He  hid, 
since  he  had  sat  there,  observed  a  great 
disposition  in  the  House  to  think  that  ill 
evils  could  be  cured  by  laying  heavy  bur 
dens  on  land,  although  land  and  hotte« 
now  bore  the  whole  of  the  local  tautioB 
of  the  country,  which  very  maob  of  tht 
perao^ial  wealth  of  the  country  escaped. 
He  trusted,  however,  that  this  dwle 
would  tend  greatly  to  modify  the  hitter 
feeling  which  appeared  to  exist  amongst 
some  Members  of  the  House  towaTds 
those  who  had  invested  their  capital  in 
the  soil  of  the  country.  He  had,forfaii 
own  part,  often  thought  that  the  cooBtiy 
gentlemen  had  made  a  great  nuatibiii 
treating  this  matter  of  local  taxatioi  u 
if  it  were  one  between  town  and  oom- 
try  people.  It  was  nothing  of  the  land. 
It  was  one  between  two  different  dsaM 
of  wealth,  and  not  between  the  peoj^ 
who  lived  in  town  or  country.  He  iM 
glad  that,  except  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  last  spoken,  the  question  had 
been  lifted  to  a  higher  atmosphere,  and 
that  the  discussion  had  been  placed  oi 
its  proper  basis.  He  trusted  that  in 
future  the  question  would  always  be 
dealt  with,  not  as  one  between  townind 
country,  but  as  it  regarded  the  sbiHtyof 
all  classes  in  the  country  to  eontribote 
their  fair  share  towards  the  burdens  of 
the  country,  whatever  might  be  tbe 
source  of  their  income  or  the  kind  of 
property  they  possessed. 
Ma.  H-RTAHQUHABSONCDowt, 

W.)  said,  it  was  admitted  that  tbe  agii- 
cultural  interest  was  practically  on  its 
last  legs,  and  rents  were  gmng 
while  rates  were  not.  What  the  ig"' 
cultural  interest  formerly  demanded  as 
a  matter  of  justice  it  now  demanded  « 
ft  mattw  of  imperious  necessity.  No 
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relief  could  be  obtained  from  Protection, 
it  was  said,  and  the  local  rates  were  the 
only  Bouroe  which  could  be  looked  to 
for  relief.  Those  who  occupied  conn- 
try  manrions  now  were  no  longer  their 
owners ;  tliey  were  let  to  men  who 
had  enormous  fortunes  and  kept  enor- 
mous establishments ;  and  they  ought  to 
pay  their  fair  share  of  the  rates.  They 
used  the  roads  far  more  than  any  of 
the  neighbours,  and  yet  they  got  oS 
with  the  payment  of  a  tenth  part  of  the 
rate  paid  by  their  neighbours  in  propor- 
tion to  the  relative  amount  of  their 
wealth.  The  poor,  the  roads,  and  the 
system  of  elementary  education  ought  to 
be  supported  by  the  wealth  of  the  coun- 
try, and  yet  such  occupiers  of  lai^e 
mansions  escaped  their  fair  share  of  this 
bnrden.  The  agricultural  interest  had 
a  right  to  ask  that  not  simply  these  man- 
sions, but  tiie  wealth  of  those  who  lived 
in  these  mansions,  should  bear  their  fair 
proportion  of  the  local  rates.  If  rates  were 
to  be  levied  upon  pictures,  furniture,  and 
other  wealth  of  this  kind,  would  that  not 
rather  conflict  with  the  idea  of  dividing 
the  rates  between  owners  and  occupiers  ? 
If  that  division  was  carried  out,  would 
not  the  owner,  before  letting  a  house  or 
farm,  be  concerned  to  know  what  per- 
sonal property  the  tenant  would  put  into 
it  to  be  subjected  to  the  local  rates? 
Then  the  Besolution  would  interfere 
with  freedom  of  contract,  and  that 
existed  now,  for  a  farmer  could  judge 
pretty  well  what  rates  he  would  hare  to 
pay  before  ho  took  a  farm.  He  should, 
therefore,  support  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend  tlie  Member  for  Somerset, 
and  oppose  the  Resolution ;  because,  if 
the  Besolution  were  carried,  he  feared 
they  would  be  placing  one  more  obstacle 
in  the  way  of  rating  personal  property. 

Me.  BEINTON  (Kidderminster)  said, 
he  considered  that  all  the  inequalities 
which  prevailed  with  regard  to  the 
taxation  of  property  had  not  been 
covered  by  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bermondsey;  but  there  were 
others  which  ought  to  be  touched  on  and 
remedied  by  a  comprehensive  scheme  of 
legislation  which  alone  could  deal  with 
the  case.  The  House  had  never  liked 
abstract  Besolutions,  and  they  had  the 
highest  authority  for  condemning  them ; 
but  the  case  was  different  when  the 
Besolution  pointed  the  way  to  practical 
legislation.  The  idea  of  just  valuation 
of  propn^  was  what  it  would  let  for  to 


a  responsible  tenant  paying  the  out- 
goings ;  but,  in  his  opinion,  it  would  not 
exacuy  do  to  adhere  strictly  to  that  defi- 
nition. There  were  often  extensions 
made  of  ornamental  character — such, 
for  instance,  as  a  large  range  of  green- 
houses, which,  though  not  adding  to  the 
letting  value  of  the  property,  ought,  in 
his  opinion,  to  be  taxed.  There  were 
also  difficulties  and  anomalies  with  re- 
gard to  the  rating  of  woods  and  forests, 
scarcely  any  two  parts  of  the  country 
in  tbis  respect  being  rated  on  the  same 
principles.  It  was  urgently  necessary 
that  some  definite  principle  should  be 
laid  down  indicating  the  duty  of  the 
assessment  committees  in  matters  such 
as  these.  He  also  held  a  strong  opinion 
as  to  the  necessity  of  making  personal 
as  well  as  real  property  bear  local  har- 
dens. It  was  a  monstrous  iniquity  that 
whilst  agriculturists  and  merchants  were 
bearing  the  burdens  of  the  poor  rate, 
the  school  rate,  and  other  local  rates, 
the  owners  of  personal  property  should 
escape  scot  free.  There  was  a  good  deal 
of  just  complaint  in  respect  of  the  non- 
rating  of  ground  rents  and  the  irregu- 
larities connected  with  the  rating  of 
country  mansions ;  yet  these  could  be 
dealt  with  in  a  short  Act  of  Parliament. 
What  was  wanted  was  a  measure  deal- 
ing in  a  comprehensive  manner  with  the 
far  larger  and  far  more  important  ques- 
tion of  making  personal  as  well  as  real 
property  subject  to  local  burdens.  Hold- 
ing that  view,  and  inasmuch  as  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet  ap- 
peared to  touch  this  important  branch 
of  the  subject  most  closely,  he  considered 
it  his  duty,  as  a  praotioal  man,  to  give  it 
his  support. 

Captain  COTTON  (Cheshire,  Wirral) 
said,  he  was  in  partial  harmony  with 
the  hon.  Member  who  brouKht  forward 
the  Motion  on  the  part  of  it  dealing 
with  the  question  of  the  division  of  the 
rates  between  owner  and  occupier.  He 
believed  that  in  regard  to  house  property 
the  rates  did  in  many  cases  fall  on  the 
occupier,  owing  to  the  agreementshaving 
beenmade  yearsago,  when  the  rates  were 
much  lower  than  now.  But  he  thought 
that  the  rates  in  rural  districts  ulti- 
mately chiefly  fell  on  the  owners  of 
farms,  since  it  was  a  well-known  fact 
that  the  rent  of  a  farm  upon  which 
the  landlord  i^eed  to  pay  all  the 
ratee  was  mudi  hi|^ieT  than  it  other- 
wise would  be.    He  oould  nre  obe 

Digitized  by  GoOg 


1675  local  Taxation 

or  two  instanceB  which  would  help  to 
prore  his  aeaertion.  In  the  first  place, 
they  knew  that  when  farmhoueeB  were 
let  free  of  rates  and  taxes,  as  they  were 
in  certain  cases,  the  landlord  was  entitled 
to  his  equivalent  hy  some  advance  in  the 
rent  he  received ;  and,  again,  they  knew 
that  il  an  assessment  committee  was 
valuing  property  for  the  relief  of  the 
poor,  one  of  the  first  duties  of  the  over- 
seers  or  valuers  was  to  make  inquiries 
and  ascertain  whether  the  land  was  let 
free  of  rates  and  taxes  or  tithes.  If 
the  occupier  paid  them,  it  was  taken 
into  consideration  in  the  rateable  value 
being  more  nearly  assimilated  to  the 
gross  annual  rental.  He  mentioned 
these  cases  because  he  thought  they 
were  sufficient  proof  of  themselves  that 
the  tenant  or  occupier  had  to  give  a  very 
substantial  quid  pro  quo  for  his  advan- 
tages, either  in  the  way  of  increased 
rentfj  to  bis  landlord,  or  else  in  being 
more  highly  assessed.  He  could  quote 
a  stronger  argument  than  that.  Pro- 
fessor Fawcett,  in  his  work  on  political 
economy,  dealt  very  largely  with  that 
question,  and  pointed  out  unmistakably 
that  certainly,  so  far  as  the  rating  upon 
rents  of  farmhouses  was  concerned,  the 
burden  of  rating  did  fall  most  heavily 
on  the  owner,  and  not  on  the  occupier. 
Another  authority,  the  present  Secretary 
of  the  Local  Taxation  Committee,  Major 
Craigie,  in  a  Paper  contributed  to  the 
Hoyal  Agricultural  Society's  journal  in 
1878,  pointed  out  that  the  proportion  of 
rates  between  the  occupier  and  the  owner 
fell  upon  the  owner  and  the  occupier  in 
the  proportion  of  about  10^  to  6^.  He 
tiiought  those  figures  showed  that  the 
burden  upon  the  owner  of  farmhouses 
and  land  exceeded  that  which  fell  on  the 
occupier,  as  far  as  local  taxation  was 
concerned,  by  about  35  per  cent.  Under 
these  tarcumstanoes,  he  could  not  feel 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  made  out 
the  first  part  of  bis  proposal.  But  be 
was  glad  to  agree  with  htm  in  the 
second  part  of  his  proposal,  and  he  did 
so  solely  on  account  of  the  fluctuations 
—or  rather  the  deviations — of  rates  and 
taxes  from  time  to  time.  He  was  quite 
aware  that  in  suggesting  the  division  of 
the  rates  he  was  not  removing  the  bur- 
den of  the  taxation  oS  the  land— that 
was  another  question  altogether.  It 
was  what  he  might  call  a  provisional 
measure  to  suit  the  exigencies  of  the 
present  time,  because  he  beUeved,  &om 
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bis  own  knowledge  and  experience,  that 
a  great  part  of  the  reduction  of  rates 
which  was  now  asked  for  did  not  only 
proceed  from  bad  times  and  the  generally 
depressed  state  of  agriculture,  but  aln 
because  the  farmers  were  unable  to  pay 
the  heavy  rates  which  were  now  placed 
on  their  shoulders.  He  was  aware  that 
that  did  not  do  away  with  the  main 
question  of  removing  the  burdens  off 
the  land ;  but  it  would  have  the  advan* 
tage  of  making  the  tenant  feel  that,  if 
the  rates  went  up,  his  landlord  as  veil 
as  he  would  have  to  bear  the  burden ; 
and,  further,  that  it  would  give  the  j 
landlord  increased  interest  in  the  eco- 
nomical administration  of  tbepoorrates. 
He  had  acquired  some  knowledge  of  the 
subject  from  his  poeition  as  chairman 
of  the  assessment  committee  of  a  lo^e 
union,  and  the  committee  believed  th^ 
they  had  full  power  to  deal  satisfactorily 
with  the  assessment  of  mansions,  and 
that  if  complaints  were  made  the  com- 
mittee were  to  blame.  The  only  faff 
way  of  dealing  with  large  menuon- 
houses  was  to  assess  separately  the 
house  and  the  deer  park  or  park  adja- 
cent, and  to  assess  the  house  on  its  &ir 
lettable  value  without  special  regard  to 
the  cost  of  its  oonstruction.  The  park 
land  ought  then  to  be  rated  as  if  it 
were-  land — other  things  being  equal- 
in  the  neighbourhood  used  for  sgri-  | 
cultural  purposes.  Owners  ought  not  i 
to  be  allowed  to  escape  their  fair  bur- 
dens by  giving  up  a  large  portion  of  I 
their  land  for  purposes  of  pleasure  and 
enjoyment..  He  lelt  sure  he  was  ri^ht 
in  his  view  that  there  was  no  especial 
harm  done  in  the  present  system  of 
rating  mansions,  inasmuch  as  the  two 
great  authorities  on  rating  —  namely, 
Fenfold  and  Castle — hud  no  particular 
stress  on  the  question  of  these  mansion- 
houses  of  which  so  much  had  been  made 
in  the  debate.  He  felt  some  perplexity  u 
to  how  he  should  vote,  as  he  reooUeowls 
littlo  time  ago  three  successive  divinons 
on  one  question.  He  agreed  with  Ike 
hon.  Member  for  Bermondsey  on  one 
portion  of  his  Motion ;  he  partially  agreed 
with  him  on  another;  he  was  totally 
opposed  to  him  on  a  third  ;  and  on  the 
fourth  division  of  his  Motion  he  did  not 
wish  to  vote  at  all.  In  these  circum-  | 
stances,  what  was  an  unfortonste  new  | 
Member  to  do  ?  He  thought  rates 
ought  to  be  divided  between  owner  and 
occupier,  and  he  agreed  with  the  last 
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speaker  that  the  oliief  thing  wanted  was 
a  thorough  and  comprehensive  reform 
of  the  whole  system  of  local  taxation. 

Mb.  a.  £.  F£ABE(York)  said,  he  must 
denj  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Bermond- 
sey  had  any  desire  in  this  matter  to  in- 
terfere with  the  freedom  of  contract  as  be- 
tween theoccupierandownerof  land.  The 
hon.  Member  for  West  Borsetfihire  had 
eaid  he  looked  to  the  rating  of  personal 
property  for  looal  purposes  as  affording 
some  relief  from  the  local  burdens  whidi. 
now  weighed  heavily  upon  the  agricul- 
turists ox  the  country.    He  (Mr.  A.  E, 
Pease)  hoped  that  personu  property 
would  be  made  to  contribute  towards 
local  taxation ;  but  hon.  Members  must 
remember  that  if  such  property  were 
rendered  liable  to  looal  taxation,  the 
farmer's  personal  property — a  farmer's 
goods  and  chattels  and  stock  and  balance 
at  the  bank— might  become  subject  to 
taxation,  and  that,  heavy  as  the  burdens 
endured  by  the  occujpiers  of  the  country 
districts  were,  the  injustice  was  far  more 
glaring  iu  the  case  of  towns.   In  the 
first  place,  the  rates  in  towns  were,  as  a 
rule,  very  much  heavier  than  those  in 
the  country  districts ;  and,  in  the  second 
place,  the  increase  in  the  rates  in  coun- 
try districts  during  the  last  10  years  bad 
not  been  anything  like  so  large  as  the 
increase  in  the  rates  of  towns.  From 
the  Local  Government  Board  Beport 
for  1884-5,  he  foand  that  the  increase 
iu  rates  during  the  last  10  years  of 
which  the  Beport  took  cognizance  was 
£d,60U,000.     Of   that    increase  only 
£200,000  was  contributed  by  purely 
•  rural  districts,  and  £1,100,000  by  mixed 
urban  and  rural  districts.    Purely  urban 
districts,  therefore,  contributed  upwards 
of  £4,250,000  out  of  the  increase  of 
£5,000,000.  These  were  two  very  impor- 
tant reasons  why  he  thought  the  unfair- 
ness in  the  incidence  of  local  taxation 
was  a  question  of  more  importance  to 
those  living  in  towns  than  to  those 
living  in  the  country  places.    But  there 
was  still  another  consideration  which 
influenced  him  in  supporting  the  Motion 
of  bis  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Eogers);  and 
that  was  that  the  occupier  in  tlie  town, 
by  the  improvements  for  which  he  bad 
to  pay  as  a  ratepayer,  contributed  largely 
to  the  value  of  the  property  of  someone 
else.  Supposing  £100,000  was  borrowed 
for  21  years  by  an  urban  authority  for 
town  improvements,  and  that  a  rate  of 
If.  in  the  pound  was  levied  to  pay  in- 
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terest  and  principal,  at  the  expiration  of 
the  21  years  an  owner  might  find  his  pro- 
perty improved  without  any  expenditure 
whatever  on  his  part.  Furthermore,  the 
rate  would  be  remitted,  and  in  that  re- 
spect also  his  property  was  vastly  im- 
proved; and,  in  the  third  place,  an 
owner  with  t^e  rates  remitted,  and  his 
property  improved,  would  have  an  op- 
portunity of  raifflng  his  rents  to  a  very 
large  extent.  These  considerations  also 
induced  him  (Mr.  A.  E.  Pease]  to  sup- 
port the  first  part  of  the  Motion.  He 
acknowledged  that  the  rating  of  country 
mansions  was  not  satisfactory.  It  was 
well  to  remember,  however^  that  the 
rating  was  fixed  upon  a  definite  principle 
— namely,  the  letting  value  of  the  pro- 
perty ;  and  so  long  as  that  principle 
remained  in  force,  taking  into  considera- 
tion the  enormous  number  of  mansions 
now  to  be  let,  care  must  be  taken  not  to 
overtax  the  owners  of  coimtry  mansions. 
A  tax  levied  on  these  properties  on  a 
different  system  to  that  on  which  it  was 
levied  on  other  property  would,  in  his 
opinion,  be  grossly  unfair.  It  would 
result  in  a  tax  upon  the  building  trade, 
upon  the  employment  which  the  reu-  - 
dents  in  country  mansions  give  to  a 
large  number  of  people  on  the  estate, 
and  upon  the  residents  in  the  country, 
and  it  would  also  result  in  a  premium  on 
absenteeism.  He  was  persuaded  hia 
hon.  Friend  would  not  countenance  any 
unfair  assessment  of  country  mansions. 
He  would,  however,  like  to  see  the  whole 
question  put  on  a  different  footing,  for 
all  must  acknowledge  that  country  man- 
sions did  not  at  present  contribute  their 
fair  share  towards  the  rates.  He  in- 
tended to  support  the  Motion  in  prefer- 
ence to  the  Amendment  for  another 
reason,  and  that  was  that  he  considered  the 
oiroumstances  required  immediate  action. 

Mb.  DUNCOMBE(Tork,E.E.,How- 
denshire)  said,  it  was  a  strange  thing  to 
a  new  Member  to  lliink  that  year  after 
year  tbisqueetion  came  before  theHouse, 
and  yet  was  no  nearer  a  settlement. 
They  all  saw  the  necessity  for  some 
change ;  but  it  was  only  on  those  ooca- 
sions  which,  unfortunately,  were  only 
too  rare,  when  a  Conservative  Govern- 
ment was  in  power,  that  anything  like  a 
practical  step  was  taken.  Even  those 
who  were  only  indirectly  connected  with 
land  must  admit  that  the  grievances  of 
the  landed  and  agricultural  interest  had 
a  considerable  degree  of  reality  about 
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them.  The  necessity  of  taking  some 
steps  for  remedying  the  unfairness  of 
the  incidence  of  local  burdens  might  be 
inferred  from  the  fact  that  in  many 
places  land  was  going  out  of  cultivation 
altogether.  In  other  places  land  which 
a  few  years  ago  let  for  95».  an  acre 
now  only  let  for  an  acre;  and  it 
now  happened  every  day  that  land  put 
up  to  auction  was  withdrawn  without  a 
bid  being  made  for  it ;  whereas  a  few 
years  ago  it  would  have  been  sold  for 
30  years'  purchase.  It  seemed  to  him 
astonishing  that,  witii  thatatate  of  things 
before  them,  it  should  have  boen  thought 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the 
Beaolution  that  any  re*adjuBtment  of 
local  burdens  could  meet  the  difficulties 
of  the  case.  It  was  impossible  to  con- 
ceive that  the  mere  shifting  of  burdens 
from  the  tenant  to  the  landlord  could  pos- 
sibly be  an  adequate  way  of  grappling 
with  the  difficulty.  He  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  that  if  there  was  such  a 
complete  revision  of  local  taxation  as  to 
leave  to  thelandlordpaymentof  the  whole 
of  the  rates  the  difficulty  would  not  be 
materially  touched.  Under  the  circum- 
stances he  thought  they  had  a  right  to 
come  to  the  great  Council  of  the  Nation 
and  ask  that  something  should  be  done 
for  a  great  industry.  Without  exagge- 
ration, he  might  say  we  were  standing 
hj  the  deathbed  of  one  of  our  greatest 
fmglish  industries.  Surely  it  was  not 
too  much  to  ask  Parliament,  which  was 
supposed  to  represent  the  sound  com- 
mon sense  of  the  nation,  to  do  some- 
thing to  avert  a  great  and  impending 
calamity.  Unless  something  was  done 
very  speedily,  the  whole  country  would 
suffer  to  an  extent  it  woidd  take  great 
detail  to  describe.  One  of  the  results 
of  the  existing  state  of  things  was  that 
the  agricultural  labourers  were  being 
driven  from  the  country  into  the  towns, 
thereby  adding  to  the  number  of  the 
unemployed,  and  increasing  the  depres- 
sion from  which  the  towns  were  suffer- 
ing. Another  result  was  that  we  were 
becoming  more  and  more  dependent 
upon  foreign  countries  for  our  food  sap- 
plies  ;  and  if  this  was  to  be  recognized  as 
a  permanent  state  of  things,  if  we  were 
to  be  almost  exclusively  dependent  on 
foreign  supplies  for  our  sustenance,  then 
he  thought  the  House  was  bound  to 
listen  to  the  arguments  of  the  gallant 
Bepresentative  of  the  Naval  Service 
(Ijord   Charles  Beresfoid),  and  give 
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us  a  Navy   that   would   protect  ui 
from  blockade ;  that  would  preserve  to 
us  our  food  supplies,    and   save  our 
countrymen  from  possible   death  b; 
starvation.    He  was  quite  aware  he 
would  be  met  by  the  Chanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer  with  the  usual  ailment  that 
the  Beserve  Funds  at  his  disposal  were 
not  sufficient  to  meet  all  the  demands 
made  upon  them ;  and  possibly  some 
other  Member  of  the  Government  would 
rise,  and  in  an  outburst  of  petulance  tell 
those  who  were  taking  this  view  of  the 
ease  they  were  advooating-  nnsoimd 
finaooe.    But  money  was  sometimM 
forthcoming  for  objects  not  so  worthy 
of  consideration  as  that  for  which  he 
pleaded.   It  was  just  possible  tiiat  hon. 
Members  who  would  upbraid  him  for 
asking  for  a  comparatively  small  sam 
for  a  necessary  object  would  come  alUr- 
wards  and  ask  for  an  enormous  sum, 
amounting,  perhaps,  to  £100,000,000, 
for  purposes  the  necessity  for  which  was 
not  altogether  apparent.  After  all,  there 
was  nothing  unreasonable  in  the  request 
the  agricultural  interest  made.  The; 
only  asked  that  towards  burdens  which 
were  called  local,  but  which  were,  to  a 
great  extent,  connected  with  national 
objects,   more  contribution  should  be 
made  from  the  National  Exchequer. 
They  asked  that  the  owners  of  fnnded 
pnHterty  who  resided  in  the  couctrj, 
and  who  received  the  advantages  of 
local  rates,  should  contribute  something 
towards  those  rates,  which  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  fell  exclusively  upon  owners 
and  occupiers — and  they  asked  thatthfl 
Bailway  Companies  should  no  longer 
harass  and  oppress  an  important  British 
industry  by  giving  the  foreign  producer 
a  preferential   advantage  in  railway 
rates.     Surely  these  were  not  unreason- 
able demands ;  and  he  trusted  that  this 
new  House  of  Commons  would  show  an 
active  and  practical  sympathy  with  an 
interest  which,  whether  depressed  or 
prosperous,  must  vitally  affect  eveij 
other  industry  of  the  country. 

Mb.  HANDEL  OOSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  said,  he  had  listened  with  a  ^] 
deal  of  attention  to  his  hon. 
(Mr.  Thorold  Rogers)  who  introduced 
the  Motion,  and  his  argument  bad 
brought  him  to  quite  a  contrary  ooo- 
olusion  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppoBite- 
He  hoped  the  new  House,  in  close  touch 
with  the  people  as  it  was,  would  do  what 
it  could  to  redress  the  wrong  inflioted  m 
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the  past  by  putting  the  weight  of  the 
burden  on  trade  and  commerce  rather 
than  on  the  landed  interest  represented 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  One 
main  reason  why  he  supported  the  prin- 
ciple inrolved  in  the  incidence  of  taxa- 
tion recommended  by  his  hon.  Friend 
was  that  if  that  principle  were  applied, 
if  landlords  were  made  to  bear  their  fair 
share  of  looal  taxation,  he  felt  confident 
it  would  lead  to  an  increased  economy 
in  local  expenditure.  A  large  amount 
of  spending  power  was  in  the  hands  of 
ex  officio  Guardians;  and  he  did  not  see 
why  those  who  had  to  do  with  the  ex- 
penditure should  not  bear  their  share  of 
the  burden.  It  would  add  greatly  to 
economy  to  have  that  burden  fairly  dis- 
tributed. It  was  perfectly  monstrous 
the  way  in  which  mansions  were  taxed. 
If  they  were  fairly  taxed  they  would 
pay  on  what  they  cost,  not  on  what 
they  let  for.  Did  hon.  Members  happen 
to  know  that  trade  was  taxed  on  what 
was  expended  on  it  ?  Nothing  stood 
out  more  dearly  as  an  iajustice  in  the 
country  districts  than  to  see  ordinary 
houses  of  the  middle  and  poorer  classes 
rated  at  their  full  value,  while  mansions 
were  rated  very  much  below.  This  was 
an  injustice  that  the  sense  of  the  House 
Tould  sooner  or  later  remove. 

Ms.  AMBB03E  (Middlesex,  Harrow) 
said,  he  did  not  see  why  it  should  be 
unjust  for  the  first  incidence  of  taxation 
to  fall  upon  the  occupiers,  seeing  that 
they  agreed  when  they  took  premises 
to  pay  the  rates.  It  was  not  pretended 
that  the  occupiers  were  a  class  incapable 
of  making  their  own  bargains.  An  oc- 
cupier  knew  perfectly  well  when  he  took 
premises  that  he  had  to  pay  rates.  He 
should  like  to  know  upon  what  principle 
it  was  unjust  for  a  man  to  perform  Lis 
own  contract— that  was  to  say,  for  an 
oooapier  to  carry  out  an  wreement  made 
between  himself  and  the  landlord.  The 
only  man  who  could  properly  pay  the 
taxes  and  take  the  responsibility  was 
the  man  who  resided  on  the  spot,  and 
was  in  a  position  to  deal  with  the  expen- 
diture connected  with  the  neighbour- 
hood in  which  he  lived.  There  could  be 
no  injustice  in  an  occupier,  who  was  the 
owner  for  the  time  being;  paying  the 
tax  which  he  had  agreed  to  pay,  and 
which  formed  part  of  the  conditions  of 
his  tenancy.  Although  the  present  sys- 
tem of  taxation  had  been  condemned, 
he  had  not  heard  the  lightest  bu^iob- 


tion  as  to  how,  or  in  what  way,  it  was 
proposed  to  collect  the  Eevenue  if  the 
existing  system  should  be  abolished. 
The  present  system  was  nearly  as  simple 
as  it  could  be.  The  full  value  was  taken 
in  the  assessment  nxade — and  he  never 
heard  of  any  unfairness  or  partiality  in 
the  assessment  of  property — the  occu- 
pier paid,  having  made  his  bargain  with 
his  immediate  landlord,  and  the  land- 
lord with  his  mortgage,  and  so  on. 
They  bad  not  heard  from  Gentlemen 
who  condemned  the  system  the  faintest 
shadow  of  a  suggestion  how  the  injus- 
tice they  alleged  was  to  be  remedied,  or 
how  wo  were  to  have  a  system  which 
would  be  equitable-  And  now  a  word 
with  respect  to  the  owners  of  mansions. 
It  had  been  said  that  eveiything  was  to 
be  taxed  according  to  cost.  He  denied 
altogether  that  the  cost  of  a  thing  ought 
to  be  the  sole  criterion  of  its  actual 
value.  A  man  might  spend  much  more 
on  a  house  than  the  house  was  worth.  A 
friend  of  his  had  built  a  house,  and  as 
he  wanted  to  go  elsewhere  for  the  bene- 
fit  of  his  health  he  tried  to  dispose  of 
it ;  but  everyone  who  came  to  see  about 
it  always  made  the  inquiry  how  many 
gardeners  would  be  required,  and  so  on. 
A  thing  should  be  taken  with  its  encum- 
brances. As  to  that  part  of  the  Resolu- 
tion which  stated  that  the  owners  of 
ground  rents  in  towns  were  liable  to  no 
part  of  those  charges,  the  outlay  of 
which  was  essential  in  order  that  the 
property  might  possess  any  marketable 
value  whatever,  he  might  observe  that 
in  all  cases  within  his  knowledge  where 
there  were  ground  rents,  the  owners  of 
those  ground  rents  were  the  people  who 
laid  out  the  land  for  building,  and  the 
streets,  who  made  the  sewers,  laid  down 
the  water-pipes,  and  made  all  the  ar- 
rangements necessary  for  habitation, 
and  having  done  that  they  let  out  the 
land  at  ground  rents  with  a  view  to  com- 
pensate themselves  for  the  outlay.  It 
was  the  money  thus  laid  out  which  made 
the  houses  habitable.  It  should  be  borne 
in  mind,  too,  that  ground  rents  already 
paid  their  proportion  of  Property  and 
Income  Tax,  and  that  remark  held  good 
of  all  the  owners,  legatees,  annuitants, 
and  so  forth.  It  should  be  also  remem- 
bered that  in  every  case  the  ground 
landlord  let  the  land  for  aterm  of  years, 
say  60  or  80,  and  during  all  that  period 
the  increased  value  would  belong  to  the 
tenant.    Why,  thenrfbre,  should  the 
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ground  landlord,  who  had  let  his  pro- 
perty on  the  condition  that  the  tenant 
should  pay  the  charges,  be  called  upon 
to  do  what  the  tenant  by  the  terms 
of  his  contract  had  undertaken  to  per- 
form ?  He  opposed  this  Keaolutioo, 
because  he  oooceired  it  to  be  calculated 
to  do  exceedingly  great  mischief.  When 
the  country  was  distressed,  and  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  ought  to  be  given 
to  matters  which  affected  our  commer- 
oial  interests  and  the  doTelopment  of 
OUT  trade,  was  it  right  or  wise  that  they 
shoctld  oocupy  their  time  with  questions, 
directly  in  tiie  nature  of  claas  queationa, 
which  could  only  tend  to  disturb  the  re- 
lations between  landlord  and  tenant,  and 
render  those  relations,  which  were  now 
amicable,  disagreeable  to  both  ?  Was  our 
legislation  with  regard  to  Ireland  so  suc- 
cessful as  to  encourage  us  to  enter  upon  a 
similar  course  for  this  country  ?  In  his 
Tiewof  the  case,  andaf  terau  ezperienceof 
some  hundreds  of  years— {^Laughter.'] 
He  congratulated  hon.  Members  upon 
thelrdispositiontobemerry;  buthecould 
not  congratulate  them  on  their  intelli- 
gent understanding  of  what  he  was  say- 
ing. What  he  was  about  to  say  was 
that  this  system  of  collecting  from  the 
occupier  had  been  approved  oy  the  ex- 
perience of  hundreds  of  years.  Having 
regard  to  that  experience,  and  to  the 
fact  that  those  who  proxrased  this  Beso- 
lution  had  not  suggested  any  substitute 
for  the  present  system,  he  would  oppose 
the  Motion  as  impracticable  in  itself  and 
calculated  to  disturb  the  relations  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant. 

Tub  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Joseph 
Ch&hbeblain)  (Birmingham,  W.)  said, 
that  he  did  not  propose  to  follow  the 
hoD.  and  learned  Member  who  had  just 
sat  down — he  really  did  not  feel  com- 
petent to  follow  an  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who,  although  a  new  Mem- 
ber, had  had  an  experience  of  hundreds 
of  years.  [Mr.  Aubbose  :  I  did  not  say 
BO.]  Ho  was  quite  content  to  leave  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman to  be  answered  by  hon.  Members 
sitting  on  the  same  Side  of  the  House. 
Until  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  got 
up  to  speak,  there  appeared  to  be  really 
a  general  agreement  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  as  to  the  main  principle 
which  they  had  to  consider  in  this  de- 
bate. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
occupied  rather  an  exceptional  position, 

Mr.  Ambrtae 


and  he  was  sure  he  would  excuse  him  if 
he  passed  over  bis  axgument  and  con- 
sidered those  which  had  been  offered  bj 
his  Predecessors  in  the  debate.  The  hon. 
Baronet  who  moved  the  Amendment 
spoke  of  this  as  being  a  very  dull  sub- 
ject. He  supposed  the  hon.  Baronet 
was  right;  but  he  thought  that  the 
House  would  agree  that  they  had  bad 
an  interesting  and  an  instructive  debate. 
He  could  not  conceive  any  subject  in- 
troduced more  favourably  to  the  House 
than  this  had  been  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bermondsey  (Mr.  Thorold  Sogns], 
who  certaialy  had  shown  skill  and  pova 
to  invest  a  dull  subject  with  intereit 
not  very  common  in  debate  in  the  Hodm 
of  Commons.  In  dealing  with  tlus  sub- 
ject he  felt  a  certain  difficulty— he 
found  his  hands  tied  behind  his  bai^— 
because  it  would  not  be  right  to  aodci- 
pate  any  statement  that  might  be  made 
hereafter  when  a  Bill  was  introduced  oa 
behalf  of  the  Government  for  dealing 
with  the  whole  of  this  question.  All  he 
oould  do  was  to  refer  to  general  prin- 
ciples, without  making  any  disclosurea 
ox  the  actual  intentions  of  the  Ghirem- 
ment.  It  appeared  to  him,  hovever, 
that  almost  ibr  the  6r8t  time  in  the  his- 
tory of  this  subject  there  was  ruUjr 
something  like  general  agreement  upM 
principles.  This  was  the  first  occaaioB 
on  which  local  taxation  had  been  de- 
bated in  the  present  House  of  Commons; 
but  in  the  last  House  of  Commons  the 
subject  was  one  of  continual  controvenj 
between  the  two  sides  of  the  House. 
That  would  not  be  so  that  evening:,  u 
far  as  he  was  concerned,  as  he  was  in 
the  exceptional  position  of  being  able  to 
agree  with  everybody.  He  agreed  with  the 
introducer  of  the  Motion,  and  he  agreed 
with  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment.  " 
really  appeared  that  the  House  of  Com- 
moas  was  for  once  a  sort  of  bapp/ 
family.  Might  it  long  continue,  f^' 
though  he  agreed  with  the  conciuiion* 
,  of  his  hon.  Friend  and  of  the  hon. 
Baronet,  he  would  not  pledge  himseU 
to  agree  with  all  the  arguments  ana 
statements  which  they  had  made  in  ttie 
course  of  the  debate.  The  hon.  Meniber 
for  Bermondsey  had  proposed  that  there 
should  be  a  division  of  rates  as  be- 
tween owner  and  occupier,  and  the  htffl- 
Baronet  included  that  in  his  Amend- 
ment. The  hon.  Baronet,  from  the  ter^J* 
of  his  Amendment  and  from  hia  JP"^ 
was  of  opinion  that  a  more  compl*"'*' 
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adjustment  of  rates  was  necessary.  He 
thought  that  there  would  be  veiy  little 
di£ference  of  opinion  in  the  House  as  to 
the  desirability  of  that  re-adjnstment. 
He  did  not  himself  anticipate  any  very 
^at  practical  result  from  such  a  re-ad- 
justment ;  bat  he  tiionght  it  Tould  give 
satisfaction  to  interests  which  at  present 
considered  themselves  to  be  the  subjects 
of  injustice.  He  did  not  doubt  for  a 
moment  that  when  rents  were  settled 
the  question  of  taxation  was  taken  into 
account,  and  to  some  extent  affected  the 
amount  of  the  rent,  and  that  the  injus- 
tfce,  where  it  was  injustice,  applied  to 
the  case  where  there  had  unquestion- 
ably been  increased  taxation  since  the 
terms  of  the  lease  had  been  settled.  If 
that  were  so,  was  there  any  objection  to 
the  change,  although,  perhaps,  it  should 
make  them  cautious  of  expecting  auy 
advantage  from  it?  There  was,  how- 
ever, one  point  of  great  importance,  if 
this  change  were  to  be  made,  to  which 
his  hon.  friend  bad  not  referrod,  and  as 
to  which  be  bad  not  given  any  definite 
opinion  himself.  If  a  portion  of  the 
rates  were  to  be  charged  against  the 
owner,  it  was  said  that  it  would  be  in- 
terfering with  existing  contracts.  The 
whole  of  the  matter  had  been  discussed 
very  fully  at  the  time  of  the  celebrated 
Beport  upon  Local  Taxation  by  his  right 
Lon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Edinburgh 
(Mr.  Goschen).  His  right  hon.  Friend 
proposed  in  his  draft  Beport— and  the 
Committee  subsequently  accepted  it — the 
recommendation  that  this  re-apportion- 
ment of  taxation  between  owner  and 
occupier  should  only  come  into  effect 
after  a  few  years'  interval,  and  that  tiien 
the  owners  should  be  entitled  to  charge 
the  average  amount  of  the  rates  for  the 
previous  10  years,  in  addition  to  the 
rent  in  his  lease  ;  so  that  as  far  as  exist- 
ing leases  went  there  would  be  no  in- 
creased charge  upon  the  owner,  and  the 
recommendation  only  took  effect  with 
regard  to  new  leases.  That  was  a  re- 
commendation made  a  long  time  ago, 
end  would  not  be  now  adequate  to  meet 
the  public  sentiment  which  at  present 
existed  upon  this  question.  He  should 
be  very  sorry  to  pledge  himself  or  the 
Government  on  this  question ;  but  he 
was  bound  to  point  out  that  it  would  be 
ven  deurable,  in  the  interests  of  owners 
and  occupieis,  that  satisfaction  should 
be  given  within  a  limited  period  when- 
arer  the  present  system  was  interfored 


with.  He  believed  that  satisfaction 
would  only  be  given  if  the  effect  of  any 
change  was  immediate  and  applied  to 
all  leases,  past  as  well  as  future.  It  had 
been  objected  that  this  was  an  inter- 
ference with  contracts,  and  was,  there- 
fore, altogether  unjustifiable,  and  that 
it  was  relieving  one  class  of  taxpayers 
at  tho  expense  of  another.  He  wished 
to  point  out  that  that  was  the  result  of 
every  new  tax.  To  his  mind,  at  all 
events,  it  was  not  a  complete  nor  a 
conclusive  answer  to  a  proposal  of  this 
kind  that  it  altered  the  incidence  of 
taxation  between  owner  and  occupier, 
and  because  it  seemed  at  first  sight  to 
be  an  alteration  of  existing  contracts. 
They  had  not  to  consider  the  question 
of  contract  between  owner  and  occupier ; 
they  had  only  to  consider  whether,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  owner,  paid  too  little 
and  the  occupier  paid  too  much,  and  in 
what  way  they  might  alter  it  by  the 
imposition  of  new  taxation.  Then  the 
hon.  Member  proposed  another  im- 
portant change,  that  the  law  of  rating, 
as  regarded  the  taxation  of  parks  and 
mansions,  should  be  altered ;  and  he 
thought  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
made  out  a  very  strong  case  in  favour 
of  that  change,  which  bad  probably 
struck  every  Member  of  that  House. 
The  hon.  Member  behind  him,  who  sat 
for  one  of  the  divisions  of  Durham,  said 
that  this  maitor  had  never  been  brought 
before  the  Courts,  and  that  the  assess- 
ment committees  throughout  the  country 
were  acting  upon  an  interpretation  of 
the  law  which  had  no  legal  authority ; 
but  he  had  before  him  the  particidara 
of  a  case  in  the  Queen's  Benoh  Divi- 
sion, where  a  decision  was  given  to  the 
effect  that  in  considering  the  rating  of 
parks  and  mansions  the  rate  must  be 
made  on  the  basis  of  what  the  tenant 
would  pay  if  he  were  not  likely  to  be 
disturbed  in  his  tenancy.  Take  the  case 
of  Blenheim,  which  be  had  never  seen, 
but  which  he  believed  was  a  white 
elephant,  a  tremendous  palace  presented 
by  the  nation  to  the  Duke  of  Marl- 
borough, the  mere  expense  of  keeping 
up  of  which  would  require  a  very  large 
income.  If  the  present  owner  desired 
to  give  it  up  it  would  be  almost  impos- 
sible to  find  a  tenant  for  it  upon  any 
terms  whatever ;  therefore,  tho  local 
assessment  of  Blenheim  was  ridiculously 
small,  probably  smaller  than  that  of 
some  moderate  bouses  in  the  same  or 
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other  parts  of  the  country.  It  had  also 
been  suggested  that  iaatead  of  assessing 
the  parks  and  mansions  according  to 
their  rent  they  should  be  assessed  ao- 
cording  to  their  original  cost.  What 
would  be  the  effect  of  that  ?  The  pro- 
posal sounded  primd  facie  a  fair  one 
enough  ;  but,  in  his  opinion,  the  House 
would  not  be  wise  in  aoceptiDg  it.  The 
result  in  such  a  case  as  Blenheim  would 
be  that  with  any  peroenta^  upon  the 
original  cost  of  the  mansion  the  rate 
would  be  BO  high  that  an  ordinary  tenant 
would  be  unalile  to  continue  his  occu- 
pancy ;  and  the  owner,  unless  he  hap- 
pened to  be  a  person  of  exceptional 
wealth,  would  be  obliged  to  give  up  his 
occupancy  also  and  to  pull  down  the 
house.  And,  therefore,  if  the  idea  of 
cost  were  taken  as  the  basis  of  rating  in 
every  case,  it  would  lead  to  the  destruc- 
tion of  many  of  the  most  splendid  his- 
torical places  in  the  country,  and  of 
many  very  old  and  interesting  country 
houses  which,  as  now  maintained,  were 
part  of  the  tradition  and  the  glory  of 
the  country,  but  which  could  only  be 
maintained  if  a  reasonable  valuation 
were  placed  upon  them.  But  although 
he  found  himself  quite  unable  to  agree 
that  coat  should  be  taken  as  the  basis  of 
valuation,  on  the  other  hand  he  did  not 
think  that  the  present  system  of  valua- 
tion was  satisfactory.  He  would  be 
inclined  to  take  the  view  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Local  Taxation,  who  proposed 
that  in  the  first  instance  there  should  be 
taken  the  selling  value  of  the  property, 
and  that  the  ratal  value  should  oe  some- 
thing like  4  per  cent  on  that  selling 
valuation.  This  would  not  be  oppres- 
sive, and  would,  at  the  same  time,  be 
considerably  more  than  the  present  as- 
sessment. The  hon.  Baronet  opposite, 
by  his  Amendment,  raised  a  question 
which  had  been  frequently  discussed  in 
that  House,  and  bad  instituted  a  com- 
parison between  the  incidence  of  taxa- 
tion on  real  and  on  personal  property. 
The  hon.  Baronet  had  asserted  that  his 
figures  were  indisputable  ;  but,  for  his 
own  part,  he  did  not  know  of  auy  figures 
which  were  not  disputable.  But  he 
could  assure  the  hon.  Baronet  that  his 
figures  were  particularly  bo,  and  tbat 
they  had  been  constantly  the  subject  of 
dispute  since  this  question  was  raised  in 
the  House  of  Oommons.  The  difference 
between  him  and  the  hon.  Baronet  con- 
sisted very  much  in  the  way  in  which  he 

Mr.  Jetqph  Chm^O'hin 


used  his  figures.  The  hon.  Baronet 
always  spoke  of  real  property  as  in- 
cluding houses  and  land  ;  but,  after  aU, 
his  interest  was  entirely  confined  to  land. 
[«No!"X  But  it  was  so. 

8iB  EECHAED  PAGET  said,  his 
Amendment  was  directed  to  local  taxa- 
tion and  its  incidence  on  real  proportj, 
including  houses. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  CHAMBERLAIN  said, 
he  could  not  help  retaining  his  own 
opinion  that  it  was  the  land  which  chieflj 
interested  the  hon.  Baronet.    At  any 
rate,  he  felt  certain  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  would  consider  as  ridiculously 
inadequate  any  alteration  of  the  law 
which  dealt  only  with  houses.    It  was 
the  land  occupied  by  the  farmers  and 
owned  by  the  landlords  which  they  were 
anxious  to  relieve  from  what  they  said 
was  an  excessive  burden  of  taxation ; 
but  when  they  came  to  prove  that  it  was 
subject  to  excessive  taxation  they  always 
included  houses,  whicb,  after  all,  was  a 
kind  of  property  which  it  was  very  diffi- 
cult indeed  to  distinguish  from  personal 
property.    But  in  the  larger  sense  in 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  was  wilting  that 
his  Amendment  should  be  ioterpreted 
he  was  willing  to  agree  to  it,  as  he  was 
desirous  that  all  classes  of  property 
should  contribute  fairly  to  local  as 
well  as  to  Imperial  taxation.   He  had 
publicly  stated  on  many  occasions  his 
opinion  that  personal  property  did  not 
at  present  contribute  fairly  to  taxation. 
But  the  hon.  Baronet  had  ridiculed  the 
argument  often  put  forward  that  when 
they  came  to  consider  the  burdens  on 
land  they  had  to  separate  what  had  been 
called  hereditary  burdens  and  the  bur- 
dens of  additional  or  new  taxation.  He 
made  merry  with  the  term  hereditaiy 
burdens,  and  said  the  police  and  educa- 
tion rates  were  not  hereditary  burdens. 
But  that  was  not  the  questioo.  In 
reality,  it  did  not  matter  under  what 
name  the  taxation  on  land  was  levied. 
The  first  question  to  ask  was  whether 
the  present  taxation  on  land  was,  as  a 
whole,  greater  than  it  wAs  many  years 
ago.    How  would  the  hon.  Baronet  like 
to  go  back  to  the  hereditary  burden 
upon  land  ?    Was  he  prepared  for  the 
4i.  land  tax  ?   That  was  a  larger  ques- 
tion than  any  raised  by  his  Motion  ;  but 
when  the  hon.  Baronet  talked  of  here- 
ditary burdens  he  would  answer  him  by 
saying  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  he  did 
not  believe  that  at  the  present  time  the 
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burdens  on  land  had  been  materially 
increased  during  the  last  100  years; 
and  in  these  circumstances  they  bad  the 
right  to  consider  that  a  large  proportion 
were  hereditary  burdens,  in  this  sense 
that  they  were  the  State  rent  on  the 
land — not  a  tax  on  current  expenditure 
—under  which  all  land  transactions  had 
taken'place  for  a  great  number  of  years. 

Sra  BIOHASD  PAGET  aaid,  that 
what  he  meant  was  that  the  land  tax 
should  be  levied,  as  it  was  originally 
levied,  on  all  property. 

Me.  JOSEPH  CHAMBERLAIN  said, 
that  here  the  hon.  Baronet  invited  him 
into  a  historical  disquisition  on  the  land 
tax,  for  which  he  did  not  think  the  House 
was  at  present  prepared;  but  whenever 
that  matter  arose  properly  in  the  course 
of  debate  he  would  be  perfectly  prepared 
to  state  his  opinion,  which  was  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  was  entirely  mistaken,  and 
that  the  4«.  land  tax,  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  imagined  was  levied  on  all 
kinds  of  property,  was,  in  fact,  col- 
lected only  from  land,  and  was  in  no 
sense  a  tax  on  personal  property.  But, 
after  all,  the  hon.  Baronet  spoke  chiefly 
irom  a  large  experionce  of  land,  and 
the  occupation  of  land  in  the  rural 
districts.  He  could  speak  from  a  large 
experience  of  the  effect  of  local  taxation 
in  towns  and  urban  districts ;  and  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  the  grievance  was 
much  greater  to  the  shopkeeping  popu- 
lation than  it  was  in  the  case  of  the 
farmers  and  the  landowners.  A  shop- 
keeper in  a  town  was  charged  for  ell 
loc^  improvements  in  proportion  to  the 
premises  which  he  occupied.  So  was 
the  manufacturer,  or  a  banker ;  but  it 
might  happen  that  a  banker  was  making 
an  enormous  profit  out  of  premises  wbtoh 
had  a  comparatively  low  rating.  He 
might  be  rated  at  £1,000,  for  instance, 
and  might  make  an  annual  profit  of 
£20,000;  but  £1,000  would  not  be  a 
heavy  rating  for  a  large  shop,  the  profits 
from  which  could  hardly  do  expected 
to  exceed  £3,000  or  £4,000  a-year. 
Therefore,  the  shopkeeper  would  pay 
five  times  as  much  as  the  banker 
in  proportion  to  his  profits ;  and  in 
the  same  way  he  might  establish  an- 
other series  of  illustrations  equally 
exhibiting  anomalies  and  injustice. 
He  knew  of  a  very  curious  case — 
the  case  of  a  man  who  died  leaving 
an  enormous  fortune — something  like 
£1,000,000,  and  who  had  lived  in  a 


house  the  value  of  which  did  not  exceed 
£S0  a-year.  Could  there  be  a  greater 
anomaly  than  that  of  a  man  whose  in- 
come was  probably  £60,000  a-year  rated 
to  the  local  taxation  of  the  town  in 
which  he  lived  on  not  more  than  £30 
a-year  ?  He  was  bringing  forward  these 
arguments  in  aid  of  the  hon.  Baronet, 
for  he  was  going  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment; but  hon.  Members  opposite 
seemed  to  think  he  was  ai^guing  against 
it.  Quite  the  reverse.  As  far  as  the 
Amendment  went  in  establishing  a  prin- 
ciple he  entirely  agreed  with  it.  He 
thought  that  such  anomalies  as  those  to 
which  he  had  pointed  ought  to  be  re- 
dressed, and  the  redress  would  be  much 
more  important  in  the  case  of  the  urban 
population  than  in  the  case  of  the  rural 
population.  But  how  was  this  re- 
arrangement to  be  brought  about  ?  The 
hon.  Member  for  Bermondsey  had  sug- 
gested that  personal  property  in  a  house 
should  be  rated  as  well  as  the  house; 
that  they  should  rate  the  pictures,  plate, 
books,  and  furniture  in  the  hotue  as 
well  as  the  house  itself.  This  system 
had  been  tried  in  America ;  but  the  best 
information  he  could  get  showed  that  it 
had  i^ractically  broken  down.  Property 
of  that  kind  was  most  difficult  to  identify 
or  to  value.  They  could  not  put  a  fair 
value  on  it.  The  State,  which  was  the 
collecting  authority,  had  always  the  worst 
of  it  in  valuing  property  of  that  kind. 
The  Treasury  officials  said  that  they  had 
no  diffl.culty  in  valuing  or  getting  a  fair 
value  on  a  large  portion  of  the  personal 
property  disposed  of  by  will ;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  was  found  impossible 
to  assess  value  on  furniture,  plate,  and 

Pictures.  A  system  of  tlus  kind  would 
e  unpopular,  because  it  would  be  in- 
quisitorial, while  it  would  not  add  much 
to  the  Bevenue.  In  the  next  place, 
there  was  a  propose  which  had  hitherto 
found  favour  with  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posito.  Time  after  time  they  came  to 
the  House  with  the  same  story,  averring 
that  the  taxation  on  real  property  was 
always  greater  than  it  ought  to  be. 
["Hear,  hear!"]  Tes,  he  knew  it; 
and  whatever  concessions  were  made  to 
them  their  grievance  still  remained  the 
same,  and  so  it  would  remain  to  the  end 
of  the  chapter,  so  long  as  they  dealt  with 
it  by  the  process  that  commended  itself 
to  hon.  Members  opposite.  They  camo 
forward  with  these  propositions,  and 
ended  by  demanding  an  additional  sub- 
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vention  or  grant  from  the  Consolidated 
Fund  towards  local  taxation ;  and  though, 
like  die  daughters  of  the  horseleech, 
they  cried,  "Give,  nre,"  it  was  always 
in  this  direction  that  the  change  was 
expected.  Already  their  demands  had 
been  yielded  to  to  an  enormous  extent. 
The  amount  of  the  grants  from  the  Ex- 
chequer now  made  iu  aid  of  local  taxa- 
tion was  very  large  indeed.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bermondsey  said 
he  could  not  understand  the  Beturn  in 
the  Estimates.  That  Keturu  might  be 
open  to  criticism,  but  it  was  perfectly 
intelligible.  It  showed  that  the  grants 
in  aid  of  local  taxation  and  the  charges 
transferred  from  local  to  Imperial  funds 
for  the  year  1886-7  were— for  England 
and  Wales.  £3,500,000;  for  Scotland, 
£540,000  ;  and  for  Ireland,  £2,078,000; 
makingatotal  of  £6,118,000.  Forthe 
sake  ox  clearness,  he  would  deal  only 
with  the  charges  in  England  and  Wales. 
In  the  first  place,  there  was  a  sum  of 
£177,000  for  the  rates  on  Government 
property ;  but  this  was  merely  an  ar- 
rangement. It  was  found  inconvenient 
to  subject  Qorernment  property  to  local 
assessment,  and  accordingly  a  fixed  sum 
was  paid  in  lieu  of  rates  by  arrange- 
ment to  the  Local  Authorities.  He 
agreed  that  the  hon.  Baronet  was  en- 
titled to  deduct  the  amount  from  the 
rest  of  the  aubveution.  Then  there  were 
sums  of  £242,000  towards  distumpiking 
main  roads;  £300,000  connected  with 
Poor  Law  Unions;  £496,000  for  pauper 
lunatics;  £150,000  in  aid  of  criminal 
prosecutions;  £1,400,000  for  police;  and 
£637,000  for  prisons  and  reformatories. 
Then  it  must  be  remembered  that  there 
was  an  enormous  grant  from  Imperial 
funds  in  aid  of  the  education  rate, 
vhioh  did  not  come  under  that  list  of 
subventions.  Let  them  consider  these 
subventions  in  tiie  form  in  which  they 
were  at  present  managed.  He  would 
say  nothing  about  the  prisons,  although 
the  result  of  removing  the  prisons  from 
the  control  of  the  Local  Authorities  had 
been  to  stereotype  administration,  and 
he  was  very  sceptical  as  to  the  economy 
of  the  change.  He  knew  that  there 
had  been  a  nominal  economy,  but  be- 
lieved that  better  results  could  have 
been  achieved  by  an  arrangement  in  ac- 
oordanoe  with  which  some  of  the  gaols 
would  have  been  given  up  and  the  pri- 
soners transf eired  from  one  county  to 
another.  But  when  he  oame  to  case 
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of  the  police  he  asserted  that,  instead  of 
subvention  having  resulted  in  saving  to 
the  ratepayer,  it  had  resulted  in  an  in- 
crease of  expenditure.   For  everypeonj 
that  the  Local  Authority  spent  on  the 
police  the  Govranment  contributed  an 
extra  penny.   Now,  what  happened  in 
many  instances  ?   The  Government  had 
established  in  connection  with  this  sub- 
vention a  supervision  by  officials.  The 
officials  went  down  and  inspected  the 
county  or  the  borough  police ;  they  com- 
plimented the  chief  of  the  police  on  the 
character  of  his  force ;  and  then  they 
went  on  to  express  surprise  that  he  oould 
get  on  with  a  force  so  much  smaller  in 
proportion  to  the  population  than  the 
force  of  another  county  or  borough. 
The  chief  of  police  was  always  anxioaa 
naturally  to  increase  the  efficiency  of  the 
force  under  his  control,  and  he  went  to 
the  Local  Authmnty  and  said  they  most 
give  him  an  increase  of  his  force ;  and 
if  any  question  was  raised  as  to  cost  he 
pointed  out  to  them,  and  they  pointed 
out  to  their  constituents,  that  for  ereiy 
penny  they  contributed  they  would  get 
another  penny  from  the  Government,  so 
that  they  would  have  twopence  of  advan- 
tage for  each  penny  of  charge.  That  was 
an  irresistible  argument.  The  result  vras 
that  since  these  subventions  had  been 
made,  and  especially  since  they  had  been 
largely  increased,  the  cost  of  the  police 
force,  in  many  boroughs  and  in  some 
counties,  had  been  vevylaxgely  increased. 
He  said,  then,  that,  in  his  humble  judg* 
ment,  this  attempt  to  secure  a  Isi^er 
contribution  from  personal  property  by 
means  of  subventions  of  this  kind  was  a 
mistake.   That  it  was  a  great  disadvan- 
tage to  the  Imperial  taxpayer  was  per* 
fectly  clear,  and  that  it  was  no  advan- 
tage to  the  local  taxpayer  was,  be 
thought,  capable  of  easy  proof.  There 
were  other  ways  in  which  the  matter 
might  be  dealt  with.   It  was  not  for 
him  to  anticipate  any  statement  whicb 
might  hereafter  be  made  on  behalf  of 
the  Government.   All  he  would  do  now 
was  to  lay  down  the  principle,  in  the 
first  place,  that  it  was  desirable  that 
personal  property  should  be  brought  in 
to  contribute  to  local  expenditure.  He 
had  himself,  in  various  public  speeches 
referred  to  this  question,  and  suggested 
on  several  occasions  that  an  appeal 
might  be  had  to  the  Income  Tax,  and 
the  idea  he  had  had  in  his  mind  was 
that  the  Local  Auth<Hitiee  might  har« 
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in  some  way  placed  at  their  disposal  a 
local  Income  Tax.  He  was  bound  to 
make  the  frank  confession,  and  to  say 
now  that,  having  gone  into  the  matter 
more  carefully  and  with  the  advantage 
of  official  information,  he  believed  the 
difficulties  in  the  way  were  insuperable. 
He  believed  it  was  almost  impossible  to 
localize  the  Income  Tax,  and  he  also  be- 
lieved that  was  t^e  condouon  which  had 
been  arrived  at  by  others  who  had  pur- 
sued a  like  inquiry.  There  were  cases 
of  persona  who  had  residences  or  places 
of  Dueiness  in  many  districts,  and  it 
would  be  difficult  to  divide  their  pay- 
ment between  those  distriots.  Thatwas 
an  objection,  though  not  an  insuperable 
one.  Another  objection  was  that  a  vast 
amount  of  the  Income  Tax  of  the  coun- 
try was  assessable  in  London  and  other 
large  towns.  Of  £216,000,000  returned 
under  Schedule  D,  £100,000,000  was 
assessable  in  the  London  district,  and  of 
the  remaining  £116,000,000  by  far  the 
larger  part  was  assessable  in  towns  of 
more  than  20,000  inhabitants.  The 
contribution  of  .  the  country  districts 
would,  therefore,  be  a  mere  nothing. 
He  was,  therefore,  obliged,  with  great 
reluctance,  to  dismiss  from  his  mind  the 
possibility  of  having  anything  in  the 
nature  of  a  local  Income  Tax ;  but  it 
did  not  follow  that  the  Income  Tax  or 
some  other  tax  which  distinctly  brought 
personal  property  under  contribution 
might  not  be  called  in  aid  of  local  ex- 
penditure, only  he  held  it  to  be  a  prin- 
ciple in  that  case  that  the  contribution 
should  be  a  fixed  contribution,  and  that 
they  should  leave  to  the  Local  Autho- 
rities the  advantage  of  all  the  influences 
which  now  made  for  economy,  and  not 
make  the  contribution  oonm^on^  on 
increased  expenditure.  He  thought  he 
had  said  all  that  was  necessary  on  the 
Motion  and  the  Amendment  before  the 
House.  He  should  be  veiy  glad  if  his 
hon.  ^end  and  the  hon.  Barcmet,  after 
the  statement  he  had  made,  saw  fit  to 
withdraw  both  the  Motion  and  the 
Amendment.  He  thought  that,  on  the 
whole,  would  be  a  convenient  course, 
because  it  was  not  generally  desirable 
that  the  House  should  be  pledging  itself 
to  abstract  Besolutione.  If,  however,  a 
division  were  insisted  upon,  all  he  could 
say  was  that  he  could  take  no  objection 
to  it  which  would  lead  him  to  vote 
against  either  the  original  Motion  or 
the  Ameodment,  which  letter,  indeed, 


seemed  to  him  to  include  and  cover  the 
Motion. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  (Manchester, 
E.) :  I  have  nothing  whatever  to  com- 
plain of  in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down.  I 
think  that  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  has  been  marked  throughout 
by  a  oonsiderable  appreciation  of  the 
arguments  of  those  with  whom  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  differs,  and  by 

freab  sympathy  with  -the  hon.  Baronet 
ehind  me  (Sir  Biohard  Ft^et)  who 
moved  an  Amendment  to  the  Besolution 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bermondsey 
(Mr,  Thorold  Rogers).  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  however,  did  make  one  or 
two  observations  which  I  think  are  open 
to  a  few  words  of  comment  and  criti- 
cism. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  en- 
tirely accepts  the  view  that  personal 
property  should,  if  possible,  and  in  so 
far  as  possible,  be  brought  in  to  con- 
tribute to  the  local  rates ;  but  he  severely, 
and  I  think  rather  unfairly,  criticized 
the  system  of  subvention  by  which  that 
end  is  now  imperfectly  and  partially  ob- 
tained. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told 
us  that  subventions  invariably  increase 
expenditure,  and  conduce  to  extrava- 
gance on  the  part  of  the  Local  Au- 
thority. I  think  that  in  that  assertion 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  con- 
founded increased  extravagance  with 
increased  efficiency.  It  is.  undoubtedly 
true  that  the  Central  Authority  has,  in 
those  cases  in  which  subrentions  have 
been  given,  obtained  a  right  to  criticize 
the  expenditure,  and  it  is  also  true  that 
there  have  been  increased  charges.  For 
instance,  there  are  the  police  charges. 
The  increased  cost  of  the  police  is  not 
the  result  of  increased  extravagance; 
but  the  direct  result  of  the  demand 
made  upon  the  Local  Authority  by  the 
Ontral  Authority  that  increased  effi- 
ciency should  precede  the  grant  of  a 
subvention.  Therefore,  it  is  an  incorrect 
and  misleading  statement  to  say  that  in 
all  cases  where  ih&re  has  been  increased 
expenditure  it  has  been  the  result  of 
extravagance.  In  the  second  place,  all 
admit,  on  this  side  of  the  House,  that 
the  system  of  subvention  is  only  a  mere 
stopgap.  It  is  a  crude  and  clumsy 
method  of  obtaining  some  of  that  jus- 
tice which  is  wanted  both  for  the  owners 
and  occupiers  of  property  in  matters  of 
taxation.  That  being  the  case,  we  look 
forward  to  the  time  when  the  right  hou. 
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0»itlemaD  or  some  other  statesman 
will  bring  in  a  Ix>cal  Government  Bill 
to  redress  the  anomalies  of  the  present 
system.  In  reference  to  that  matter,  I 
would  express  again  tfae  regret  which 
I  have  expressed  more  than  onoe  in  this 
House  during  the  last  few  months,  that 
while  Her  Majesty's  GoTemment  had 
occasion  to  consider  the  question  of 
local  government  in  several  instances 
in  connection  with  various  Bills  which 
have  been  laid  before  the  House,  thej 
have  not  yet  held  out  the  slightest  hope 
that  they  intend  in  the  near  future  to 
give  us  that  measure  of  local  govern- 
ment of  which  they  talked  so  much  and 
60  loudly  when  they  were  before  the 
constituencies  of  the  country  a  few 
months  ago.  I  will  now  go  to  another 
point  which  was  touched  upon  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  attacking  my  hon. 
Friend  behind  me  (Sir  Bichard  Paget), 
put  forward  the  strange  theory  that  be- 
cause the  land  has  borne  particular  bur- 
dens for  a  great  many  years,  that  there- 
fore those  burdens  have  ceased  to  be 
burdens,  and  must  be  ignored  in  all 
future  imposition  of  taxation.  That 
theory  is  perfectly  absurd.  If  by  ex- 
ceptional taxation  you  reduce  the  value 
of  the  funds,  surely  the  permanent  value 
of  the  funds  will  suCFer.  But  why  should 
you  say  that.because  you  have  taxed  the 
funds  for  20,  30,  or  40  years,  and  the 
tax  has  become  a  kind  of  hereditary  tax 
upon  that  species  of  property,  that  there- 
fore it  is  to  be  ignored  m  the  imposition 
of  new  taxation ;  and  that  you  may 
go  on  increasing  the  taxation  upon  the 
funds  without  paying  the  slightest  re- 
gard to  the  existing  burdens  ?  There  is 
one  other  point  which  I  ought  to  criti- 
cize in  the  Bpeech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  Ilie  right  hon.  (^ntleman 
made  a  very  remarkable  statement  with 
reference  to  the  relations  of  owners  and 
occupiers,  in  so  iar  as  taxation  is  con- 
cerned, in  cases  where  those  relations 
are  determined  by  existing  covenants. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  I  think, 
that  the  Committee  known  as  Mr. 
Goschen'e  Committee  had  reported  in 
favour  of  dividing  the  rates  between 
owner  and  occupier ;  but  had  coupled 
that  with  a  further  recommendation  that 
the  division  of  rates  should  be  carried 
out  only  through  a  gradual  process  by 
which  existing  leases  and  oontraots 
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should  besaved.  Then,  said  therighthon. 
hon.  Gentleman,  a  good  deal  of  time  has 
elapsed  since  that  Report  was  made.  Is 
the  House  to  understand,  then,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  that  in 
1886  public  opinion  has  so  changed  both 
in  this  House  and  in  the  country  with 
regard  to  the  sanctity  of  covenants,  that 
a  different  rule  should  now  be  applied 
to  that  which  was  proposed  to  be  applied 
under  Mr.  Goaohen's  direction  in  1870  ? 
If  dial  is  the  right  hon.  Gentlenum^s 
opinion,  I  confess  that  I  think  it  gives 
a  gloomy  augury  of  the  future  legisla- 
tion of  this  House.   What  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  propose  ? 
Let  me  take  a  concrete  case.    Let  me 
suppose  the  case  of  a  landlord  and  ten- 
ant with  a  lease  that  has  run  10  years, 
and  has  10  years  more  to  run.  That 
lease  was  framed  on  the  understanding 
that  the  tenant  was  to  pay  certain  rates, 
and  during  the  first  10  years  of  the 
lease  he  did  pay  those  rates.    If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  gets  his  way,  that 
person,  in  the  next  1 0  years,  would  cease 
to  pay  half  of  the  rates,  which  would 
be  thrown  on  the  landlord.   Now,  what 
would  happen  at  the  end  of  tfae  term  f 
It  would  be  necessaiy  to  make  a  new 
lease,  and  the  landlord  would  be  able 
to  get  back  in  the  shape  of  rent  the 
whole  of  that  whioh  he   had  been 
obliged  by  law  to  give  up  for  10  years 
in  the  shape  of  rates  by  the  mere 
natural  operation  of  the  market.  It  has 
been  demonstrated,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  have  seen,  that,  in 
effect,  through  the  remainder  of  the 
currency  of  the  lease,  you  would  simply 
be  depriving  the  landlord  by  an  arbi- 
trary act  of  this  House  of  that  which 
belongs  to  him,  and  handing  it  over  to 
the  tenant.    I  now  leave  the  rather  un- 
grateful task  of  criticizing  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  come 
to  that  part  to  which  I  can  give  him  the 
fullest  and  most  hearty  oononrxence.  I 
never  heard  anything  better  put  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  oritidam 
upon  the  strange  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bermondsey  (Mr.  Thorold 
Bogers)  for  imposing  exceptional  taxa- 
tion upon  those  unfortunate  individuals 
who  happen  to  be  the  owners  of  large 
country  houses.     The  hon.  Member 
talked  as  if  he  envied  the  people  whom 
he  described  as  blessed  with  a  posses- 
sion of  these  mansions.    If  the  hon. 
Member  knew  a  Httle  more  of  big 
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country  houses,  he  would  find  that  there 
ia  very  little  of  a  blessing,  and  not  much 
to  envy  in  the  possession  of  them.  The 
truth  is,  that  the  whole  of  this  strange 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  is  a  mani- 
festation of  disease. 

Mr.  THOfiOLD  ROGERS  (South- 
wark,  Bermondsey) :  I  beg  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman's  pardon.  I  said  no- 
thing of  the  kind.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  a  little  mixed.  I  only  said 
that  the  rates  as  levied  now  are  too  low, 
although  I  thought  the  country  gentle- 
men in  assessing  those  rates  acted  en- 
tirely within  the  four  comers  of  fhe 
law.  That  is  all  I  said ;  and  I  do  not 
understand  the  comments  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  That  may  have 
been,  and  I  do  not  doubt  was,  the  sub- 
stance of  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member ;  but  I  appeal  to  everyone  who 
heard  it  whether  a  speech  which  took 
20  minutes  in  delivery  can  be  adequately 
compressed  into  those  few  words  ? 

Me.  THOROLD  ROGERS:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  again  wrong. 
["Order!  "J  I  must  explain.  These 
are  gross  misrepresentations.  My  speech 
took  an  hour  and  five  minutes. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  My  state- 
ment, then,  if  it  erred  at  all,  erred,  as 
most  of  my  statements  do,  in  being  too 
favourable  to  the  hon.  Member.  1  said 
he  had  spoken  20  minutes,  whereas  it 
appears  he  spoke  an  hour  and  10 
minutes. 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS:  An  hour 
and  five  minutes. 

Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  One  hour  and 
20  minutes.  Then  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  exactly  one  hour 
worse  than  I  thought  it  was.  That 
speech,  however,  and  those  of  several 
other  hon.  Members  who  spoke  from 
that  side  of  the  House  on  this  particular 
part  of  the  question,  appear  to  me  to 
afford  a  very  curious  example  of  a 
disease  which  is  now  extremely  com- 
mon in  this  Parliament.  I  mean 
*'  Landlordphobia."  Whatever  crimes  a 
landlord  may  have  committed,  those 
crimes  have  been  amply  atoned  by  the 
possession  of  the  big  country  house, 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  envies  him. 
AVhen  the  House  comes  to  the  question 
of  taxing  those  big  country  houses,  I 
observe  the  most  extraordinary  diver- 
gence of  opinion  in  the  means  pro- 
posed to  be  adopted.   Nobody  denies 
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that  the  present  system  is  legal.  No- 
body denies  that  it  is  in  exact  accordance 
with  the  method  adopted  in  regard  to 
other  kinds  of  property — that  is  to  say, 
that  the  owner  of  a  big  country  house 
pays  the  taxes  in  exactly  the  same  man- 
ner as  if  it  were  a  cottage.  ["No !  "] 
Z  say  yes.  The  only  question  is  whe- 
ther uie  possession  of  a  large  country 
house  is  of  so  exceptional  a  kind  that 
an  exceptional  method  of  taxation 
ought  to  be  adopted  in  regard  to  it. 
Nobody  will  deny  that  that  is  a  fair 
statement  of  the  case.  There  are  two 
entirely  different  methods  in  whi(^  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  appear  to  think 
that  a  readjustment  of  taxation  ought 
to  be  obtained.  There  is  the  compara- 
tively reasonable  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bermondsey  (Mr.  Thorold 
Rogers)  to  take  the  annual  value,  or,  in 
other  words,  the  price  at  which  it  would 
sell,  and  rate  it  on  that.  That  proposal, 
whether  it  is  good  or  bad  ia,  at  all 
events,  I  admit,  not  based  on  an  irra- 
tional or  unjust  system.  As  to  the  sys- 
tem itself,  it  would  do  very  little  injury 
to  the  owners  of  houses  ;  but  I  do  not 
think  it  would  in  the  slightest  degree 
benefit  the  Exchequer.  Why,  Sir,  what 
is  the  selling  value  of  a  big  country 
house,  separate  from  die  estate  of  which 
it  forms  part  ?  Is  there  a  man  so  aban- 
doned, so  idiotic,  so  utterly  lost  to  the 
first  glimmerings  of  self<interest  that  he 
would  deliberately  be  saddled  with  one 
of  these  gigantic  structures  without  the 
estate  of  which  it  forms  part  ?  That  is 
the  selling  value  of  the  house,  and  I  do 
not  think  the  owner  of  the  house  would 
have  much  to  complain  of  if  you  only 
taxed  the  selling  value.  But  other  hon. 
Members  sitting  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House — among  others,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Durham — have 
made  another  proposal.  And  what  is  it 
they  propose?  Not  that  the  selling  or  ' 
letting  value  should  be  the  meuure  of 
the  taxable  value,  but  that  the  amount 
the  structure  originally  cost  should  be 
the  measure  of  that  value.  A  more 
grossly  unjust  system  it  is  hardly  possi- 
ble to  conceive.  Is  that  proposal  to  be 
adopted  with  regard  to  outer  property  P 
Take  a  great  mm  in  the  locaUty  where 
the  industry  which  once  flonrished  has 
deserted  it.  Such  a  building  is  now 
worth  scarcely  anything  to  the  owner. 
Are  you  going  to  tax  that  building  on 
the  original  cost?   Are  you  going  to 
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tax  it  in  aooordance  with  the  ^stem  you 
propoae  to  ad<^t  in  regard  to  hig  coun- 
try nooaes  ?   Then,  again,  take  the  case 
of  a  oonsiderable  increase  of  artificial 
water  in  a  park — the  mania  of  some 
wealthy  preaecessor  of  the  owner,  who 
may  hare  spent  many  thousands  of 
pounds  in   producing  this  wretched 
sheet  of  water.   Is  this  a  case  of  ac- 
cumulated wealth — as  hon.  Gentlemen 
put  it  —  and  are  you  going  to  tax  it 
upon  the  original  cost  to  the  man  who 
put  it  there  ?   I  feel  that  it  is  only  neces- 
sary to  state  a  proposition  of  that  kind 
to  show  its  gross  absurdity.   The  truth 
is  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  desire — 
and  I  do  not  blame  them — to  impose 
taxes  on  luxuries ;  but  the  essence  of  a 
tax  on  luxuries  is  that  if  a  man  who 
enjf^B  a  luxury  desires  to  leave  it  off  he 
escapes  the  tax.   How  is  the  owner  of  a 
coimtry  house  to  leave  off  that  luxury  ? 
[An  hon.  Mbubeb  :  By  selling  It.]  Ko 
doubt,  he  might  sell  it ;  but  it  is  wished 
to  take  the  letting  value  as  the  value  of 
the  house.   How  else  is  the  nnhapjiy 
man,  who  is  the  victim  of  a  mania  of  his 
ancestors  in  bricks  and  mortar,  to  escape 
the  tax  on  his  luxury  which  it  is  desired 
to  impose  ?   This  is,  in  truth,  not  a  tax 
on  luxury,  but  simply  a  tax  on  senti- 
ment.   The  man  whom  you  tax  can  only 
avoid  the  tax  by  throwing  up  his  coun- 
try house.    Nothing  else  will  save  him 
from  the  tax-gatherer ;  and  if  he  does 
not  do  that,  the  only  thing  which  pre- 
vents him  is  the  fact  that  it  is  his  home 
in  which  he  was  brought  up.  Bound 
that  home  many  sentiments  hare  crys- 
tallized.  It  is  the  home  in  which  he 
and  his  family  have  lived,  perhaps,  for 
generations ;  it  is  those  sentiments — and 
those  sentiments  alone — which  induce 
him  to  retain  that  home;  and  if  the 
House  taxes  that  man  in  the  method 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  propose,  it  will  tax 
not  his  luxuries,  but  his  sentiment.  I 
do  not  think  I  have  much  more  to  say. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bermondsey  ap- 
pears to  be  labouring  under  an  obscure 
idea,  with  which  I,  on  my  part,  heartily 
sympathize.    The  hon.  Member,  in  the 
second  part  of  hie  Resolution,  deals  with 
the  question  of  country  houses  ;  and  he 
seems  to  be  animated  by  the  view  that 
there  are  certain  wealthy  persons  who 
escape  their  fair  share  of  contribution  to 
local  burdens.   I  agree  absolutely  with 
the  hon.  Ifember ;  and  I  will  go  much 
furHier  than  he  does.  These  wealthy 


penona  who  live  in  these  big  oonntry 
bouees  are  not  the  sole  persons  who 
excite  the  hon.  Member's  envy.  I  agree 
with  him  that  tha«  are  many  peraons 
who  now  esoape  their  £ur  contnbutioii 
to  the  rates  of  the  district  in  which  thej 
live,  and  from  the  rates  of  which  they 
derive  all  that  makes  life  tolerable  and 
bearable ;  and  I  earnestly  trust  that  the 
evil  will  be  remedied.  If  it  is  remedied 
it  will  be  by  the  adoption,  not  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  Kesofution,  but  by  the 
Amendment  put  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Somersetshire  (Sir  Hichard 
Paget).  This  House  largely  consiats  of 
new  Members,  who  may  not  be  ac- 
quainted— or  but  imperfectly  acquainted 
— with  the  long  series  of  BesolationB 
which  have  been  carried  in  former  Par- 
liaments on  the  subject  of  local  taxation. 
Over  and  over  again,  in  the  teeth  of  titie 
Government  of  the  day,  has  this  Hotua 
carried  the  principle  laid  down  by  my 
hon.  lUend  the  Member  for  Somerset- 
shire. This  House,  when  it  suits  i^  can 
express  its  concurrence  with  an  aot  of  its 
Pi^decessors ;  and  the  act  of  its  Prede- 
cessors, to  which  I  now  call  attention,  is 
not  an  isolated  performance  on  its  part 
Over  and  over  again  have  Government 
after  Government,  and  Parliament  alter 
Parliament,  assented  to  the  justice  of  the 

Principle  which  my  hon.  Friend  has  laid 
own,  and  which  he  asks  the  House  to 
adopt.  I  shall,  therefore,  vote  for  it. 
It  is  in  accordance  with  precedent,  and 
in  accordance  with  justice.  It  is  not 
put  [forward  by  my  hon.  Friend,  and 
ought  not  to  be  accepted  by  the  Hous^ 
as  a  boon  to  the  large  landowners  of  the 
country.  It  is  a  boon — and  a  large  boon 
— not  to  the  large  landowners,  but  to  tiie 
small  landowners,  to  the  occapiers,  to 
the  farmers,  and,  above  all,  to  that  vast 
mass  of  occupiers  in  the  towns,  who,  at 
this  moment,  are  struggling  f^^ainst  un* 
numbered  difficulties  to  pay  those  rates, 
of  which  an  undue  share  falls  upon  them. 
It  is  in  their  behalf,  and  not  in  behalf 
of  the  large  landowners,  of  whom  so 
much  has  been  said  in  the  course  of  this 
debate,  that  I  ask  the  House  to  aocept 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend,  and 
it  is  for  their  sake  that  I  shall  go  into 
the  Lobby  with  him. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided:— Ajob  205 ;  Noes 
186:  Majority  19. 
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AYES. 


Abraham,  W.  (Glam.) 

Abraham,  W.  (Lime- 
rick, W.) 

Adand,  C.  T.  D. 

Alli80ii,B.  A. 

Aaher,  A. 

Ashton,  T.  Gt. 

Balfoar,  rt.  hoB.  J.  B. 

BeamoDt,  H.  F. 

Beith.'a. 

Benoett,  J. 

Btggar,  J.  G. 

Blake,  T. 

Bolton,  T.  H. 

Bmnd,  hon.  H.  R. 

Broadhurst,  H. 

Bruce.  hoD.  R.  P. 

Buckley,  A. 

Biirt,T. 

Cameron,  0. 

Campbell,  Sir  O. 

Campbell,  H. 

Campbdl  -  Bannerman, 
right  hon.  H. 

Carbutt,  £.  H. 

Carew,  J.  L. 

Chamberlain,  rt.  bn.  J. 

Chamberlain,  R. 

Chaaee,  F.  A. 

Channing,  F.  A. 

Clancy,  J.  J. 

Clark,  Dr.  Q.  B. 

Cobb,  H.  P. 

Cobbdd,  F.  T. 

Cohen,  A. 

Coleridge,  hon.  B. 

Compton,  Lord  W.  G. 

Connolly,  L. 

Conway,  M. 

Conybeare,  C.  A.  V. 

Cook,  W. 

Coote,  T. 

Corbet,  W.  J. 

CoHSham,  H. 

Conrtney,  L.  H. 

Cowen,  J. 

Cox,  J.  R. 

Craven,  J. 

Crawford,  D. 

Crawford,  W. 

Cremer,  W.  R. 

Crilly,  D. 

Crompton,  C. 

Crosaley,  £. 

Deasy,  J. 

Dilke,rt.  hn.  Sir  0.  W. 
Dillon,  J. 
Dixon  G. 

i!^rton.  Admiral  hon. 

Ellis,  J. 
Ellis,  J.  E. 
Esmonde,  Sir  T. 
Esdemont,  P. 
Everett  R.  L, 
FarquharBon,  Dr.  B. 
Fen  wick,  C. 
Finlay,  R.  B. 
Finlayson,  J. 
Fiuucane,  J. 
f  letcher,  B. 


Flower,  C. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
Forster,  Sir  G. 
Foster,  Dr.  B. 
Fowler,  H.  H. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Fry,L. 
Gardner,  H. 
Gilhooly.  J. 
GiU,  T.  P. 
GladBtono,  H.  J. 
Olyn,  hoD.  P.  O. 
Gower,  Gr.  G.  L. 
Green,  H- 
GrenfeU,  W.  H. 
Harcourt,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Harrington,  £. 
Harris,  H. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  C.  Sea1e< 
Hooper,  J. 
Howard,  E.  S. 
Howard,  H.  0. 
Hoyle,  I. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
lUingwortb,  A. 
Ingram,  W.  J, 
Jacke,  W. 
Jenkins,  Sir  J.  J. 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
Johns,  J.  W. 
Johnaott-Feirgnson,  J. 

E. 

Jordan,  J. 

K^-Shuttleworth,  Sir 

KeUV,  B. 
Kennv,  0.  8. 
Eennck,  W. 
Kilconrsie,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Lane,  W.  J. 
LawBon,  H.  L.  W. 
Leahy,  J. 
Leic«rter,  J.  * 
Lockwood,  F. 
Lnbbock,  Sir  J. 
Lyell,L. 
S^olimefl,  M. 
M'Arthur,  A. 
H'CuUoch.  J. 
M'Donald,  P. 
M'Donald,  Dr.  R. 
Magniao,  C. 
Iibutland,  W.  F. 
Ma^oribanks^  rt.  hon. 

£. 

Haskelyne,  M.  H.  N. 

Story. 
Mason,  S. 
Mather,  W. 
Majme,  T. 

MeUor,  rt.  hon.  J.  W. 
Mildmay,  F.  B. 
Molloy,  B.  C. 
MontaRU,  S. 
Morgan,  rt.  hon.G.  0. 
Morgan,  O.  V. 
Morley,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Morie^,  A. 


Houlton,  J.  F. 
Mnndelh^  rt.hon.A.  J. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  W. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J.fTipptT.) 
O'Kelly,  J. 
Otter,  P. 
Peacock,  R. 
Pease,  A.  £. 
Pease,  H.  F. 
Pickard,  B. 
HckersgiU,  £.  H. 
Pilkington,  G. 
Pitt-Lewis,  G. 
Flayfair,  rt.  hon.8ir  L. 
Fertman,  hon.  E.  B. 
Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Priestley.  B. 
PuUey,  J. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Reid,  H.  G. 
Richard,  H. 
Richardson,  T. 
Rigby,  J. 
Robson,  W.  S. 
Roe,  T. 

RoBcoe,  Sir  H.  E. 
Rassell.  Sir  C. 
Russell,  E.  B. 
Buston,  J. 

Salis-Sohwabe,  Col.  G . 
Saunders,  W. 
Seely,  O. 
Sexton,  T. 


Shaw,  T. 
Sheehy,  D. 
Spencer,  hon.  0.  B. 
Spenslfl^H. 
^car,  H. 
8te6k,J. 

Staondd,  rt.  hon.  J. 
SterenMn,  F,  8. 
Sterenson,  J.  0. 
Strong,  B. 
Stuart,  J. 
Stnivii,  H.  P. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Swinbame,  Sir  J. 
Tanner,  C.  K. 
Thomas.  A. 
Tuite,  J. 
Vanderbyl,  P. 
Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 
Warmington,  C.  H. 
Watt,H. 
'Wayman,  T. 
WiUiams,  A.  J. 
Williams,  J.  C. 
Williams,  P. 
Wilson,  0.  H. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Wilson,  I. 

Wilson,  J.  (Durham) 
Winterbotham,  A.  6. 
Wodehonse,  £.  B. 
Woodall,  W. 
Woodhead,  J. 
Teo,  F.  A. 

TBLUBB. 

Fiotoa,  J.  A. 
Rogers,  J.  E.  T. 


NOES. 


Addison,  J.  £.  W. 
Agg-Gardner,  J.  T. 
Allsopp,  hon.  C. 
Allsopp,  hon.  U. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  K 
Baden-Powell,  G.  8. 
Bftggallay,  K 
BaUy,  L.  R. 
Btuid,  J. 

Balfour,  rt  hon.  J.  B. 
Balfour,  G.  W. 
Bartley,  G.  0.  T. 
Baumann,  A.  A. 
Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  K  Hicks- 
Beaoh,  W.  W.  B. 
Bentinok,  rt  hn.  G.  0. 
Bethell,  Commander 
Biokersteth,  R. 
Biokford-Smith,  W. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkbecl^  Sir  £. 
Blaine,  B.  3. 
BlundeU,Col.H.B.H. 
Brinton,  J. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodriok,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 

BrookEeld,  Col  A.  M. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
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Chaplin,  right  hoo.  H. 
Chfffrington,  8. 
ChurohUl,  rt.  hn.  Lord 

R.H.  8. 
Cohen,  L.  L. 
Colman,  J.  J. 
CommerelL  AdmL  Sir 

J.  E. 
Compton,  F. 
Coi^  a  W.  B. 
Otnry.  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Oapt.  £.  T.  D. 
Cranbome,  Visoonnt 
Cross,  rt.  hon.  Sir  B.  A . 
Cross.  H.  S. 
Croesley,  Sir  8.  B. 
Crosaman,  General  Sir 

W. 

Currie,  6ir  D. 
Corzon,  Viscount 
Dawnay,  Colonel  hon. 

L.  P. 
Denison,  £.  W. 
Denison.  W.  B. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  B. 
Dixon-HartlandfF.  D. 
Douglas,  A.  Afcers- 
Dnckham.  T. 
Duff,  B.  W. 
Duncan,  OoI<mel  F, 
Donoombe,  A, 
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Dyke,  rt.  hn.  Sir  W. 

H. 

Baton,  H.  W. 
^srton,  hn.  A.  J.  F. 
EQii,  Sir  J.  W. 
ErelyD.  W.  J. 
FaiquhAnon,  H.  B. 
FeiI(len.Lt.-aeii.  R.J. 
FeUowes,  W.  H. 
Fer^nssoQ,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
field,  Admiral  E. 
Finch,  Or.  H. 
Fiaher,  W.  H. 
FitzwilUam,  hon.  W. 

J.  W. 
FitB-Wygram.  Sir  F. 
Folkeetone,  ViBConnt 
Forwood,  A.  fi. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Fraaer,  Qaneral  C.  C. 
Gatbome- Hardy,  hon. 

J.  S. 

Goldsworthy,  M^'or- 
General  W.  T. 

Gi'een,  Kir  E. 

Gregory,  G,  B. 

Orimstdn.  Viscount 

Onrdon,  B.  T. 

HaU,  C. 

Halwy,  T.  F. 

Hamilton,  right  hon. 
Lord  G.  F. 

Hamilton,  Lord  E. 

Hamilton,  Lord  F.  S. 

Hamley,  Gen.  BirE.B. 

Hankey,  F.  A. 

HardcasUe,  F. 

Hastings,  G.  W. 

Heaton,  J.  H. 

Herhert,  hon.  S. 

Herrey,  Lord  F. 

Hai,  Lord  A.  W. 

Hobhouse,  H. 

Holland,  rt.  hon.  1^ 
H.  T. 

Hope,  rt.  h.  A.  J.B.  B. 
Howard,  J. 

.  Hallett,  OoL 

Hunter,  Sir  G. 
Hatton,  J.  F. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
James,  C.  H. 
Johnston,  W. 
Jones,  P. 

Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Eenyon,  hon.  G.  T, 
Eimber,  H. 
King,  H.  S. 
Enatcbball'Hagesson, 
'  hon.  H.  T. 
KnighOey,  Sir  B. 
Lawrance,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  Sir  T. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 
Lecbmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H, 
Lewisham,  Viscount 
Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Lloyd,  W. 
Long,  W.  H. 
LoiKbor,  h(»L  W. 
Uaolean,  J.  H. 


H'Lagah.  F. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marton,  Maj.  G.  B.  H. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mills,  hon.  0.  W. 
Milvtun,  T. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Murdoch,  Q.  T. 
Newark,  Viscount 
Norton,  B. 
O'Noill,  hon.  B.  T. 
Pearce,  W. 
Heaae,  Sir  J.  W. 
Peel,  right  hon.  Sir 
R. 

Pelly,  Sir  L. 
Percy,  Lord  A.  M. 
Pomiret,  W.  P. 
Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Ramsden  Sir  J. 
Rstbbone,  W. 
Ritchie,  C.  T. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Rothschild,  Baron  F. 

J.  de 
Bound,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  G. 
Sandys,  Lieut-Col.  T. 

M. 

Saunderson,  Maj.  E.  J. 
Solater-Booth,  xt.  ha. 
Q. 

Selwin  -  Ihhetson,  rt. 

hon.  Sir  H.  J. 
Seton-Earr,  H. 
Sidebottom,  W. 
SitweU,  Sir  G.  R. 
Smith,  rt  hon.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  C. 

Htanley,  it.  hn.  Col. 

Sir  F. 
Stewart,  M. 
Starrock,  P. 
^kes,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  O. 
Temple,  Sir  K. 
Tollemache,  H.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Valentine,  0.  J. 
Walrond,  Ool.  W.  H. 
Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.  J. 
Waring  Colonel  T. 
Watson,  J. 
Webster,  Sir.  R.  E. 
Westlake,  J. 
White,  J.  B. 
Whitley,  E, 
Wiggin,  H. 
Winn,  hon,  R. 
Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wroughton,  P. 
Yorke,  J.  R. 
Young,  C  E.  B. 

TBLLBBH. 

More,  B.  J. 
Fagott  Sir  B.  H. 


Main  Ciuestioa  again  proposed. 

Sib  HIOHAEL  HIOKS  -  BEACfH 
(Bristol,  W.}:  Sir,  I  think  we  are  be- 
coming accustomed  to  very  emtie 
courses  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govem- 
ment  Board  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  com- 
menced his  speech  by  ioforniinfif  the 
House  that  he  was  happy  to  be  in 
agreement  with  everybody.  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  on  this  subject  I  waa  very 
glad  that  he  was  able  to  make  that  state- 
ment; but  he  went  on  to  add,  as  I  think, 
with  g^at  distinctness — I  speak  within 
the  recollection  of  the  House — that  it 
was  bis  intention  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 

Somersetshire  (Sir Bichard  Paget)-  And, 
naturally,  after  what  we  hare  been  ac- 
customed to  when  a  division  is  called, 
we  saw  the  right  hon.  Qentlemaa  and 
his  Colleagues  proceeding  into  the  oppo- 
site Lobby,  I  would  venture,  therefore, 
to  ask  the  consideratipn  of  the  Qotou- 
ment,  and  also  of  the  House,  to  the  pre- 
sent position  of  this  question.  I  thiiOc 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  was 
quite  right  in  saying  that  there  had 
been,  generally  speaking,  an  agreem«it 
in  principle  during  the  course  of  this  long 
debate.  The  hon.  Member  for  Ber- 
mondsey  (Mr.  Thorold  Rogers)  had 
placed  before  the  House  certain  sub- 
jects on  which,  in  his  opinion,  tbe  pre- 
senl  incidence  of  local  taxation  was  un- 
fair ;  he  desires  that  the  owner  shonld 
be  taxed  as  well  as  the  oooapier ;  ha 
desires  that  the  pet  objects  of  his  in- 
dignation — the  occupiers  of  country 
man^ons — should  be  made  to  contri- 
bute to  a  greater  extent ;  and  be  also 
had  something  to  say  as  to  the  owners  of 
ground  rents — a  matter  with  whicb  this 
House  has  already  dealt  by  referring 
it  to  a  Select  Committee.  But  the  hon. 
Gentleman  himself,  in  arguing  bis  case 
as  he  did,  of  course,  with  all  me  know* 
ledge  and  learning  that  he  possesses, 
admitted  that  the  question  could  not  be 
solved  if  the  particular  points  that  he 
brought  before  the  House  were  dealt 
with.  He  admitted — and  it  has  been 
universally  admitted  in  the  coarse  of 
this  debate  by  speakers  in  all  quarters 
of  the  House,  and  notably  by  the  right 
hon.  Gl«ntlemui  opposite  (Mn  (Camber- 
lain — that  the  great  grioraace  is  the 
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exemptioii  of  personal  property  from 
local  taxation,  and  that  merely  to  deal 
with  certain  apeeified  oases  of  this  kind 
would  be  but  to  touch  the  tmgo  of  the 
subject— that  great  subject}  with  which 
many  a  QoTernment,  and  many  a  House 
of  Commons,  has  attempted,  hitherto 
unsuccessfully,  to  deal.    But  now  we 
have,  by  this  remarkable  action,  or  per- 
haps by  the  ordinary  course  of  action  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment, 
seen  the  general  Motion  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Somersetshire 
(Sir  Hichard  Paget'),  which  really  was  a 
Motion  dealing  with  the  whole  question, 
and  dealing  with  it  in  a  spirit  which  I 
do  not  think  was  objected  to  even  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bermondsey,  rejected 
throogb  the  opposition  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government ;  and,  therefore,  the  House 
is  now  called  upon  to  decide  upon  this 
great  and  iimiortant  matter  of  local 
taxation  on  a  Motion  o£  a  purely  partial 
character,  dealine  with  cases  of  hardly 
more  than  an  individual  character,  and 
cases  which,  if  dealt  with  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bermondsey  would  desire 
them  to  be  dealt  with,  would  even,  in 
his  opinion,  by  no  means  settle  the  ques- 
tion of  local  taxation.    Why,  it  would 
but  increase  the  injustice  if  these  cases 
were  singled  out  for  the  burden  of  fresh 
taxation,  while  such  instances  as  those 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Qovernment 
Board  referred  to— of  persons  having 
£60,000  a-year,  and  living  in  houses  of 
only  £30  rating  —  were  not  charged 
with  any  greater  amount  of  local  taxa- 
tion than  that  to  which  they  are  at  pre- 
sent liable.    Therefore,  I  hope  that, 
having  secured  tho  rejection  of  Uie 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Somersetshire,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qovernment  will  appeal  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman   below  the  Gangway 
(Mr.  Thorold  Bogers)  not  to  prejudice 
this  question  by  the  adoption  of  a  vague 
and  really  insufficiently- worded  Pesolu- 
tiun  on  a  matter  part  of  which  has  al- 
ready been  referred  to  a  Select  Commit- 
mittee,  and  part  of  which  would  be 
an  absolutely  inadequate  treatment  of 
the  groat  question  of  local  taxation. 
For  my  own  part,  I  must  say  that  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  should  feel  them- 
selves disposed  to  accept  such  a  Motion 
as  this,  I  trust  that  we,  at  all  events,  on 
this  side  will  record  our  protest  against 


it,  as  an  utterly  unfair  dealing  with  one 
of  the  greatest  and  most  difficult  ques- 
tions which  can  occupy  tlie  attention  of 
Parliament. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  OHAMBEBLAIN :  I 
confess  that  I  have  listened  with  some 
surprise  to  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down.  I 
bave  always  been  accustomed  to  regard 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  as  a  Gentleman 
of  the  greatest  possible  acumen  ;  and  I 
cannot  understand  how  he  should  have 
80  entirely  misconceived  the  observa- 
tions that  I  recently  addressed  to  the 
House.   I  said  to  the  House  I  hoped 
we  were  tolerably  agreed  on  the  prin- 
ciple which  is  involved  in  both  the  Ee- 
solutlon  of  my  hon.  Friend  and  tho 
Amendment  of  the  ton.  Member  for 
Somersetshire  (Sir  Bichard  Paj^et).  I 
felt  myself  somewhat  in  the  position  of 
Oaptain  Macheath — "  How  happy  could 
I  be  with  either  ?  "   The  difficulty  I  had 
was  to  find  th.e  means  of  voting  for  both 
proposals.    Under  the  circumstances,  I 
coniess  that  I  ventured  to  recommend 
that  both  the  original  Kesolution  and 
the  Amendment  should  be  withdrawn  ; 
and  I  thought,  from  the  signs  of  assent 
in  various  parts  of  the  House,  that  that 
course  would  probably  have  been  ac- 
cepted.   But  when  a  division  was  called 
— -I  do  not  know  why — but,  at  any  rate, 
some  exception  was  taken  by  the  mino- 
rity of  the  House,  and  it  was  necessary 
for  me  to  take  n  decision    If  I  could 
have  voted  for  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  opposite,  I  should  have 
done  80  with  great  pleasure,  provided 
t^t,  in  doin^  so,  I  should  not  have  had 
to  vote  against  the  Besolution  of  my 
hon.  Friend  tho  Member  for  Ber- 
mondsey (Mr.  Thorold  Bogers).   I  was 
in  favour  of  both  ;  but  I  was  obliged  to 
take  them  in  turn.    The  6rst  Motion 
that  was  put  was  that  of  my  hon.  Friend 
— namely,  that  his  words  should  stand 
part  of  the  Question.    On  that  I  was 
]  obliged  to  vote  in  the  affirmative.  If 
I  the  Besolution  had  been  defeated  it 
would  not  have  been  a  matter  to  me  of 
serious  regret,  because  then  I  should 
have  the  pleasure  of  voting  for  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Sumersetshire  (Sir  Bichard 
Paget).   I  really  regret  Aat  the  Forms 
of  the  Home  have  not  permitted  me  to 
give  two  Totea  on  the  question ;  but,  ai 
it  is,  I  stick  to  the  rote  that  I  have 
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already  given,  and  if  another  division  is 
called  I  shall  vote  for  the  Beaolution  of 
my  heo.  Friend. 

Ub.  GATHOBNB-HABDY  (Kent. 
Medway) :  I  un  afraid  that  hon.  Hem> 
here  on  this  side  of  the  House  have  been 
placed  at  a  disadvantage.  I  came  into 
the  Hoase  after  dinner,  and  in  Talking 
up  the  Lobby  I  met  a  Friend,  who  told 
me  that  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  had  made  a  most  ex- 
cellent OoDservative  speech.  I  was  ex- 
ceedingly glad  to  hear  it,  and  could  not 
help  thinking  that,  under  the  difficult 
circumstances  of  the  case,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was,  perhaps,  endeavouring 
to  make  himself  friends  of  the  Mammon 
of  unrighteousness.  However  that  may 
be,  when  I  came  into  the  House  I 
jnet  four  or  five  hon.  Friends,  vho  cer- 
tainly would  not  have  ^ted  with  the 
Oovemment,  leaving  the  House  after 
hearing  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gontleman  opposite,  under  the  impression 
that  the  Government  were  on  their  side, 
and  that  it  was  quite  clear  there  would 
be  no  division.  The  result  was  that  not 
only  were  hon.  Members  led  to  believe 
that  they  woiild  be  supported  by  the 
Government  in  these  circumstances,  but 
Conservative  Members  who  wished  to 
support  their  principles  left  the  House, 
believing  that  the  Government  had 
taken  one  course,  when,  in  reality,  it 
turned  out  that  they  took  another.  That 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  very  unsatisfactory 
state  of  things.  It  gives  no  pledge  to 
the  country  that  a  proper  number  of 
votes  would  be  recorded  on  this  side.  I 
trust  that  when  the  Uembera  of  the 
Government  make  speeches  in  future 
they  will  clearly  lay  down  the  course 
they  intend  to  adopt. 

8iB  JOSEPH  PEA8E  (Durham,  Bar- 
nard Castle) :  I  rise  to  a  point  of  Order, 
Sir.  I  wish  to  know  whether  it  is  in 
Order  to  amend  the  Motion  now  before 
the  House  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Baronet 
can  only  move  an  addition. 

Sib  JOSEPH  PEASE  :  Then  I  move 
that  l^e  following  words  be  added : — 

"That  this  Hoase  is  of  opinitm  that  thti 
financial  injuatjce  complained  of  can  only  be 
remoTod  by  a  compreheDnTe  measure  of  re- 
form, and  Ibe  equitable  rea^jastment  of  taxati<m 
between  real  and  personal  property." 

Ma.  O'KELLY  (Boscommon,  N.):  I 
vise  to  Order.  I  want  to  know  whether 
the  words  now  proposed  to  be  added  by 

Mr.  Joufh  Chambwlain 


the  hon.  Baronet  are  not  really  part  of 
the  Question  which  has  alreodj  been 
decided  hj  the  House  ? 

Ma.  SPEAEEB:  These  words  hare 
been  already  negatived. 

Lord  BANIK)LPH  CHTTBOHILL 
(Paddingtott,  S.):    On  the   point  of 
Order,  I  wish,  Sir,  to  ask  your  ruling. 
I  imagine  that  the  decision  to  which  the 
House  came  was,  that  between  the  words 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bermondsey 
(Mr.  Thorold  Bogers)  and  those  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Somer- 
setshire (Sir  Bichard  Paget),  they  pre- 
ferred the  words  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bermondsey.   But  I  do  not  under* 
stand  that  such  a  decision  of  the  Hotiae 
precludes  a  Motion  being  made  by  any 
other  hon.  Member  to  add  to  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bermondsey 
certain  words  which  undoabtedly  very 
closely  resembled  the  words  of  the  hon. 
Baronet,  and  which  the  House  has  de- 
clined to  prefer  to  the  words  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bermondsey.    That  is  the 

Siint  which  I  wish  to  put  before  the 
ouse — namely,  that  the  House  is  not 
necessarily  precluded  from  adding  the 
words  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Somerset- 
shire. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  There  were  two 
alternatives  before  the  House — the  pro* 
position  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Ber- 
mondsey Division  of  Southwark  (Mr. 
Thorold  Bogers),  and  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Somer- 
setshire (Sir  Bichard  Paget).  The  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Somersetshire  has  been  negatived  by 
the  House  by  the  deoision  that  the  worcu 
proposed  to  be  left  out  should  stand  part 
of  the  Question.  The  words  now  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Durham 
(Sir  Joseph  Pease)  are  precisely  the 
same  as  those  whi(^  have  already  been 
negatived. 

Mb.  EAIKES  (Cambridge  Univer- 
sity) :  I  also  rise  to  a  point  of  Order. 
I  wish  to  ask  whether  the  words  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Somerset- 
shire (Sir  Bichard  Paget)  have  ever 
been  put  to  the  House  as  a  Question? 
As  I  understand  the  way  in  which  the 
Question  was  put,  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  outwore  affirmed  to  stand  part 
of  the  Question.  Those  were  the  words 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bermondsey 
(Mr.  Thorold  Bogers).  We  have  not 
yet  had  an  opportunity  of  affirming  our 
opinion  with  regard  to  the  words  |ao> 
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posed  to  be  inserted  hj  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Somersetshire.  I  wish  to  aek 
you,  Sir,  whether,  that  being  the  case, 
you  lay  down  as  a  Bule  of  this  House 
that  words  cannot  be  added  at  the  end 
of  the  Question  upon  which  no  sub- 
stantial Qudstion  has  hitherto  been  put  ? 

Thb  0HAN0£IX0B  of  this  EX- 
CHEaUER  (Sir  "William  Habcourt) 
(Derby) :  I  would  ask,  Sir,  whether, 
upon  the  Amendment  which  stands  on 
the  Paper,  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Baro- 
net the  Member  for  Somersetshire  (Sir 
Richard  Paget)  was  not  to  leave  out  all 
the  words  after  "  That,"  in  order  to  in- 
sert certain  other  words?  I  wish  to 
ask  if  the  division  was  not  taken  on  the 
Question  whether  those  words  should 
be  inserted?  ["No!"]  I  am  not  ask- 
ing hon.  Members  opposite,  but  I  am 
asking  the  Speaker  for  his  ruling  upon 
the  question ;  and  I  ask  you,  Sir,  Ae- 
ther the  consequence  of  the  argument 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
would  not  be  that  you,  Sir,  might  go  on 
dividing  all  night  on  the  same  Amend- 
ment, by  proposing  after  a  division  over 
and  over  again  to  add  the  same  words 
to  the  Besolution,  and  whether  the  effect 
of  this  would  not  be  that  we  should  be 
taking  another  division  on  the  same 
Amendment  ? 

Me.  speaker  :  In  reply  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  again  expressly 
to  say  that  words  cannot  be  added 
to  the  original  proposition  which  has 
been  by  Parliamentary  construction  di- 
rectly negatived. 

Main  Question  put. 

The  House  dmiei :  —  Ayes  216  ; 
Noes  176 :  Majority  40.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  42.)  "     '  ■ 

SuoUti,  That  the  muunt  system  under 
whieb,  in  England  and  Wales,  ttte  first  Ind- 
denoe  of  Local  Taxation  (with  some  slight  ez- 
oeptions)  jhlls  on  the  occupier  and  not  on  the 
owner  of  lands  and  tenements,  is  unjust ;  that 
SQoh  owners  ought  in  equity  to  bear  at  least  a 
moiety  of  those  charges ;  that  the  system  under 
which  country  manuons  are  rated  is  aafair ; 
and  that  the  own  era  of  gronnd  rents  in  towns 
are  liaUe  to  no  part  oS  those  charges,  the  oat- 
lay  of  which  is  essential  in  order  l£at  the  pro- 
pmy  may  posien  any  marketable  valae  what- 
ever. 

OBDNANCE  DEPAETMBNT. 
BESOLUTION. 

Mr.  OAEBUTT  (Monmouth,  &c.),  in 
rising  to  call  attention  to  the  adminis- 


tration of  the  Ordnance  Department; 
and  to  move — 

"  That  a  Committee  he  appointed  to  ioquiro 
into  the  whole  question  of  guns,  and  the  work- 
ing of  the  Factories  at  Woolwich,  Enfield,  and 
Birmingham," 

said :  I  do  not  propose  to  detain  the 
House  for  any  length  of  timd,  nor  do  I 
imagine  that  the  question  to  whidi  I 
propose  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  will  occupy  the  time  of  bon. 
Members  for  anything  like  the  length 
to  which  the  debate  on  the  incidence  of 
taxation  has  run.  But  the  subject  is  a 
very  important  one.  Attention  has  re- 
peatedly been  called  to  the  want  of  guns, 
and  I  have  on  more  than  one  occasion 
stated  that  I  should  move  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  whole  subject.  I  made  that 
statement  last  Session ;  but  it  was  a 
moribund  Parliament,  and  I  did  not 
think  that  any  usefol  purpose  would  bo 
served  by  appointing  a  Committee.  I 
therefore  gave  Notice  that  if  I  was  a 
Member  on  the  reassembling  of  the  new 
Puliament  I  would  move  for  a  Commit- 
tee of  Inquiry  into  the  subject.  The 
House  will  be  aware  that  it  is  very  diffi- 
cult for  a  private  Member  to  arrive 
at  all  the  facts  of  this  Gun  Question. 
Hitherto  we  have  never  had  a  state- 
ment, except  in  regard  to  the  question 
of  expense ;  and  even  last  night,  al- 
though the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Camp- 
beU-BannermanJ  entered  fully  into  mat- 
ters of  detail  in  connection  with  the 
Arm^  Estimates,  he  regained  from 
making  anything  like  a  full  statement 
upon  this  question.  Therefore,  many 
01  the  facts  to  which  I  desire  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  I  have  obtained, 
not  on  the  authority  of  the  Government, 
but  from  other  sources.  It  is  stated 
that,  at  the  present  moment,  we  have 
no  single  large  breech-loading  gun,  and, 
so  for  as  I  am  aware,  no  deni^  of  this 
statement  has  been  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment; on  the  contrary,  it  is  ad- 
mitted that  some  of  the  ships  are  wait- 
ing for  guns.  The  Ordnance  Depart- 
ment propose  to  spend  £1,500,000,  and, 
on  the  average,  £1,000,000  has  been 
spent  every  year.  Since  rifle  guns  were 
adopted — at  any  rate,  during  the  last  five 
years — £1,000,000  per  annum  has  been 
expended,  and  we  have  nothing  to  show 
for  it.  Nearly  all  the  money  has  been 
wasted,  and  the  gone  we  have  are  very 
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little  more  than  obsolete ;  it  is,  there- 
fore, onl^  right  that  we  should  appoint 
a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  whole 
subject.    The  French  were  in  as  bad,  or 
in  a  wonte  position,  when  the  Franco- 
German  War  taught  them  a  severe 
lesson,    God  forbid  that  such  a  trial 
should  fall  on  our  country  ;  but  I  firmly 
believe  that  had  we  gone  to  war  a  year 
or  two  ago  it  would  have  taken  all  our 
native  pluck  to  have  prevented  such  a 
catastrophe.  Bifle  cannon  were  adopted 
to  obtain  better  precision — that  is,  the 
old    round   cannon-ball ;  but  it  was 
saparseded  by  an  elongated  shot,  which 
was  made  to  rotate,  with  a  view  of  ob- 
taining an  accurate  run  of  flight — on 
the  same  principle  as  the  spinning  of  a 
top  keeps  it  upright.   I  shall  not  enter 
into  the  question  of  prioi^ty  of  inven* 
tion,  or  of  the  credit  due  to  Sir  William 
Armstrong  or  Sir  Joseph  Whitworth,  or 
many  others  who  have  laboured  in  this 
field;  but  I  may  mention  that  in  1854 
Lord  Hardinge  applied  to  Sir  Joseph 
Whitworth  to  make  a  series  of  experi- 
ments.   He  built  a  shooting  gallery, 
and  made  exhaustive  experiments,  which 
showed  conclusively  what  was  the  beat 
system  of  rifling,  what  was  the  best  me- 
tfaod  or  form  of  rifling,  what  was  the 
best  length  of  projeotile,  what  shape  of 
projeotile  afibraed  the  greatest  power  of 
penetration,  and  a  variety  of  umilar 
matters.  All  these  ^ings  were  removed 
from  the  region  ci  speculation,  and 
were  determined  as  much  as  the  laws 
which  rwiilate  vravitation  have  been 
determiuM ;  so  that,  although  the  facts 
may  be  ignored,  they  cannot  be  altered. 
The   experiments   proved,  moreover, 
that  what  was  true  of  small  arms  was 
equally  true,  mutatit  mutandis,  of  cannon. 
Had  this  data  been  utilized,  all  our  blun- 
ders for  years  would  have  been  avoided. 
Mechanically  shaped  shot  and  steel  shot 
have  cost  the  country  millions  of  money. 
It  was  necessary  to  ascertain  the  requi- 
site length  of  shot— too  short  shot  turn 
over  ;  too  long  shot  strain  the  gun. 
After  years  of  blunders  we  have  come 
to  the  right  length  of  shot,  and  the  right 
length  of  gun  also.    Other  questions 
have  still  to  be  settled.   The  nation  has 
spent  millions  since  we  b^an  to  make 
nfle  cannon,  all  oi  which,  I  think,  has 
been  wasted;  and  I  consider  tlut  the 
House  of  Oinnmons  has  a  right  to  ask — 
first,  have  we  the  best  gun  in  the 
votiA  i  seoond,  have  we  a  proper  supply 
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of  guns,  or  are  we  likely  to  get  it;  third, 
what  is  our  system  of  control  over  tke 
supply  of  guns ;  fourth,  who  is  respon- 
sible for  the  design,  the  supply,  and 
length,  and  who  is  re^onsible  for  the 
deplorable  waste  of  money  which  haa 
occurred ;  and,  lastly,  what  ought  we  to 
do  at  Woolwich  ?   In  regard  to  the  first 
point,  have  we  the  beet  g^n  ?  I  believe 
not ;  or,  at  any  rate,  no  thorough  trial 
has  been  mode  to  prove  it.    If  the  me- 
chanical data  bad  once  been  definitely 
fixed,  the  trial  of  one  gun,  even  to  de- 
struction, would  settle  all  sizes  ;  but  we 
go  on  making  all  sizes,  without  finally 
settling  the  design.   We  go  entirely  oa 
calculated  results.  No  act^  results  can 
be  given.  I  want  to  see  more  exhaustive 
experiments  with  regard  to  these  guns 
with  a  view  to  testing  their  capabilities. 
Then,  there  are  many  other  descriptions 
of  guns  which  mip:ht  be  tried.  There  is 
the  Longridge  wire  gun,  which  can  be 
made  for  one-third  of  the  cost  and  in 
one-quarter  of  the  time.    I  know  that 
we  shall  be  told  that  at  Woolwich  we 
are  now  manufacturing  two  of  these 
wire  guns ;  but  I  am  given  to  under- 
stand that  it  is  being  done  without  con- 
sulting the  original  inventor,  either  upon 
the  question  of  design  or  process  of 
manufacture.   Again,  there  remain  two 
questions  to  be  settled  with  reference  to 
me  Woolwich  guu,  which  only  a  definite 
trial  can  determine.   I  fancy  if  we  were 
to  spend  a  little  more  money  in  exhaus- 
tive experiment  that  we  shoidd  find  our- 
selves in  a  better  position  Uian  we  are 
at  the  present  time;  and  to  show  the 
House  that  there  is  need  <d  this  X  will 
read  from  The  Timet  of  the  23rd  Januarr, 
1885— 

"When  we  come  to  cannon,  the  Woolwich 
ganB  are  nearlr  aa  dangeroas  all  roand  to  those 
who  fire  them  &»  they  ever  would  become  to 
those  who  were  fired  at." 

Now,  that,  of  course,  is  a  strong  state- 
ment for  the  leading  journal  to  make ; 
and  I  think  the  Government  would  act 
wisely  in  doing  what  is  necessaiy  to 
satisfy  the  country  that  the  manufac- 
ture of  guns  at  Woolwich  will  be  placed 
on  a  better  footing  than  it  was  at  that 
time.  Bat  let  me  refer  to  some  failures 
which  have  taken  place  within  the  last 
few  years.  We  know  there  wm  the  case 
of  the  3%under0rj  which  was  inquired 
into  and  a  Beport  made,  although  we 
maynotallagree  with  the  decision  arrirod 
at.   We  know  that  H.M.S.  J)ar*ng  re- 
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ceived  orders  that  her  guns  shoald  not 
be  fired  except  with  reduced  charges ; 
and  I  should  like  to  know  how  many 
guns  we  have  issued  to  our  ships  that 
are  perfectly  reliable,  and  how  many 
doubtful  and  unserviceable.  Of  the  guns 
of  H.M.S.  Lryad  oight  out  of  nine  are 
unserviceable.  Then  we  find  that  an 
80-ton  gun  at  Gibraltar  in  1884  was 
sent  home  to  be  repaired.  Again,  there 
was  a  9'inch  18-ton  gun  which  burst  at 
Woolwich.  It  had  a  calibre  of  9'2  inch, 
and  the  gun  was  being  osed  for  proving 
gunpowder,  and  not  testing  the  gun 
itself.  Lastly,  I  should  like  to  refer  to 
a  gun  on  board  H.U.S.  Acitv$y  a  6-inch 
breech-loading  gun,  which  burst  in  1884, 
five  feet  of  it  being  blown  away.  An 
inquiry  took  place  upon  the  subject; 
but  I  have  never  been  able  to  see  the 
Keport,  and  I  make  the  following  state- 
ment with  regard  to  it.  I  believe  it  was 
one  of  the  guns  originally  passed  by  the 
Ordnance  Committee  in  1881  ;  it  was 
arranged  tliat  it  should  be  fired  with 
35  lbs.  of  powder  and  a  projectile  of 
80  lbs.,  and  was  said  to  give  under 
those  circumstances  a  muzzle  velocity 
of  1,930  feet  per  second;  this  gun  was 
called  Mark  I.  In  September,  1881, 
the  new  Ordnance  Oommittee,  who  bad 
been  experimenting  with  the  Elswick 
gun  Mark  I.,  were  instructed  to  demand 
a  drawing  of  the  gun-factory  design,  to 
be  sealed  as  Mark  II. ;  and  although 
they  did  so,  and  sealed  the  drawing, 
they  stated  that  as  yet  they  had  had  no 
opportunity  of  considering  the  design. 
Here  we  find  out  how  it  is  that  our  guns 
are  so  unfortunate  in  design.  We  de- 
pend entirely  on  the  Ordnance  Commit- 
tee ;  and  yet  they  say  they  have  had  no 
opportunity  of  considering  the  design. 
Well,  Sir,  they  went  on  making  these 
guns.  There  were  25  made  at  Elswick, 
and  at  the  Boyal  Gun  Factory  53,  and 
thOTe  were  in  progress  at  the  Royal 
Gun  Factory  57,  giving  a  total  of  135, 
at  a  ooBt  of  over  £100,000.  It  was  found 
out  before  lon^  that  this  was  a  defective 
type,  because  in  June,  1882,  several  of 
these  guns  which  were  made  at  Elswioh 
arrived  here,  and  fivo  of  them,  besides 
two  of  those  made  at  the  Boyal  Qun 
Factory,  biirst,  after  we  had  expended 
the  £100,000 1  have  mentioned.  But  the 
strangest  part  of  the  story  of  these  guns 
is  this — they  were  designed  originally 
to  fire  a  charge  of  50  lbs.  of  powder, 
and  with  a  projectile  of  100  lbs.  were  to 


give  a  muzzle  velocity  of  2,090  feet  per 
second,  the  charge  afterwards  reduced 
to  42  lbs. ;  but  after  the  failure  I  have 
referred  to  it  was  recommended  that  the 
charge  of  powder  should  be  further  re- 
duced to  38  lbs.,  the  muzzle  velocity 
being  lessened  to  1,811  feet  per  second. 
Well,  Sir,  I  think  it  an  extraordinary 
thing  that  the  Ordnance  Committee 
should  have  spent  the  £100,000  without 
making  an  efficient  experiment.  The 
next  thing  I  wish  to  refer  to  are  the 
gunsof  H.M.S.  Cu/Ztn^troot?.  These  were 
two  breech-loading  steeh^ns,  27  feet 
4  inches  in  length;  12-inoh  bore;  diot 
3  feet  1  inch  in  length ;  and  were  con- 
structed with  a  16-inch  powder  chamber 
6  feet  3  inches  in  length.  The  objection 
to  them  is  that  they  were  designed 
originally  to  fire  400  lbs  of  powder,  and 
that  having  been  put  on  board  the  Col- 
(ingwood,  it  was  ordered  that  the  charge 
of  powder  should  be  reduced  to  295  lbs. 
Well,  Sir,  is  it  not  an  extraordinary 
thing  that  having  designed  a  gun  to  fire 
400  lbs.  of  powder  you  should  tell  those 
who  have  to  use  it  that  the  maximum 
charge  is  to  be  105  lbs.  less  ?  But  the 
most  extraoi-diaary  part  of  this  story  is 
that  when  the  gun  came  to  be  tried  the 
shot  8tu(&  on  the  17th,  18th,  and  last 
round,  so  that  even  this,  the  redaoed 
charge,  could  not  be  fired.  This  is  an- 
other  instance  of  a  large  expenditure 
having  been  incurred  before  experi- 
ment had  conclusively  shown  that  we 
were  right  io  making  them.  Then  I 
come  to  instances  of  failure.  At  the 
bombardment  of  Alexandria  several 
guns  burst.  One  ll-inoh  ^n  showed  a 
crack  in  the  muzzle  ;  and  it  is  currently 
believed  that  there  was  so  small  a  supply 
of  ammunition  that  the  bombardment 
could  not  have  continued  much  longer. 
And  then.  Sir,  there  is  the  very  remark- 
able circumstance  that  our  ti'oops  during 
the  war  in  Egypt  had  only  T-lbs.  muzzle- 
loading  guns.  One  objection  to  mozzle- 
loadin^  guns  is  that  the  men  have  to 
stand  m  front  for  the  purpose  of  ram- 
ming home  the  powder.  In  that  way 
they  are,  of  course,  greatly  exposed  to 
the  enemy  in  front,  and  have  not  the 
protection  which  is  afforded  by  the 
breech-loading  gun.  We  found  there 
were  no  muzzle  -  loading  gun  in  the 
JEgyptian  Army;  they  were  Krupp's 
breech-loading  guns.  Wei),  I  believe 
we  have  very  few.  And  it  seems  to  me 
very  strange  that  we  who  ought  to  be 
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the  largest  manufacturing  nation  in  the 
world  should  not  have  come  to  the  same 
conclusion  on  this  point  as  all  civilized 
people  have  done.  Other  nations  have 
breech-loading  guns.  If  we  were  to  go 
to  war  with  a  country  like  Germany  we 
ahould  find  that  they  did  not  use  muzzle- 
loading  guns.  One  of  the  chief  objec- 
tions to  using  these  guns  is  that  you 
cannot  see  through  their  bore,  whereas 

{rou  can  see  through  the  bore  of  a  breech- 
oading  gun  after  it  has  been  fired.  I 
contend  that  it  was  a  great  mistake  on 
our  part  to  supply  the  troops  in  Egypt 
with  a  weapon  inferior  to  that  which 
the  Egyptians  had.  The  next  question 
I  will  ask  is  this — "  Have  we  anything 
approaching  to   a  proper   supply  of 

funs  ;  or  are  we  likely  to  have  them  ?  " 
believe  we  have  very  few  guns  indeed. 
Oontmental  nations  adopted  steel  for 
^uns  10  or  12  years  before  we  did;  and 
it  is  17  years  since  France  adopted 
breech-loading;  whereas  it  was  only 
adopted  by  us  seven  or  eight  years  ago ; 
and  I  may  mention  that  at  one  time  Sir 
Joseph  Whitworth  offered  to  lend  the 
Government  two  breech-loading  ^uss 
which  lie  had  made  for  the  Brazilian 
(Jovernment,  and  that  the  ofSet  was  de- 
clined. Now  with  regard  to  the  tiiree 
110-ton  guns  ordered  at  a  cost  of 
£19,500  each.  The  first  of  these  was 
promised  to  be  ready  in  October,  1885; 
the  second  in  January,  1886;  and  the 
third  in  April,  1S86.  There  is  one  of 
these  guns,  I  am  told,  ready ;  but  I 
should  like  to  ask  whether  that  one  has 
been  tried  ?  Do  we  know  exactly  what 
that  gun  will  do ;  what  charge  it  will 
stand ;  and  whether  it  is  right  that  we 
should  have  a  large  number  of  them  ? 
Then  with  regard  to  the  43-ton  steel 

funs.  I  ask  if  any  of  these  are 
eing  tested  to  the  full  extent;  and, 
if  so,  what  thickness  of  plate  did  they 
pierce?  On  the  5th  of  March,  1886, 
the  Earl  of  Northbrook,  in  "  another 
place,"  said  there  was  no  doubt  that 
there  had  been  a  most  regrettable  diffi- 
culty in  supplying  breech-loading  guns 
for  the  Navy  ;  that  when  Mr.  Smith  left 
the  Admiralty  in  1880  be  expressed  his 
regret  on  this  point ;  that  it  was  unne- 
cessary to  say  whose  fault  it  was,  and 
that  certainly  we  were  behind  other  na- 
tions in  this  respect,  but  were  then  re- 
medying the  defect.  I  should  like  to 
ask  what  is  our  system  of  control — 
under  what  system  are  our  guns  sup- 
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plied  ?  We  have  the  Surveyor  General 
of  Ordnance,  who  is  responsible  to  this 
House  for  the  supply  of  guns.  No 
doubt,  the  House  has  great  respect  for 
the  present  Surveyor  General  of  Ord- 
nance (Mr.  Woodall) ;  but  he  is  a  poli- 
tical and  not  a  military  agent,  and  ne  is 
not  responsible  for  the  design  and  manu- 
facture of  guns.  Then  we  have  the 
Director  General  of  Ordnance,  who  is  a 
military  man.  I  believe  he  is  technically 
rosponsible  for  the  manufacture  of  ti:e 
guns ;  but  what  I  want  to  know  is — 
whom  would  the  Government  or  the  na- 
tion have  hanged,  so  to  npeak,  if  this 
country  had  gone  to  war  three  years  ago 
when  we  were  so  lamentably  deficient? 
The  Director  General  of  Ordnance,  I 
understand,  is  a  very  clever  man;  but 
he  is  only  appointed  for  a  few  years, 
and  I  believe  mat  the  last  appointment 
was  junior  to  all  the  other  Manufactory 
Directors  at  the  Ordnance  Department.  I 
do  not  want  to  find  fault  with  any  man. 
Sir;  but  I  find -fault  with  the  system, 
and  I  ask  how  long  the  preeent  system 
is  to  continue  ?  Well,  next  comes  the 
Superinteudent  of  Factories.  He  is  a 
miutary  man,  and  knows  nothing  wlut- 
ever  of  the  manu&ctiue  of  guns;  his 
appointment  is  for  five  years  in  tho  Ar- 
senal or  Laboratory  at  Woolwich.  At 
the  end  of  five  years,  if  he  has  ma- 
naged his  business  well,  he  generally 
contrives  to  get  reappointed.  I  believe 
it  is  the  practice  to  appoint  men  who 
know  absolutely  nothing  of  a  great 
Manufacturing  Department,  which  makes 
them  dependent  upon  any  information 
they  can  get  from  others.  There  is  an- 
other evil  in  appointing  a  military  man 
to  the  office  of  Superintendent  of  Fac- 
tories, and  that  is  that  after  he  is  ap- 
pointed  he  does  not  look  to  the  Factory 
Authorities, but  to  the  Horse  Guards,for 
promotion.  I  think  this  divided  respon- 
sibility is  a  great  mistake.  I  know  that 
we  shall  be  reminded  of  the  now  Ord- 
nance Select  Committee.  A  new  Ord- 
nance Select  Oommittee  was  appointed 
in  1881 ;  but  that,  I  believe,  was  not  a 
very  strong  Committee.  It  consisted  of 
two  civil  engineers  and  several  military 
half-pay  officers.  There  was  no  nav^ 
man  upon  it  until  last  year,  or  the  year 
before,  so  that  the  Admiralty  never  had 
a  chance  of  stating  what  sort  of  guns 
the  Navy  wanted.  Last  year,  during 
the  war  panic,  there  was  great  dissatis- 
faction,  and  another  Oommittee  was 
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actually  appointed  to  supersede  the  Se- 
lect Committee  on  Ordnanoe.  Upon 
that  Oommittee  there  was  a  member  of 
the  Wfaitworth  firm  and  two  members 
of  the  Armstrong  firm,  as  well  as  mili- 
tary men,  who,  I  believe,  were  in  this 
position — that  they  knew  nothing  what- 
ever about  the  manufacture  of  guns. 
Sir,  I  think  we  were  perfectly  right  in 
appointing  the  three  gentlemen,  who 
were  members  of  tlie  firms  mentioned, 
to  consider  the  question  of  the  manu- 
facture of  our  guns ;  but  does  it  not 
seem  a  strange  anomaly  that  those  gen- 
tlemen should  in  this  matter  stand  in 
the  position  both  of  buyers  and  sellers  ? 
I  regret  that  it  has  fallen  to  me  to 
trouble  the  House  at  this  late  hour  with 
the  statement  I  have  made;  but  the 
earnest  wish  I  have  is  to  see  a  perma- 
nent Head  placed  over  these  Manufac- 
turing Departments.  I  will  not  discuss 
whether  he  should  be  a  military  or  a 
civil  officer;  but  let  him  be  the  best 
man  the  country  can  produce,  and  let 
him  be  paid  as  highly  or  even  higher 
than  a  t/abinet  Minister,  if  need  be, 
in  view  of  the  immense  responsibility 
which  would  rest  upon  biin.  I  believe 
the  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  ex- 
ercised a  sound  judgment  last  year,  and 
that  the  Qovernment  were  perfectly 
justified  in  not  making  steel  forgings 
themselves.  I  beg  to  move  the  Besolu- 
tion  standing  in  my  name. 

Mb.  RUSTON  (Lincoln) :  I  will  not 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House  at  length ; 
but  I  hope  the  House  will  allow  me  to 
make  a  few  observattons  upon  the  Mo- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend.  I  think  that 
this  question  of  the  manufacture  of  guns 
is  one  of  very  great  importance  on  ac- 
count of  its  magnitude — with  respect  to 
the  large  sums  of  money  involved,  and 
the  great  national  interests  involved. 
Last  year  the  sum  of  £1,452,232  was 
voted  for  wages  and  materials,  of 
which  £910,192  was  on  aocouut  of 
Woolwich,  and  £542,040  on  account  of 
Enfield. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  preseut, 

Mb.  EUSTON  :  I  will  not  detain  the 
House  at  length.  As  soon  as  I  have 
stated  these  figures,  the  Minister  will 
probably  re^,  and  the  discussion  be 
at  an  end.  I  therefore  ask  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen kindly  to  be  patient.  I  was  say- 


ing that  last  year  the  House  granted 
£1,452,232  for  expenditure  at  these 
Factories.  Well,  8u?,  we  have  for  1 886, 
on  account  of  Woolwich,  a  Yote  for 
£1,127,150,  for  Wages  and  Materials, 
which  comprises  £230,600  for  the  Car- 
riage Department,  £2.'i6,050  for  the 
Gun  Factory,  and  £640,500  for  the 
Eoyal  Laboratory.  We  have  also  for 
wages  and  matorials  at  Enfield, 
£198,000,  and  for  the  Gunpowder  Ma- 
nufactory at  Birmingham,  £40,450.  Sir, 
I  think  we  have  a  claim  to  ask  what  are 
the  results  obtained  from  the  expendi- 
ture of  so  large  a  sum  of  money.  I 
wish  it  to  be  perfectly  understood  that  I 
do  not  wish  to  enter  for  a  moment  into 
the  question  of  what  kind  of  guns 
should  be  manufactured  at  these  Facto- 
ries— whether  thOT^  should  be  40  or 
80-toa  guns,  breech-loading  or  muzzle- 
loadiog^I  merely  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  they  are  practically 
eoonomical.  There  is  a  Betum  made  as 
to  the  working  of  the  Government  Fac- 
tories— a  large  volume,  containing  an 
immense  mass  of  figures,  none  of  which, 
however,  give  the  information  which  we 
desire.  We  want  to  know  whether  the 
money  is  spent  in  the  best  possible  way 
for  securing  the  end  we  have  in  view. 
There  are  many  Members  of  this  House 
who  are  familiar  with  the  conduct  of 
lar^e  manufacturing  and  mercantile  es- 
tablishments, and  who,  in  dealing  with 
questions  of  this  kind,  would  have  no 
more  diffi.culty  than  they  would  have  in 
dealing  with  their  ownregtdarbttsineBB, 
The  peculiarity  of  this  Betum  lies  in 
the  manner  in  which  it  is  made  up. 
There  is  one  column  for  cost  of  mate- 
rials, one  for  material,  and  another  for 
indirect  expenditure ;  these  three  are 
added  together  and  called  Balance  1 ; 
then  comes  a  column  in  which  is  given 
the  amount  which  would  have  to  be 
added  for  wear  and  tear,  and  those  to- 
gether are  called  Balance  2 ;  and  so 
careful  are  those  who  make  up  the 
figures,  that  to  a  sum  of  £56,000  they 
add  the  19^.  9}i.  The  country  does  not 
grudge  the  money  expended  on  the 
Manufacturing  Establishments ;  but  it 
does  wont  to  know  that  it  receives  for  it 
a  fair  economical  return ;  it  does  want 
to  know  that  the  money  which  is  pro- 
vided by  the  taxpayers  is  spent  in  their 
interest.  Sir,  I  oeg  to  second  the  Be- 
aolution  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
moath. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  Committee  bo  appointed  to  inquire 
into  tho  whole  qiteetion  of  guns,  and  the  work- 
ing of  the  Factories  at  Woolwich,  Eaflold,  and 
BinninghaiD." — (Afr.  Cttrbutt.) 

CoLOHEL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.):  I 
do  not  tliink  we  can  go  into  the  whole 
question  of  gune;  but  I  think  we  may 
very  well  inquire  into  the  working  of 
the  Manufacturing  Establishments  of 
the  country.  I  do  not  say  the  Factories 
would  not  come  out  well;  but  I  think 
the  time  has  arrived  when  we  ought  to 
go  into  the  question,  and  that  a  case 
has  been  made  out  for  inquiry  as  to  how 
the  Manafactories  are  carried  on.  There 
are  now  many  officers  of  both  Services 
who  are  Members  of  thia  House ;  and  I 
think  we  are  now  in  a  good  position  to 
enter  upon  an  inquiry.  I  quite  agree 
that  there  is  a  good  deal  of  doubt  about 
these  balance  sheeta,  and  that  they  re- 
quire looking  into,  and  that  they  ought 
to  bo  as  clear  in  the  case  of  Qovernmeat 
Manufactories  as  in  the  case  of  private 
individuals,  who,  if  they  did  not  keep 
their  books  clear,  would  soon  get  tlieir 
business  into  confusion.  Take,  for  io- 
stance,  the  guns.  The  extras  the  trade 
cannot  compete  with,  because  there  is 
continual  change  in  regard  to  them.  In- 
stead of  placing  the  extras  on  the  articles 
with  regard  to  which  there  is  competi- 
tion, the  Qun  Factories  put  them  on 
varioufl  small  articles  with  which  private 
firms  cannot  compete.  We  want  an  in- 
quiry into  this  question ;  but  we  should 
not  go  into  the  whole  matter.  That 
would  involve  our  going  down  to  6hoe- 
buryness  and  making  extensive  experi- 
ments. I  should  be  inclined  to  alter  the 
Motion  so  as  to  make  it  apply  merely 
to  the  supply  of  guns  and  small  arms, 
and  to  the  working  of  the  Factories  at 
Woolwich,  Enfield,  and  Birmingham.  I 
used  to  bring  this  question  before  the 
House  at  one  time.  It  certainly  deserves 
careful  inquiry  ;  and  I  think  also  we  are 
deficient  in  knowledge  as  to  Krupp's 
Manufactory.  However,  as  the  Front 
Benches  are  not  anxious  to  go  into  these 
subjects,  I  will  cut  short  my  remarks. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  loa 
WAR  (Mr.  Oampbell-Banxerman)  (Stir- 
ling, &c.) :  Perhaps  the  House  will  al- 
low me  to  make  one  or  two  observations 
in  answer  to  the  remarks  of  my  hon. 
Frimd.  Though  I  cannot  agree  in  all 
points  vrith  what  my  hon.  ^end  said 
in  bringing  forward  the  Motion,  or  in 


what  fell  from  my  hon.  Friend  behind 
me  (Mr.  Buston)  in  seconding  the  Mo- 
tion, I  admit  at  once  the  importance  of 
the  subject,  and  that  the  object  they 
have  in  view  is  well  deserving  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House.    But  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Oarbutt)  proposed  that  a  Commit- 
tee should  be  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  subject  of  guns  and  the  desigos  for 
guns.   I  should  deprecate  such  an  in- 
quiry in  the  strongest  possible  manner, 
because  we  have  had  delay  enongli 
owing  to  inquiries  as  to  the  construction 
of  guns.    Up  to  1 880,  when  the  former 
Liberal  Government  entered  into  power, 
nothing  had  been  done  as  to  the  armament 
of  the  Army  and  Navy ;  and  the  present 
Home  Secretary  (S^.  Childers)  then 
appointed  an  Ordnance  Select  Oommittee 
of  skilled  officers  of  the  Army  and  Navy, 
with  the  assistance  of  two  of  the  b«t 
civil  engineers  in  the  ooont^— Sir  F. 
BramweTl  and  Mr.  Barlow.   This  Com- 
mittee sat  since  that  time,  and  I  am 
glad  to  say  that  now  the  dewgns  for 
these  guns  are  settled.    To  show  tlie 
desire  they  had  not  to  proceed  in  an; 
hole-and-corner  way,  I    hold  in  mj 
hand  a  special  Report  presented  to  ibe 
House  with  regard  to  the  conBtnic-tion 
of  ordnance,  and  it  seems  that  in  making 
the  investigation  they  associated  witb 
themselves  a  member  from  each  of  the 
two  firms  of  Sir  William  Armstrong  £ 
Co.,  and  Sir  Joseph  Whitworth  &  Co. 
That  shows  there  was  no  desire  to  keep 
the  matter  in  the  hands  of  what  was 
called  the  Woolwich  "ring."  Thatbeing 
the  case,  I  should,  as  I  say,  deprecate 
any  inquiry  into  the  question  of  thecon- 
straction  of  ordnance ;  but  the  question 
of  administration  is  another  matter; 
and  though  I  do  not  commit  mjwlf 
to  any  promise,  I  believe  that  it  would 
be  a  most  advantageous  thing  to  hare 
an  inquiry  of  this  kind  into  Government 
Establishments.    I  cannot  speak  ((« 
highly  of  the  Artillery  officers  who  have 
I  been  Superintendents  of  these  Factories- 
I  believe  they  have  not  only  been  niea 
of  great  eminence  in  their  Profession, 
but  have  developed  extraordinary  busi-  , 
ness  habits  and   capabilities  in  th^ 
management  of  the  men  and  the  ordi-  1 
nary  business-work  of  the  Factories  I 
Colonel  Maitland,  I  may  select  as  one-a 
man  of  the  highest  distinction  andfoa? 
deserving  the  confidence  of  the  couoti}'- 
It  would  not  involve  the  slightest  dero- 
gation from  the  position  of  these  Sapa^ 
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intendenta,  if  an  investigation  were  to  be 
made  by  a  Oommittee,  who  would  be 
able  to  collect  valuable  information  as  to 
the  adminietration  of  the  DepartmeDta. 
But  there,  again,  I  differ  fh)m  what  I 
imagine  to  be  the  intention  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  I  do  not  think  a  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  is  a  proper  Body 
for  that  purpose.  We  all  know  how 
Select  Committees  are  formed  ;  and  for 
a  purpose  of  this  sort  I  should  rather 
prefer  a  small  Committee,  carefully 
chosen,  consisting  of  skilled  men  and 
men  of  business  taken  from  the  out- 
side world,  80  that  we  should  hare  a 
fair,  impartial,  and  careful  ioquiir.  I 
can  speak  with  some  sort  of  good  con- 
science in  this  respect,  becanse  when  I 
was  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  I  was 
the  means  of  procuring  a  Committee  of 
shipbuilders  and  shipowners  to  inquire 
into  the  management  of  the  Dockyards. 
One  or  two  Members  of  this  House 
were  on  that  Oommittee,  and  I  must  say 
that  the  greatest  benefits  have  resulted 
from  its  appointment.  If  I  may  use  a 
somewhat  homely  expression,  it  stirred 
things  up,  and  was  able  to  make  sug* 
gestiona  that  have  been  of  the  greatest 
use.  Without  committing  myself  at 
all,  I  think  it  is  possible  that  tJie  Sur- 
veyor General  of  the  Ordnance  and 
myself,  after  looking  into  these  matters 
to  which  we  axe  now  practically  new, 
may  find  that  an  inquiry  of  that  sort  may 
be  advantageous  to  the  public  interest. 
If  so,  I  can  assure  my  hon.  Friend  that 
we  shall  not  be  slow  to  appoint  such  a 
Committee  as  I  have  described. 

Ms.  CABBUTT :  I  beg  leave  to  with- 
draw my  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mfhdravn. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAT. 


SCHOOL  FEES  OF  N0N-PATrPEE8  BILL- 
{Mr.  Uneellpn,  Sir  Siehari  Faget, 

Mr.  Soihoiw.) 
[bill  114.]     SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Uk.  LLEWELLYN  (Somerset,  N.) : 
In  asking  the  House  to  read  this  Bill  a 
second  time,  I  do  not  think  it  necessary 

to  go  into  its  provisions  at  any  length. 
As  to  its  object,  it  will  apeak  for  itself. 
I  may  say  that  it  ia  not  intended  to 
supplant  or  in  any  way  amend  the  Act 


of  1876,  but  to  remove,  if  possible,  a 
grievance  not  altogether  a  sentimental 
or  an  imaginary  one,  but  one  keenly  felt 
by  the  class  with  which  the  measure 
deals.  The  grievance  is,  I  may  say, 
that  those  who  are  called  upon  to  pro- 
vide education  for  their  children  belong- 
ing to  the  class  known  as  "non-paupers," 
who  cannot  afford  to  pay  the  »e8,  have 
to  apply  to  be  relieved  of  them  either 
to  the  Boards  of  Guardians  or  to  the 
officers  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians. 
Such  application  is  felt  to  be  degrading, 
and  I  think  the  law  should  be  altered 
in  the  mannm  I  suggest  in  this  shcni 
Bill.  I  should  not  have  ventured  to  in- 
troduce this  Bill  were  it  not  that  I  have 
had  some  considerable  experience  in  this 
matter.  Since  the  formation  of  School 
Attendance  Committees  I  have  had  the 
honour  to  be  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
in  my  Union  for  the  last  1 1  years,  and  I 
have  had  in  my  capacity  there,  and  also 
as  magistrate,  several  opportunities  of 
seeing  that  the  Act  presses  rather  hardly 
upon  a  certain  class.  The  custom  as  to 
granting  relief  from  the  payment  of 
school  fees  is  objectionable.  As  a  rule, 
or  with  few  exceptions,  or,  at  any  rate, 
a  large  proportion  of  the  inquiry  officers 
appointed  under  the  Act,  are  also  re- 
lieving officers,  and  it  is  that  custom 
which  causes  the  great  objection  to  the 
Aot.  Those  who  are  applicants  for  this 
form  of  relief  have  very  often  to  apply 
to  the  inquiry  officers  at  the  same  time 
that  outdoor  relief  is  being  given  to  the 
poor,  and  in  the  majority  of  cases  those 
who  apply  for  this  relief  see  no  differ- 
ence between  their  application  and  be- 
coming outdoor  paupers.  The  same 
officer  stands  at  the  same  table,  and  al- 
though he  does  not  use  the  same  book 
— one  book  being  yellow  and  the  other 
red — those  who  get  this  freedom  from 
the  payment  of  Bchool  fees,  from  the 
manner  in  which  it  is  obtained,  go  away 
with  the  idea  that  they  are  outdoor  pau- 
pers. I  should  not  have  attempted  to 
suggest  to  the  House  that  an  alteration 
should  be  made  in  this  Act  were  it 
not  that  the  occasion  of  the  affirm- 
ing of  that  measure  affords  an  op- 
portunity for  so  doing.  The  oha^e 
for  payment  of  school  fees  is  made  not 
on  the  general  fund  of  the  Union,  but 
on  the  parish  in  which  the  people  live. 
I  propose  in  this  Bill  that  those  in  a 
parish  who  should  be  elected  on  a  School 
Fees  Committee  should  have  the  oppoi- 
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tunify  of  granting  this  relief,  and  that, 
as  the  ezisting  law  already  provideB, 
the  pajment  Aould  be  made  through 
the  ordinary  precept  by  the  parish  alone. 
It  may  oocur  to  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  have  studied  the  question  and  have 
been  brought  face  to  face  with  the  diffi- 
culties of  it,  that  an  increase  in  the  rates 
may  be  brought  about  throngh  giving 
authority  or  power  to  irresponsible 
parties  to  grant  relief  out  of  a  fund 
which  they  are  not  responsible  for  pro- 
Tiding.  But  if  that  is  the  oase — and  I 
am  inclined  to  believe  it  will  not  be— I 
maintain  that  the  effect  of  dissociating 
this  class  which  my  Bill  affects  from  the 
actual  pauper  class  will  in  itself  bring 
about  a  relief  to  the  rates  for  the  reason 
I  have  attempted  to  give.  If  the  House 
passes  the  Bill,  those  who  seek  to  obtain 
relief  from  the  payment  of  school  fees 
will  no  longer  be  brought  into  contact, 
as  they  are  at  present,  with  the  Boards 
of  Guardians  themselves  or  the  officers 
of  the  Boards  of  Quardians.  The  class 
chieQy  affected  by  my  Bill  are  those  who, 
above  all  others,  should  receive  attention 
at  this  moment.  They  are  the  class  who 
are  striving  to  keep  themselveB  above 
the  rank  of  paupers — the  class  who,  at 
this  moment,  axe  sufferinj^  from  want  of 
employment ;  and  it  is  ror  that  reason 
that  I  aniparticularly  anxious  to  press 
upon  the  House  the  desirability  of  grant- 
ing this  relief  as  soon  as  possible.  The 
inquiry  officer  is,  in  many  cases,  one 
whose  efficiency  is  shown  by  the  amount 
of  money  he  can  save  to  the  rates ;  and 
in  order  to  bring  these  school-fee  cases 
before  the  Guardians  he  has  to  make  all 
sorts  of  inquiries,  he  has  to  drag  up  all 
the  oironmstances  of  people's  lives,  and 
it  is  possible  for  the  information  he  gives 
the  Guardians  to  be  published  in  the 
newspapers.  A  point  of  importance  is 
that  I  propose  that  the  Guardians  may 
be  required  to  appoint  a  paid  officer  to 
assist  the  Committee  in  its  inquiries  in 
this  matter  of  payment  of  school  fees, 
and  that  he  shall  in  no  case  be  the  re- 
lieving officer  for  the  parish.  I  do  not 
know  that  I  need  add  anything  to  tha^ 
unless  it  is  requested  that  I  should  do 
80.  I  ought,  perhaps,  to  apologize  for 
not  having  prefaced  my  remarks,  in 
moving  the  second  reading,  with  the 
stereotyped  phrase  about,  as  a  new 
Member,  asking  the  indulgence  of  the 
House ;  but  if  I  have  been  at  fault  in 
that  respect,  I  beg  to  correct  it  by  thuik- 

Jfi*.  LUwellyn 


ing  the  House  i<ax  tiie  indolgence  it  hii 
shown. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seeoni 
time."— (Ifr.  L'tweU^n.) 

The  PEESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVEENMENT  BOAED  (Mr.  Jorera 
OHiJiBKRLAiiT)  (Birmingham,  W.]:  I 
am  sorry  that  the  bon.  Member  thought 
it  necessary  to  move  the  second  reading 
so  late  to-night,  especially  as  I  unda- 
stand  the  BiU  has  only  j  ust  been  piiotei 
I  only  got  a  copy  of  it  this  morning,  and 
hare  not  been  able  to  nve  it  the  eoi- 
sideration  it  deserves.  [Mt-Llewzuts: 
It  was  circulated  yesterday  montin^.] 
I  am  told,  after  the  slight  uvestigttHm 
I  hare  been  able  to  malEe,  that  the  BiU 
has  been  so  drawn  that  it  will  requite  i 
great  number  of  alterations  to  carry  cot 
the  object  of  the  promoters.  We  should 
have  time  to  examine  it ;  and,  bead«s, 
I  doubt  if  it  is  wise  to  deal  in  thii 
piecemeal  way  with  a  matter  affecting 
education  at  a  time  when,  actoallj,  a 
Committee  has  been  appointed  to  con- 
sider the  question  of  education.  I 
should  say  it  would  be  much  better  to 
put  this  matter  before  the  Comioittee, 
in  addition  to  the  other  matters  they 
will  have  to  consider,  than  to  pass  dw 
Bill.  I  do  not  wish  to  j)r6judice  ft« 
question,  and,  witti  the  view  of  pring 
an  opportunity  for  its  careful  oonsideia- 
tion,  I  move  the  adjoununent  of  tlu 
debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoaned." 
— (J&.  JoM0ph  CAamhM-U^im.) 

Mb.  H.  SPICER  (Islington,  8.}: 
Those  of  us  who  are  members  of  the 
London  School  Board  find  ourselves  ii 
somewhat  of  a  difficult  as  to  what 
course  to  adopt.  For  my  own  part  I 
would  rather  see  the  seocmd  reading 
carried  on  the  understanding  that  Aw 
time  will  be  given  for  the  oonsideratioB 
of  the  measure  before  the  Committee 
stage.  So  far  as  the  London  Guardiau 
are  concerned,  they  have  reused  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  option  contained 
in  the  Act  which  enables  them  to  ptj 
school  fees  

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  not  in  Order  in  discussing  the 
genual  question  on  the  Motion  for  tl)« 
acljoununent  of  the  debate. 

Digitized  by  Google 


1735      Marr%«^e9  {Sowrt  of  {Uabch 

Sib  BIOHABD  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells) :  After  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Kember  opposite,  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentiieman  (Mr.  GhamDeTlain)  will  see 
his  way  to  withdraw  his  Motion  and 
allow  the  Bill  to  be  read  a  aecond  time. 
The  right  hon.  Gtontleman  has  given  as 
a  reason  for  'tiie  adjoutnment  that  the 
BUI  was  only  droalated  this  morning ; 
baf,  as  a  mattor  of  fact,  it  was  in  the 
hands  of  Members  one  or  two  dajs 
earUer.  The  measure  is  one  of  a  very 
simple  charaoter,  and  I  cannot  oonceire 
it  necessaiT  that  anj  length  of  time  is 
required  tot  the  consideration  of  its 

Srinciple.  I  understand  the  right  hon. 
rentleman  to  say  that  he  sees  nothing 
in  the  Bill  that  is  objectionable.  He 
sees  some  small  difBiculties  of  detail 
that  require  alteration ;  but  his  chief 
objection,  and  the  reason  of  his  moving 
the  adjournment,  [is  that  there  is  a  Select 
Oommittee  at  present  engaged  in  in- 
vestigating the  Education  Acts.  How- 
ever undesirable  it  maybe  to  legislate  in  a 
piecemeal  manner,  I  venture  to  say  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  men- 
tioned sufficient  groimds  Ua  adjourning 
the  debate.  There  are  many  points  that 
require  alteration  in  the  Education  Law, 
and  this  Bill  proposes  to  deal  with  only 
ooe,  and  that  in  a  manner  that  is  unob- 
jectionable.  I  hope,  after  the  appeal 
that  has  been  made  to  him,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  fit  to 
permit  the  Bill  to  pass  the  second  read- 
iQg,  on  the  clear  understanding  that  it 
will  not  be  proceeded  with  on  any  future 
stage  until  he  has  had  ample  time  to 
oomdder  it. 

Sm  HENEY  HOLLAND  (Hamp- 
atead) :  I  would  venture  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  reconsider  his  deci- 
sion. This  Bill,  ae  my  hon.  Friend,  has 
just  stated,  has  been  oefiure  as  for  two 
days;  and  though  I  quite  admit  the 
force  of  t^e  argument  that  there  is  a 
Boyai  Oommission  sitting  on  Education, 
yet  the  measure  deals  with  a  distinct 
grievance.  It  may  be  that  the  details 
will  require  alteration  in  Committee; 
but  the  Bill  is  a  very  simple  one  dealing 
with  this  grievance  I  speak  of.  I  may 
add  that  I  do  not  think  the  question  is 
one  that  is  likely  to  come  before  the 
Commission. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  CHAMBERLAIN :  If 
I  may  be  allowed,  by  the  permission  of 
the  House,  to  answw  the  hon.  Barone^ 
I  would  >ay  that  I  do  not  vieh  to  ez- 
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press  an  opinion  as  to  the  Bill,  and  I 
see  no  objection  to  its  being  now  read  a 
seoond  time,if  the  hon .  Menn)er  in  charge 
of  it  will  Agree  not  to  put  down  the  fur- 
ther stage  for  a  fortnight. 

Mb.  LLEWELLTN  :  I  agree  to  that. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  CHAMBERLAIN : 
Then  I  withdraw  my  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdraun. 

Original  Question  put. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  Mmmiited 
for  Tuttday  6th  April. 

LUNACY  (VAOATINa  OP  BEATS)  BILL. 

{Dr.  Canuron,  Mr.  Charbi  Sm$ett,  Mr.  Puttttoiit 

Mr.  William  CorbtC.) 

[bIU,  85. J  COUUITTEE. 

Bill  eontidtrtd  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Mr.  SEXTON  (SHgo,  S.) :  My  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Derry  (Mr.  Healy)  has  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  to  Clause  1.  How- 
ever, mnce  the  matter  was  last  before 
the  House,  I  have  ascertained  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  is  not  eager 
at  TOresent  to  apply  his  reforming  zeal 
to  the  measure.  I  also  perceive  the 
force  of  the  statement  that  it  is  not  de- 
sirable to  extend  the  scope  of  the  Bill, 
which  applies  only  to  lunacy.  I  do  not 
propose  to  go  on  with  the  Amendment. 

Bill  reporUd,  without  Amendment ;  to 
be  read  the  third  time  To-morrwo. 

UARBIAaES  (HOURS  OF  SOLEMNIZA- 
TION) BILL.— [Bill  «2.] 
{Mr.  OtrvOl  WtUianu,  Mr.  Siehard,  Mr.  Ihc$.) 
OOMMITTBE. 

Bill  totui^red  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Hours  for  solemnization  of 

marriages). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
7,  to  leave  out  "four,"  and  insert 
"  three."— (J/r.  Broadkurtt.) 

Mr.  CARVELL  WILLIAMS  (Not- 
tingham, S.) :  I  do  not  think  tiie 
Amendment  ie  neoessary ;  but  the  point 
is  too  small  for  contention,  and  if  the 
Government  wish  for  the  change,  I  have 
no  objeotion  to  its  being  made. 

Amendment  agrwd  io. 
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On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Broadhtjest, 
further  Amendment  made,  in  line  13, 
by  subetitating  the  word  "three"  for 
the  word  four." 


Olaose,  as  amended,  ttgr«ed  to. 

Bemaining  clauBes  tgrwd  io. 

Bill  reporf«4;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Friday. 

BtTPMiT. 

ABMT  (aHITOAL)  BILL. 

Resolutions  [22nd  March]  reported,  and 
agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  Resolution  which,  npon  the 
16th  day  of  this  instant  SIftroh,  was  reported 
from  the  Committee  of  Supply,  and  then  agreed 
to  by  the  Hoiue,  be  now  nad :  and  the  same 
was  read,  aa  fcdioweth :  — 

Tbat  61,400  men  and  boys  be  employed  for 
tiie  Sea  and  Coast  Onard  Serrices,  for 
the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1887,  including  12,900  Royal  Marinea. 
Ordered,  That  leave  be  giren  to  bring  in  a 
Bill,  to  provide,  during  twelve  months,  for  the 
Discipline  and  Regulation  of  the  Army,  and 
that  Mr.  Secretary  Campbell- Bannerman,  the 
Judge  Advocate  General,  and  Mr.  Uibbert  do 
prepare  and  bring  it  in. 
'BiHpreeeHted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  IfiO.] 

TATS  AND  HBAKS. 

Reiolution  [22iid  Uardi]  reported,  and 
agrttd  to. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instntction  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Consolidated  Fond  (No.  2) 
Bill,  That  they  have  power  to  make  provision 
thareiii,  punuant  to  t£e  said  Beaolation. 

ifOTioirs. 

 0  

FORESTRT. 

Select  Committee  appointed,  "to  consider 
whether,  by  the  establishment  of  a  Forest 
School,  or  otherwise,  our  Woodlands  could  be 
rendered  more  remunerative."  —  (Sir  John 
Ubbock.) 

VEHTIXATJON  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  Ventilation  of  tLe 
House  : — Dr.  Farquharson,  Sir  Heniy  Boscoe, 
Mr.  LycU,  Sir  Guyer  Hunter,  Mr.  laaaos,  and 
Mr.  Richard  Power,  with  power  to  send  for 
persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  Tbat  Three  be  tiie  quorum.— (Jfr. 
Leveeon  Oowtr.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  qoorter 
aft<v  One  o^dock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
WedMtday,  24th  March,  1886. 


MINUTES.]  -  Public  Bills— S^mMi^ 
Metropolitan  Commons  Frovimonal  Order* 
ri32];  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liqaozs  on 
Sunday  (Darham)  [74] ;  Married  Woman 
(Maintenance  in  Case  of  Desertion)  [III], 
debate  a^foumed ;  Drowned  Persona  (Dia- 
covery  and  Interment}  [123]. 

Sefotred  to  SeUet  Cwimitte*  —  Hthe  Bent- 
Charge  (Eitraordinary)  Amendment  [61]: 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Amendment  [65] ;  Tithe 
Rcnt-Charge  (Bxtxaordinary)  Bedeoiptioa 
[63],  re/erred  to  Seteet  Cemmitite  om  TOlie 
Kent-Charge  (Extraordinary)  Amendment 
[61]. 

Coneidered  at  amended  —  Consolidated  Fund 

(No.  2) 

Third  SeeuHtiff—lMOMcy  (Vacattng  of  SflaU)* 
[8d].«iidiM*sftf: 


ORDERS  OF  TBE  DAT. 


TITHE   RENT. CHARGE  (EXTRA.OBDI- 
NART)  AMENDMENT  BILI.^-[Biu.  61.] 
{Mr.  Norton,  Mr.  Knmtehbull-Sufenem^ 

Mr.  Pom/ret.) 
SECOND  BEASHTO. 

Order  for  Seoond  Reading  read. 

Mb.  NORTON  (Kent,  Tunbridge),  in 
rising  to  move  tbat  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time,  said,  that  hon.  Member* 
voaldbe  aware  thataSeleotCktmmittee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  was  appointed  in 
1881  to  consider  the  best  meana  of  deal- 
ing with  this  complicated  and  difficult 
question.  That  Committee,  whicb  was 
presided  over  fay  the  former  Member  for 
Bye  (Mr.  Inderwick),  reported  in  favour 
of  the  abolition  of  these  charges,  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  for  sere* 
ral  years  in  succession,  brought  forward 
a  Bill  for  that  purpose,  but  was  unable 
to  get  it  passed.  A  great  amount  of 
interest  had  since  gathered  round  the 
question  ;  and  all  who  were  acquainted 
with  the  state  of  feeling  in  the  eountiea 
of  Kent  and  Sussex  especially,  would 
agree  with  him  that  the  time  had  arrired 
when,  in  the  interests  of  the  public 
generally,  aa  well  as  of  all  immediately 
concerned,  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
that  the  question  should  be  settled  ;  and, 
in  saying  that,  he  wished  to  disclaim 
emphatically  any  intention  to  make  it  a 
Party  question  in  any  form  wbaterer. 
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The  object  of  his  Bill  was,  first,  to 
abolish  for  the  future  the  extrsordinaiy 
tithe,  and  to  oommute  the  present  pay- 
ment by  a  fixed  rent-cfaai^e ;  and, 
secondly,  to  make  the  oharge  payable  by 
the  owner  of  the  land,  and  not  by  the 
tenant,  as  heretofore.  This  was  essen- 
tially a  landlord's  question ;  for  he  be- 
lieved it  was  undoubtedly  the  ease  that 
the  owners  of  property  bought  that  pro- 
perty subject  to  this  charge  upon  it.  He 
considered  that  the  proposals  in  the  Bill 
would  furnish  a  practical  way  of  dealing 
with  the  question,  and  would  get  rid  of 
the  friction  which  now  largely  existed 
between  the  tenant  farmers  and  land- 
lords. He  thought  that  the  parsons  were, 
in  existing  circumstances,  placed  in  a 
most  unfortunate  position.  They  were 
really  as  powwless  as  a  flock  of  sheep, 
and  they  were  not  in  a  position  to  enforce 
their  olaims,  for  fear  of  losing  that  influ- 
ence for  good  which  he  thought  all 
would  agree  it  was  necessary  that  they 
should  possess.  The  lata  Lord  John 
Bussell  had.  he  believed,  the  intention 
to  settle  the  question  once  for  all ;  but, 
in  consequence  of  the  representations  of 
hop  growers  themselves,  when  the  Tithe 
Bedemption  Bill  was  before  the  House, 
Mr.  Thomas  Hodges,  at  that  time  a 
Member  for  Kent,  obtained  on  behalf  of 
the  hop  and  fruit  growers  the  exemption 
of  hop,  fruit,  and  vegetable  grounds 
from  its  operations.  It  was  now  thought 
desirable  that  the  clauses  in  that  Act  re- 
ferring to  hops  should  be  repealed.  The 
charge  on  hops  -was  at  present  a  very 
unequal  one,  varying  from  2$.  to  22s.  an 
acre  in  Kent,  ana  rising  as  high  as  304. 
an  acre  in  the  district  of  Farnham,  in 
Surrey ;  and  while  there  was  a  charge 
of  6i.  an  acre  on  fruit  gardens  in  one 

fuish,  there  was  no  charge  at  all  of  the 
ind  in  adjoining  parishes.  It  was  pro- 
posed In  this  Bill  to  go  back  to  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  Lord  John  Bussell  had 
intended  to  deal  with  this  question  in 
1836,  and  to  make  the  extraordinary 
tithe  a  higher  permanent  rent-charge 
upon  property,  and  bo  to  make  it  abso- 
lutely a  landlord's  question.  It  was 
proposed  to  put  upon  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners, who  were  the  old  Tithe  Commis- 
sioners— the  highest  authorities  on  the 
subject  —  the  responsibility  of  dealing 
with  this  important  question,  and  to  give 
them  the  fullest  power  of  dealing  with 
it.  That  was  the  sole  point  at  issue  be- 
tween the  hon.  Uember  for  South  St. 

TOL.  OOOm.   [thibd  sebies.] 


Fanoras  (Mr.  Bolton),  who  had  a  Bill 
on  the  Paper  dealing  with  the  same 
qoestioD,  and  himself.  He  (Mr.Korton) 
proposed  that  the  Land  Gommiasioneri 
should  have  power  to  take  into  considera- 
tion all  the  sarrounding  circamstanoes 
of  farms,  such  as  the  possible  continu- 
ance or  discontinuance  of  the  cultivation 
of  hops.  It  was  thought  that,  in  a 
matter  of  this  importance,  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  the  hands  of  the 
Commissioners  should  not  be  tied  too 
closely,  and  therefore  he  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  only  way  to  deal 
with  the  matter  was  to  give  the  Oom- 
missioners  the  power  he  had  referred  to. 
Having  ascertained  what  the  capital 
value  of  the  properly  was,  it  was  pro- 
posed to  apportion  what  should  be  paid 
over  the  whole  farm  rather  than  take 
any  particular  garden  under  hops,  cal- 
culating the  interest  at  4  per  cent  upon 
the  capital.  It  was  thought  that  it 
would  be  fairer  to  apportion  it  over  the 
whole  farm  than  to  fix  it  upon  a  parti- 
cular hop  or  fruit  garden,  at  that  time 
under  cultivation,  for  the  reason  that  it 
would  make  great  inequality  in  the  let- 
ting value  of  different  parts  of  the  farm, 
and  that  it  would  introduce  still  greater 
difficulties  if  any  part  of  the  farm  had 
to  be  sold.  For  the  payment  it  was 
generally  admitted  that  the  landlords 
were  primarily  responsible.  When  the 
whole  tithe  of  Ireland  was  commuted 
into  a  land  tax,  it  was  made  absolutely 
a  landlord's  payment.  It  would  get  rid 
of  many  difficulties  if  the  House  would 
consent  to  refer  that  point  to  a  Select 
Committee.  As  to  the  expense  of  carry- 
ing out  the  proposal,  he  believed  the 
Land  0(mimiB^(mers  would  look  upon  it 
as  part  of  their  statutory  duty  to  super- 
vise the  whole  of  the  work,  without 
making  any  extra  chaise  as  far  as  them- 
selves were  concerned ;  but  where  speoial 
difficulties  surrounded  a  case,  and  they 
would  have  to  call  in  persons  to  assist 
them,  a  special  charge  would  be  allowed, 
according  to  a  scale  of  fees  which  it  was 
proposed  to  lay  down.  He  not  only  re- 
presented the  Division  of  Kent,  but  he 
resided  in  the  parish,  in  which  the  largest 
portion  of  hops  was  g^wn,  and  where 
extraordinaiy  tithe  came  to  a  very  large 
sum  in  addition  to  the  ordinary.  There- 
fore, he  spoke  with  some  knowledge  of 
the  subject.  He  could  assure  the  House 
there  was  a  very  strong  feeling  on  the 
part  of  everyone  concerned— landlords, 
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tenasta,  and  clergy,  to  get  this  question 
settled  once  for  all.  He  asked  the  House 
to  give  him,  and  the  whole  of  the  Mem- 
bers for  Kent  who  supported  the  Bill, 
their  assistance  in  carrying  the  second 
reading,  and  he  believed  Her  Majesty's 
GoTemment  would  support  them  by 
agreeing  to  refer  that  and  other  Bills 
relating  to  the  same  subject  to  a  Select 
Committee.  He  thanked  the  House  for 
the  attention  with  which  it  had  heard 
him,  and  he  bogged  now  to  move  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  KNATOHBULL  -  HUGES8EN 
(Kent,  Faversham),  iu  seconding  the 
Motion,  s^iid,  that  all  who  were  inte- 
rested in  the  question  under  notice  had 
C^me  to  the  conclusion  that  the  time  for 
a  final  settlement  of  the  question  had 
arrived,  and  that  the  only  satisfactory 
Way  in  which  it  could  be  effected  was  by 
the  abolition  of  extraordinaty  tithe  for 
the  fiituie.   The  only  point,  therefore, 
and  the  principal  one,  whidk  remained 
for  consideration  was  that  of  compensa- 
tion to  the  existing  owners ;  and  be  could 
not  help  thinking  that  the  solntion  of 
the  difficulty  would  be  much  better  found 
in  a  Select  Committee  composed  of  Mem- 
bers thoroughly  acquainted  with  the 
subject,  than  by  the  whole  body  of  the 
House  itself.    There  were  other  Bills 
before  the  House  on  the  same  subject — 
namely,  the  Tithe  Bent-Charge  Amend- 
ment Bill,  and  the  Tithe  Bent>Charge 
(Extraordinary)  Redemption  Bill;  but 
he  believed  there  were  only  slight  dif- 
ferences between  them  all,  and  they 
could  easily  be  dealt  with  by  the  same 
Select  Committee.   In  the  first  place,  it 
should  always  be  borne  in  mind  that  this 
extraordinary  tithd  was  not  a  now  and 
vexations  demand  made  by  the  tithe- 
owners  on  the  tithe-payers ;  but  it  was 
founded  in  1836,  upon  a  request  made 
by  the  tithe -payers  themselves,  that 
their  holdings  should  be  exempted  from 
the  Tithe  Redemption  Act  of  that  year. 
His  second  point  was,  that  this  extraor- 
dinary tithe  did  not  originally  impose 
such  an  impediment  upon  agriculture, 
or  create  such  a  grievance,  as  it  was  cus- 
tomary to  represent ;  but  the  cultivation 
of  hops  was  very  different  now  to  what 
it  was  then.    He  was  a  hop  grower  and 
a  fruit  grower,  had  lived  in  the  midst  of 
hop  and  fruit  gardens  all  his  days,  and 
he  had  never  met  a  single  farmer  who 
had  been  deterred  from  growing  hops  or 
planting  fruit  trees  <m  account  oz^ this 


extraordinary  tithe.    He  believed  thm 
was  a  large  farmer  who  did  grab  ap  a 
considerable  quantity  of  hops,  but  uiat 
was  to  spite  the  tithe-owner.    But  if  it 
were  not  a  grievance,  why  ahouM  its 
removal  be  advocated?    There  w«e 
three  reasons  why  it  should  be  dons. 
The  first  was  the  reason  given  by  the 
President  of  the  Local  Govemmezit  Board 
last  night,  when  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion of  dividing  the  rates  between  land- 
lord and  tenant— namely,  with  a  view  to 
conciliation  by  repressing  a  grievance 
which  the  tenant  fancied  he  laboured 
under.  The  second  reason  was  because, 
of  late,  there  had  been  most  unfortunate 
occurrences  attending  the  collection  of 
this  extraordinary  ti&e,  of  which  advan- 
tage had  been  taken  for  making^  unfair 
attacks  on  the  Church  and  the  clei^, 
for  only  trying,  as  Englishmen,  by  In- 
timate means  to  recover  what  they  con- 
sidered to  be  their  own.    And  now, 
when  the  ownership  of  all  kinds  of 
{»roperty  was  in  a  precarions  condi- 
tion —  he  was  not  sure  that  it  might 
not  soon,  indeed,  be  considered  a  cri- 
minal offence— he  thought  in  the  case 
of  any  sort  of  property,  where  there 
was  the  least  shadow  of   a  griev- 
ance,  it  was  their  duty,  if  possible, 
to  remove  it.    There  was  one  more 
reason  why  the  question  should  be  dealt 
with.    Formerly,  if  a  farmer  got  one 
good  year  out  of  three,  he  was  able  not 
only  to  recoup  himself,  but  to  have  a 
Burplns  with  a  considerable  profit.  Tliat, 
however,  he  was  afraid  was  not  the  case 
now.   Whatever  might  be  the  crop  of 
the  future,  he  thought  the  daya  of  bi^ 
or  remunerative  prices  had  absolntOTv 
{^ne  by.   If  the  hop  grower,  in  addi- 
tion to  being  exposed  to  the  ravages  of 
insects,  bad  weather,  and  unfair  compe- 
tition with  the  foreigner,  who  was  pro- 
tected, ^vas  to  be  subjected  to  extraordi- 
nary tithe  also,  then  he  thought  it  was 
clear  that  be  had  a  grievance,  and  that 
the  time  had  come  when,  if  possible,  that 
grieTBuce  should  be  removed ;  and  he 
hoped  that  the  reference  of  the  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee  would  result  in  a  fair 
and  equitable  settlement. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Jfr.  Norton.) 

Ma.  T.H.BOLTON  (St-Pancras,  N.) 
said,  that  the  Seconder  of  the  Motion  bad 
in  reality  made  a  speech  against  the  Bill, 
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beoause  a  great  portion  of  his  argument 
iraa  directed  to  show  that  there  was 
not  that  grievanee  which  the  growers  of 
hops  said  there  was.    He  could  assure 
the  hon.  Qentleman  that  the  grieTanoe 
was  felt  to  be  a  substantial  one,  not 
only  by  the  hop  growers  of  Kent  and 
Sussex,  but  also  by  the  inhabitants  of 
towns  upon   whom  the  charge  ulti- 
mately fell.    His  constituents  in  St. 
Fancras  were  interested  in  having  a 
supply  of  good  cheap  fruit  and  vege- 
rabies,  as  well  as  oaTing  their  beer 
manufactured  of  the  best  materials,  and 
they  were  anxious  that  the  question 
should  be  dealt  with,  not  only  in  ^e 
interest  of  fruit  and  hop  growers  and 
market  gardeners,  but  in  ti^r  own  in- 
terest as  consumers.   He  begged  to  say 
that  the  extraordinary  tithe  was  not  im- 
posed, as  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.KnatchbuU-Hugesaen)  had  alleged, 
at  the  instance  of  the  payors ;  it  was  im- 
posed upon  the  landowners  and  clergy 
in  1836,  as  a  compromise,  by  Lord  John 
Bussell  to  enable  him  to  get  over  a  diffi- 
culty. On  that  occasion  Mr.  Hume  con- 
tended that  there  should  be  no  tithe 
whatever  placed  upon  hops,  fruits,  or 
vegetables,  as  he  could  not  look  upon 
hop  grounds,   market   gardens,  and 
orchards  otherwise  than  in  the  light  of 
manufactories  —  small  pieces  of  land, 
upon  whioh  much  ca]^ital  was  spent  to 
make  them  productive.    Lord  John 
Bussell  said  the  tithes  upon  valuable 
crops,  such  as  hops,  fruit,  and  vege- 
tables, oould  not  be  allowed  to  enter 
into  an   average  commutation.  Mr. 
Hume  divided  the  House;  but  as  it 
then  consisted  lai^ely  of  Bepresentatives 
of  the  landed  interest  in  alliance  with 
the  clergy,  the  compromise  was  enforced, 
the  result  of  which  was,  that  tithe  on 
hops,  fruit,  and  vegetables  was  sepa- 
rated from  the  ordinary  tithe ;   but  as 
part  of  the  compromise  there  was  this 
condition — that  the  tithe  should  attach 
to  the  crop,  and  that  when  the  particu- 
lar cultivation  ceased  the  extraordinary 
tithe  should  cease  to  be  payable.  There- 
fore, this  was  a  tax  imposed  upon  the 
growers  of  hops,  fruit,  and  vegetables 
in  1836,  and  the  House  was  at  liberty 
to  relieve  them  upon  such  terms  as 
Farliament  might  think  just  and  reason- 
able under  the  circumstances.   In  the 
aggregate,  the  impost  amounted  to  some- 
thing like  £100,000  a-year,  and  was  a 
burden  which  rested  upon  those  particu- 


lar induBtries.  ^e  BO-called  oompromiee 
of  1 836  had  worked  most  unsatisfSBctorily, 
and  it  had  been  most  injurious  to  the 
growers  and  to  the  public,  as  it  was  a  tax 
upon  induBtiy.    It  handicapped  the  na- 
tive growers  in  favour  of  the  foreign  pro- 
ducers, discouraged  the  cultivation  of 
the  soil,  and  prevented  the  employment 
of  a  large  quantity  of  labour ;  and  he 
would  remind  hon.  Members  that,  in 
connection  with  the  question,  there  was 
no  kind  of  cultivation  which  employed  a 
larger  number  of  persons  or  required  a 
greater  amount  of  capital.  The  injuBtice 
of  the  tax  was  j^enerally  admitted.  He 
contended  that  it  was  altogether  unfair 
to  compensate  in  remect  of  potential 
value.   He  would  deal  with  each  parcel 
of  land  under  the  speoial  cultivation ;  and 
he  would  suggest  that  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Norton)  should  go  further  than  his 
Bill  Buji^sted,  and  deal  with  land  parcel 
by  parcel.    It  should  be  borne  in  mind 
that  the  grower  had  a  right  to  determine 
the  cultivation ;  and,  when  he  did  so,  the 
tax  ceased,  and  this  circumstance  should 
be  considered  in  the  calculation  of  any 
compensation.    The  difference  between 
the  hon.  Member  and  himself  upon 
the  question  was  this — that  he,  who 
was  now  addressing  the  House,  pro- 
posed to  take  the  tithe  as  it  was,  a 
terminable  rent-charge,  determinable  at 
the  will  of  the  payer,  and  ^ive  the  owner 
the  fair  market  value  for  it.   The  hon. 
Gentieman,  on  the  other  hand,  proposed 
to  lay  down  by  the  Bill  a  larger  scheme 
of  compensation,  whioh  would  ^ve  the 
tithe-owner  much  more  substantial  com- 
pensation than  he  could  reasonably  be 
entitled  to  expect.    If  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Gentieman  were  pressed  to  a  second 
reading,  with  a  view  to  legislation  on 
those  lines,  it  would  be  his  duty  to 
oppose  it;  but  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  intimated  his  williogDess  to  en- 
tertain a  suggestion  which  it  was  be- 
lieved would  come  from  the  Treasury 
Bench,  that  this  and  the  other  BilU 
should  go  to  a  Select  Committee,  he  (Mr. 
Bolton),  on  his  part,  was  not  disposed  to 
oppose  the  second  reading.   The  ques- 
tion was  one  of  very  great  difficulty; 
but,  unless  it  could  be  dealt  with  in 
Bomo  drastic  way,  dissatisfaction  would 
still  be  felt  and  the  agitation  would  con- 
tinue.  That  agitation  was  one  whioh 
was  exciting  the  greatest  possible  fric- 
tion in  lai^e  parts  of  England,  and  riots 
had  occuned,  men  had  been  sent  to 
3K3  '        ^  , 
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prison,  and  there  was  a  general  resist- 
ance throughout  Kent  and  Sussex  to  the 
payment  of  what  people  oonsidered  to 
be  an ,  unfair  burden.  If  there  was 
further  delay,  the  existing  ill-feeling 
would  be  inoreased ;  and  he  was  de- 
sirous, in  the  interests  of  the  clergy  as 
well  as  of  the  landowners,  and  more 
especially  of  the  growers  and  the  public 
at  large,  tbj^t  the  question  should  be 
settled  in  a  reasonable  way.  All  they 
wanted  was  fair  dealing,  and  they  were 
not  opposed  to  any  reasonable  compensa- 
tion which  oould  be  shown  to  be  justly 
due  for  actual  loss.  He  would  assent 
to  the  propos&I  that  all  the  Bills  should 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Oommittee. 

Mr.  QATHORNE  -  hardy  (Kent, 
Medway)  said,  it  could  not,  of  course, 
be  expected  that  the  hon.  Member  op- 
posite (Mr.  Bolton)  would  ^ree  with 
the  Bill  before  the  House  in  all  its  par- 
ticulars ;  but.  at  all  events,  he  had  ad- 
mitted that  this  was  a  matter  of  extreme 
difficulty  which  might  properly  be  in- 
vestigated by  a  Select  Oommittee,  and 
one  which  it  would  be  really  impossible 
for  a  body  like  the  whole  House  of  Com- 
mons to  decide  on  a  reasonable  basts. 
There  was  little  to  complain  of  in  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member,  except,  per- 
haps, his  history  wiUl  regard  to  uie  first 
imposition  of  extraordinary  tithe,  as  to 
which  he  (Mr.  Gathome  -  Hardy)  had 
heard  a  very  different  account,  one  from 
which  he  contended  that  that  extra- 
ordinary tithe-charge  was  the  result  of 
the  action  of  Mr.  Thomas  Hodges,  as 
had  been  said  by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
KnatchbuU-Hugessen),  on  behalf  of  the 
hop  and  fruit  growers  in  1836.  But, 
however  that  might  be,  he  was  not  dis- 
posed to  deny  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
done  much  to  bring  this  question  before 
the  public.  He  ccnild  only  say  that  he 
lived  in  a  parish  in  Kent  where  the 
charge  did  not  exist;  but  he  did  not 
know  that  agriculture  there  was  more 
prosperoas,  because  the  farmm  had  not 
the  tithe  to  pay.  When  a  grievance  was 
raised,  which  turned  out  to  be  a  real 
one,  he  was  quite  ready  to  give  his  as- 
sistance, in  order,  if  possible,  to  put  a 
stop  to  such  grievance,  and  he  would 
support  the  present  Bill,  because  it 
would  put  an  end  to  the  grievance  in 
question,  upon  a  fair  basis  to  all  the 
parties  concerned.  The  Bill  would  give 
a  substantial  concession  to  the  nop 
g^wers,  and  put  an  end  to  relations 

Mr.  T.  S,  Sottm 


between  the  clergy  and  the  peo^ 
which,  he  believed,  had  done  more  to 
injure  the  spiritual  influence  of  thedergj 
throughont  the  country  than  any  other 
question  likely  to  arise.  Therefon,  In 
had  the  greatest  pleasure  in  supporliiig 
the  Bill. 

Mh.  ILLINQWORTH  (Bradford,  W.) 
said,  he  had  some  doubt  as  to  the  dia- 
racter  of  the  tax.  The  Bill  hsd  ben 
discussed  by  hon.  OenUemen  oppouteu 
if  it  were  simply  a  matter  between  tit» 
clergy  and  the  cultivator  of  the  sihL  & 
(Mr.  Illingworth)  desired  to  obtuat 
hearing  for  another  view,  which  he  be* 
Iteved  to  be* more  sound — thattheeitn' 
ordinary  tithe  was  a  national  tax,iiii< 
posed  for  ecclesiastical  purposes  in  tbiB 
country,  and  that  when  they  propoeed 
to  deal  with  it,  that  view  must  be  po- 
sistently  maintained  in  the  Hoom  of 
Commons.  Whether  the  tax  were  pud 
by  the  tenant  directly  to  the  clergyW 
or  to  any  capitalist  who  might 
bought  up  the  tithe,  or  whether  it  wm 
paid  through  the  landlord,  he  oompai- 
Bating  himself  by  an  increase  of  rent, 
they  were  left  in  entirely  the  sum 
position.  It  must  not,  therabte,  be  fin^ 
gotten  that  when  it  was  proposed  to 
ueve  any  class  of  the  community  fto* 
any  tithe,  extraordinary  m  oimuj, 
they  were,  in  fact,  abandoning  a  tax  in* 
posed  by  the  State  for  ecclesiastical  p1l^ 
posea.  ["No,  no!"]  The  House migM 
look  at  the  matter  from  many  points  of 
view.  If  it  oonid  be  imagined  that  thii 
was  a  case  between  the  olei^y,  as  print* 
individuals,  and  the  growers  of  marW 
produce,  the  House  would  soon  get  ria 
of  the  whole  thing.  They  would  a^whf 
the  clergy  of  the  Established  Chordi 
should  be  allowed,  any  more  than  the 
ministers  of  any  other  Denominatioo,  to 
levy  tithes  on  articles  of  produce,  wh** 
ther  extraordinary  or  ordinary  ?  ["  Ohi 
oh !  "]  The  cries  he  heard  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House  justified  himu 
rising  to  take  some  part  in  this  debate 
in  OTder  to  assert  the  sound  prinaF* 
with  regard  to  this  and  all  other  qn* 
tions  of  tithes,  that  they  were  nothing 
but  a  tax  imposed  by  the  State  for  M- 
tionel  purposes.  It  might  betruetbit 
the  burden  of  the  extraordinary  titW 
was  unequally  distributed ;  but  essen- 
tially its  incidence  was  pro  raU-^^ 
was  to  say,  that  the  tax  bore  a  propor- 
tion to  the  productiveness  of  the  sou. 
The  same  prinoiple  ruled  the  impoBituHi 
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of  tho  Income  Tax  upon  millowners  and 
manufacturers.  They  could  only  deal 
vith  the  eztraordinaiy  tithe  as  a  burden 
in,  the  same  sense  that  all  taxes  wore 
burdens.  He  vas  willing  to  admit  that, 
nowadays,  they  did  not  look  orer  closely 
into  sound  principles  of  economy;  but 
it  was  essential,  when  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  one  side  seemed  to  be  settling  tbis 
matter  so  amicably  within  the  four 
comers  of  a  Private  Bill,  t^at  th^  who 
regarded  tbe  question  from  a  broader 
standpoint  should  warn  the  country  that 
national  property  waa  bere  being  dealt 
with.  ["No,  no!""]  If  ever  there  was 
a  time  when  it  was  needful  to  guard  the 
national  interests,  it  was  at  a  time  of 
general  depression  like  the  present.  It 
was  all  very  well  to  protect  the  farmers' 
interest,  and  he  had  no  desire  that  it 
should  be  neglected.  But  they  must 
also  look  at  the  national  interest.  There 
were  other  classes  to  beconsidered  whose 
intereets  in  this  matter  were  really  as 
important.  Let  them  suppose  such  a 
thing  as  the  Disestabiisbment  of  the 
Ohuroh.  L"  Oh,  oh !  "1  Well,  be  only 
put  it  as  a  bare  possibility,  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  would  be  none  the 
worse  for  contranplating  it  even  at  a  dis- 
tance, because  it  would  be  brought 
nearer  to  them  day  by  day ;  and  they 
would  be  the  less  taken  by  surprise  if 
they  got  into  the  way  of  looking  at  it  in 
a  calm  way.  Let  them  take  the  case  of 
the  Irish  Church.  When  Disestablish- 
ment occurred  in  Ireland,  Parliament,  in 
seeking  to  do  justice  to  the  clergy  and 
to  the  owners  of  tithes  in  that  coimtry, 
gave  ample  compensation ;  but  there 
was  a  large  reserve  of  national  ecclesias- 
tioal  weaiUi  which  had  proved  immensely 
useful  in  getting  over  certain  financial 
difficulties  in  comLeotion  with  the  land 
in  Ireland.  If  the  general  depression 
which  now  existed  continued  to  prevail 
in  this  oonntty,  an  equal  need  might  be 
experienced  on  this  side  of  the  water, 
and  we  might  be  glad  to  have  command 
of  such  a  reserve  fund  to  meet  difficul- 
ties which  might  arise.  Therefore,  he 
hoped  that  this  question  of  extraordinary 
tithes  would  not  be  at  present  carried  to 
a  solution.  He,  for  one,  would  like  to 
look  beforehand  as  to  the  way  in  which 
they  were  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
tithe,  ordinary  or  extraordinary.  If, 
however,  this  Bill,  and  other  Bills  deal- 
ing with  the  same  subject,  were  referred 
to  a  Select  Oommittee,  he  had  no  doubt 


that  the  Government  would  have  the 
Committee  so  appointed  that  the  na? 
tional  point  of  view  would  be  duly  con- 
sidered. From  what  he  had  himself 
been  able  to  read  and  observe  as  to 
what  was  passing  in  the  agricultural 
districts  affected  by  this  question,  he  was 
inclined  to  think  that  the  dissatisfaction 
which  prevailed  related,  not  only  to  the 
levy  of  the  tithe,  but  as  to  its  appropria- 
tion. In  some  districts  the  clergymen 
had  very  light  duties  to  discharge,  while 
they  were  in  the  enjoyment  of  very  large 
incomes.  He  believed  that  if  it  could  be 
enacted  that  tithes  should  come  back 
into  the  National  Exchequer  to  be  used 
for  national  purposes,  a  great  deal,  if  not 
all,  of  the  objection  to  the  payment  of 
tithes  would  cease.  So  long  as  the  view 
that  tithes  were  national  property  was 
not  obscured,  he  welcomed  the  discussion 
of  the  subject;  and  be  should  look  for- 
ward to  the  Beport  of  the  Committee  on 
the  subject  with  much  interest. 

Me.  J,  G.  HUBBAED  (Ijondon)  said, 
the  last  speaker  had  complicated  this 
sul^eot  by  introducing  two  points  which 
had  no  necessarv  connection  with  the 
Bills  before  the  House.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber designated  the  tithe  as  a  national 
tax.  He  (Mr.  Hubbard)  knew  that  that 
theory  was  invented  by  the  late  Mr. 
Miall  about  40  years  ago,  when  he  in- 
stituted the  Liberation  Society  ;  but  no 
man  who  had  read  history  on  the  sub- 
ject would  deny  that  tbe  origin  of  tithes 
was  lost  in  the  obscurity  of  time,  and  he 
denied  that  they  operated  as  a  tax.  He 
would  admit  that  Parliament  had  exer- 
cised the  right  to  deal  wltb  this  ques- 
tion. p'Hear,  hear!"]  Well,  every- 
thing in  this  country  was  subjected  to 
the  supremacy  of  Parliament,  and, 
therefore,  it  had  the  power  to  appro- 
priate them  i£  it  chose ;  but  that  sup- 
posed the  case  of  a  revolutionary  Far- 
liamentf  and  ther«  were  considerations 
which  might  bind  Parliament  as  well  as 
individuals.  There  were  considerations 
of  right  and  wrong,  and  there  were  con- 
siderations of  origin.  He  again  denied 
that  this  tithe  was  a  tax.  A  tax  was  an 
impost  levied  by  the  State  on  the  people 
for  national  purposes ;  but  in  this  case 
nothing  was  levied  on  the  people  at  all. 
Originally,  the  proprietor  gave  a  certain 
portion  of  the  substance  of  his  estate  to 
the  support  of  the  Church  in  a  particular 
parish.  The  proprietor  detached  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  nis  rental,  to  wiuch  be 
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and  hia  heirs  were  entitled  in  perpetuity, 
and  how  fould  that  be  a  tax  upon  the 
people  ?  The  tithe  fell  upon  the  land- 
lord, and  if  it  were  aboliBhed  to-morrow 
the  land  would  be  more  free  and  would 
obtain  a  higher  rent  from  an  ordinair 
tenant.  But  all  they  had  to  deal  with 
at  preaeot  was  the  hop  quoBtion,  and 
whUe  there  were  several  Bills  which 
proposed  to  deal  with  it,  he  oould  not 
say  that  tlM  Bill  now  under  considera- 
tion was  the  fairest  measure  on  that 
sabject.  It  proposed,  first  of  all,  that 
an  estimate  should  be  taken  of  what 
had  been  produced  by  the  extraordinary 
tithe  for  a  certain  period.  It  fixed, 
arbitrarily,  a  certain  capital  value  on 
that  product,  and  then  it  capitalized  it 
again  on  another  arbitrary  adjustment. 
For  his  own  part,  he  objected  to  all 
arbitrary  adjustments.  With  regard  to 
hops,  nobody  was  obliged  to  grow  them. 
But  a  grower  of  hops  knew  beforehand 
what  the  charges  would  bo,  and  he 
generally  made  a  very  good  thing  of  his 
growth.  The  growth  of  hops  had  been 
immensely  increased  since  1836,  and  it 
would  not  have  increased  if  had  hwn 
oppressed  with  charges  and  rates  that 
took  away  the  nrofit  of  the  grower.  He 
hoped  these  Bills  would  go  before  a 
Select  Committee  which  would  carefully 
and  impartially  consider  the  whole  qnes- 
tion. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  poe 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
GmLDEBs)  (Edinburgh,  S.)  said,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  not  ^low  the 
debate  to  be  converted  into  an  academic 
diecussion  on  the  Divine  or  the  human 
origin  of  tithes,  and  on  questions  more 
or  lees  connected  with  that  distant 
shadow  <ji  Disestablishment  which  ap- 
peared to  hang  over  both  sides  of  the 
House.  If  the  House  would  allow  him, 
he  would  say  amply  that  there  were  two 
opinions  on  the  snbjeot.  There  was 
the  opinion  of  those  who  looked  on 
tithes  as  of  a  ffnan-Divine  character,  or 
who  thought  that  the  tithes  were  granted 
to  the  clergy  by  pious  proprietors  1,000 
years  ago,  and  could  not  be  diverted ; 
and  there  was  the  opinion  of  others  who 
thought  tithes  were  public  property, 
utilized  for  the  public  through  certain 
channels  for  the  advancement  of  religion 
through  the  payment  of  the  clergy.  He 
beg^;ed  the  House  not  on  this  occasion 
to  go  into  that  question,  but  to  adhere 
"trutiy  to  tiie  question  really  before  it, 


\  which  was  this  BiU  and  the  other  two 
Bills,  Nob.  3  and  5  on  the  Orders — the 
Titbe  Rent-Ohai^e  Amendment  Bill  and 
the  Tithe  Rent-Charge  (Extraordinarj) 
Redemption  BiU — and  whether  thej 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee. On  the  question  of  the  Bills  them- 
Belves,  there  was  a  great  deal  of  force 
in  what  fell  from  the  right  hoo.  <}enti»- 
man  opposite  (Mr.  Hubbard)  just  now, 
though  he  could  not  agree  with  him  in 
one  respect.  The  hop  tax  was  repealed 
some  time  ago,  and  no  doubt  thmt  had 
led  to  a  greater  amount  of  capital  being 
employed  in  hops.  In  other  respects, 
also,  he  agreed  with  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman,  whose  view  wonld,  he 
hoped,  be  supported  by  some  Member 
of  the  Select  Committee.  As  to  the 
course  theGk)vemment  proposed  to  take, 
he  might  say  that  they  entirely  agreed 
with  the  proposal  to  refer  all  tbese  Bills 
to  a  Select  Committee,  and  they  would 
recommend  accordingly.  There  was 
also  another  BiU,  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  (Mr.  Stanley  Leightcm', 
which,  although  not  before  the  House 
that  day,  was  so  germane  to  these  in 
one  respect,  that  he  thought  it  also 
should  go  before  the  same  Committee. 
That  was  the  general  BUI  aa  to  tithe, 
which  proposed  that  the  incidence  of 
tithe  shoum  be  altered,  just  aa  it  was 
proposed  in  one  of  these  BtUs  that  the 
incidence  of  extraordinary  tithe  should 
be  altered.  The  Government  thought 
the  subject  was  one  of  great  importance, 
and  that  the  public  interests,  apart  from 
those  of  the  landlords,  tenants,  and  par- 
sons, should  be  distinctly  represented  on 
the  Committee.  In  selecting  the  Com- 
mittee, therefore,  care  would  be  taken 
that  that  interest  should  be  represented. 
He  trusted  the  House  would  now  aUow 
these  three  Bills  to  be  read  a  seccmd 
time;  and  if  no  one  else  did  so,  he 
would  thereafter  be  prepared  to  moTs 
that  they  be  referred  to  a  Sele^  Oom- 
mittee. 

Mb.  AKEBS-DOUGLAS  (Kent,  St 
Augustine's)  said,  he  must  express  bis 
regret  that  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Bradford  (Mr.  Illingworth)  should  al- 
ways endeavour  to  prevent  any  measure 
being  passed  that  had  for  its  object  the 
removal  of  grievances  connected  with  the 
Church  of  England,  or  which  tended  to 
make  the  Church  more  popular.  There 
was  a  growing  feeling  throughout  the 
country  in  favour  of  settling  the  qnas- 
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tton  of  extraordinary  tithes.  He  had 
heard  the  moderate  language  of  the  hou. 
Uember  for  North  St.  Fancrae  (Mr. 
Bolton)  on  the  subject  with  much  plea- 
sure, although  it  was  scaroely  in  accord- 
ance with  his  former  utterances.  He 
protested  against  the  assertion  that  the 
Bepresentatives  of  the  county  of  Kent 
had  shown  no  anxiety  for  the  settlement 
of  this  queation  during  the  last  Parlia- 
ment. It  would  be  in  the  reeoUeotion 
of  many  hon.  Members  of  the  House 
that  the  Bill  introduced  in  the  last  Par- 
liament had  been  prepared  by  Mr.  In- 
derwick,  jointly  with  Sir  Edmund  Filmer, 
then  Member  for  Mid  Kent,  whose  name 
was  oniteback,  and  whohad  always  taken 
a  great  interest  in  the  setttlement  of  this 
question.  In  his  opinion,  the  fairest  mode 
of  taking  the  valuation  was  to  take  farm 
by  farm  rather  than  parcel  by  parcel, 
and  for  that  reason  he  approved  of  the 
Bill  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Norton).  A 
general  feeling  existed  throughout  the 
county  of  Kent  in  favour  of  some  step 
being  taken  to  settle  the  question,  and 
all  the  Members  for  that  county  tho- 
roughly approved  of  tho  proposal  that 
the  whole  of  the  snbject  should  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Oommittee,  upon  which 
he  hoped  there  would  be  placed  many 
hon.  Members  who  were  specially  con- 
versant  wi^  the  subjects  of  extraordi- 
nary tithes  and  of  hop  plantations. 

Mb.  KAIKES  (Cambridge  Univer- 
sity) said,  he  also  approved  of  the  in- 
tention to  refer  the  question  to  a  Select 
Committee,  who  would  take  a  compre- 
henuve  view  of  it.  He  expected  valu- 
able results  would  ensue  from  the 
adoption  of  that  course  of  dealing 
with  it. 

QuesUon  put,  and  agr««d  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee.**— (Jff.  Secretary  Childtrt.) 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  (Isle  of 
Wight)  said,  that,  so  far  aa  the  Opposi- 
tion had  any  wish  in  the  matter,  they 
certainly  desired  that  the  Bill  should  be 
fully  and  minutely  considered.  There 
were  one  or  two  points  which  he  recom- 
mended to  the  special  notice  of  the 
Select  Committee.  Glreat  care  should 
be  taken  to  see  that  the  district  of 
valuation  should  be  a  fair  one,  for  if  it 
were  made  upon  very  small  areas,  great 
iigiutioe  wouU  be  worked.    He  also 


trusted  that  it  was  fully  understood  that 
the  question  whether  the  tithes  should 
be  paid  by  the  owners  or  by  the  occu- 
piers, was  an  open  one.  The  question  of 
the  capital  value  of  extraordinary  tithes 
was  one  of  difficulty,  looking  at  Ote  very- 
divergent  and  extreme  schemes  sug- 
gested, inasmuch  as  it  was  proposed,  on- 
the  one  hand,  that  the  value  should  be 
capitalized  at  three  years'  purchase,  and, 
on  the  other,  at  30  years'  purchase.  That 
was  a  point,  therefore,  with  regard  to 
which  the  Select  Committee  would  do 
well  to  be  exceedingly  careful.  He  was 
glad  to  notice  the  disposition  to  treat 
the  question  in  a  fair  spirit;  and  as 
the  subject  was  one  which  could  not  be 
best  dealt  with  by  the  House,  he  ap- 
proved of  sending  it  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  said,  he  objected 
to  larger  areas  being  taken  for  any 
valuation  than  those  which  were  now 

adopted. 

Me.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Univer- 
sity) said,  he  must  congratulate  tho 
Government  and  the  House  upon  the 
moderate  tone  which  this  debate  had 
taken  as  compared  with  that  of  former 
disouesions.  Had  such  a  tone  been 
preserved  before,  the  question  might 
have  been  amicably  settled  years  ago. 
But  he  was  bound  to  protest  against  the 
attacks — unjustifiable  and  cowardly  he 
must  call  them — which  had  been  made 
upon  those  who,  after  all,  were  defend- 
ing their  rights,  and  those  not  per- 
sonal rights,  but  their  rights  as  trus- 
tees— ^the  rights  of  the  offices  they  held. 
He  would  ask  whether  the  Select  Oom> 
mittee  would  have  power  to  refer  to 
the  labours  of  a  previous  Committee  on 
the  subject  of  tithes,  and  whether  it  was 
intended  to  take  evidence  ? 

Ma.  CHILBERS  said,  he  proposed 
that  the  Select  Committee  should  nave 
the  advantage  of  both  courses. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  eommitttd  to  a  Seleot  Oomnuttee. 

TITHE  BENT-CHAROE  AUENDAIENI 
BlLL.-[BiLi,  66-3 
{Cotontl  Brookfield,  Mr.  FarquhattoaA 
SECOND  EZADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Colonel  BROOKFIELDCSussex.Rye), 
in  rising  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  seocmd  time,  said,  that  when  a 
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matter  of  tbie  kind  was  brought  for- 
irard,  the  first  question  which  people 
asked  was — "What  is  the  grievance?" 
Looking  at  the  question  of  extraordinaiy 
tithe  from  a  purelj  theoretical  point  of 
Tiew,  he  confessed  that  there  appeared 
to  be  no  grievance  at  all.  It  was  deter- 
mined, at  the  time  of  the  Oommutation 
Act  of  18S6,  that  it  would  be  unfair  to 
burden  for  ever  the  land  at  the  rate  re- 
quired hy  one  exceptional  crop,  or  even 
a  few  exceptional  crops,  such  as  fruit, 
hops,  and  market-garaen  produce.  It 
was  therefore  decided  that  so  long  as 
these  crops  vere  grown,  the  land  alwuld 
pa^  increased  tithe,  much  on  the  same 
principle  as  that  which,  was  observed 
with  regard  to  turnpike  roads — that  those 
who  used  them  should  pay  for  their 
maintenance.  He  believed  that  the 
grievance  of  eitraordinary  tithe  arose 
out  of  the  abolition  of  the  foreign  hop 
duty.  If  that  duty  had  been  left,  his 
opinion  was  that  there  would  not  have 
been  so  much  complaint  with  respect  to 
tithes  as  there  now  was.  The  bigoted 
Free  Traders,  in  their  enthusiasm  to  take 
off  duties  of  all  kinds,  really  went  too 
fax  in  this  particular  instance.  The  duty 
was  one  of  46<.  pncwt.  on  foreign  hope, 
and  18*.  or  19i.on  British  prodooe.  The 
Ooremment  of  the  day  nnt  equalized 
the  two,  and  then  removed  the  foreign 
duty  altogethn ;  and  be  challenged  any 
Free  Trader,  whatever  bis  fondness  for 
absolute  equality  in  that  direction  might 
be,  to  say  that  the  British  producer  had 
not  suffered  severely  from  the  abolition. 
He  rejoiced  to  see  from  the  tone  of  the 
speeches  of  hon.  Gentlemen  that  there 
was  a  possibility  of  at  length  settling 
this  question  on  something  like  equitable 
terms.  He  was  inform6dl)y  his  Friends 
that  if  these  Bills  went  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, there  was  eveij  prospect  of  use- 
ful legislation  being  the  outcome  of 
their  labours.  In  listening  to  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
expressing  the  intentions  of  the  Ctovem- 
ment  on  this  point,  he  could  not  help 
thinking  how  unfortunate  it  was  that 
snch  matters  as  this  should  not  be  under 
the  control  of  a  ICinister  entirely  charged 
with  the  interests  of  agriculture.  He 
believed  that  those  who  were  most  in- 
terested in  the  question  would  have  had 
their  demands  settled  long  ago  if  such 
a  Minister  had  sat  in  the  House,  to 
whom  appeals  could  be  made  for  advice 
and  assistance.  His  Bill  had  practically 
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the  same  object  in  view  as  that  vMdi 
had  been  discussed.  It  dealt,  hovcnrer, 
with  one  matter  which  the  other 
had  not  touched  upon.  He  thought  h 
best  and  most  convenient  to  go  to  t^- 
root  of  the  matter,  by  dealing  with 
ordinary  as  well  as  the  eztraorditiu; 
tithe,  in  the  direction  of  abolishingdie 
distinction  between  them,  andbymskinf 
the  whole  payable  by  the  landlord  rather 
than  the  tenant.  He  was  convinced  that 
anyone  who  had  carefully  studied  tbe 
Commutation  Act  of  1836  wonldappran 
of  that  arrangement.  He  had  sIsd 
dealt  with  tbe  subject  of  oom  avenm 
a  question  of  great  importance,  bou  to 
the  clergy  and  the  tenants  at  the  preseot 
time.  He  had  been  actuated  in  tbe 
matter  by  a  desire  to  get  at  the  root  ol 
the  difficulty,  and  by  a  desire  not  to 
leave  the  question  to  be  dealt  with  in  a 
piecemeal  fashion  by  anccessire  Farlii- 
ments.  The  Commutation  Act  of  \^ 
was  supposed  to  be  a  final  settlement  of 
this  matter,  and,  like  similar  settlements 
in  other  branches  of  legislation,  it  had, 
as  a  matter  of  course,  proved  to  be  no- 
thing of  the  kind.  He  believed  thst  i 
snfflcient  length  of  time  had  etapK^ 
since  1836  to  allow  of  a  oomprehsuin 
measure  being  introdnoed  to  deal  villi 
the  question  of  tithes.  He  would,  tb«^ 
fore,  ask  the  House  to  formally  asant 
to  the  second  reading  of  his  otesson^in 
the  hope  that  he  might  afterwarda  be 
allowed  to  refer  it  to  the  same  Selert 
Committee  which  would  be  charged  to 
deal  with  the  previous  measure- 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  a  aeeond 
time."— (Cofon#;  Broohfitld.) 

Mr.  GBEOOSY  (Sussex,  East  Oiin- 
stead)  said,  he  did  not  object  to  the 
second  reading,  or  the  reference  of  the 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee;  but  ^ 
thought  it  should  be  understood  that,  in 
taking^  that  step,  they  were  not  acce|itinS 
the  principle  of  a  measure  so  wide  mit^ 
scope.  Ho  would  call  the  attestioaDi 
the  right  hon.  QenUeman  the  Hone 
Secretaiy  to  the  scope  of  the  mesaure 
as  stated  in  its  Preamble,  and  which  ex- 
tended to  the  payment  of  ordinal?  « 
well  as  extraordinary  tithe.  The  BiH 
went  a  good  deal  beyond  the  qneetini 
they  h(M  hitherto  been  discussing.  '^^ 
principle  practically  amounting  to  a  f"^ 
oibition  of  freedom  of  contract  as  l>^ 
tween  landlord  and  tenant 
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Btrong  grounds  existed  for  taking  such 
a  step,  he  thought  it  was  inadTisable  to 
embark  on  such  a  policy,  especially  as 
there  was  not  a  clear  understanding  on 
the  part  of  the  House  regarding  the 
objects  of  the  Bill  as  they  were  to  be 
gathered  from  the  recitals  in  the  Fre- 
amhle. 

Me.  SOLATER-BOOTH  (Hants,  Ba- 
singstoke) said,  that  tithes  were  paid  by 
the  tenant  out  of  the  produce  of  the 
soil;  and  if  the  liability  were  to  be 
transferred  to  the  laadlord,  at  which  he 
bdieved  they  would  all  be  glad,  they 
should  take  care  that  the  position  of  the 
tithe-owner  was  not  made  a  better  one 
than  it  was  at  present,  or  than  that  which 
the  law  gavehim.  If  the  Bill  wentbefore 
a  Select  Committee  he  thought  that  this 

Soint  should  be  impressed  upon  them, 
n  the  general  question,  as  a  Member 
of  the  Select  Committee,  which  sat  some 
time  ago,  he  was  glad  to  find  some  steps 
being  taken  in  the  direction  of  their 
recommendations,  and  that  we  were  at 
last  within  reach  of  a  settlement  of  the 
whole  matter. 

Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Panoras,  N.) 
said,  that  the  question  of  extraordinary 
tithe  was  one  that  was  ripe  for  settle- 
ment on  all  sides,  and  could  be  dealt  with 
without  reference  to  any  question  relat- 
ing to  tithes  generally;  and  he  hoped 
that  an  anderstanding  would  be  come 
to,  that  the  Committee  should  make  an 
early  Eeport  upon  the  question  of  ex- 
traordinary tithe  by  itself.  With  regard 
to  the  Bill  now  under  consideration,  he 
contended  that  it  simply  converted  ex- 
traordinary tithe  into  ordinary,  taking 
no  account  of  the  special  condition  im- 

Eosed  upon  extraordinary  tithe  when  it 
ad  been  sanctioned.  Such  a  proceed- 
ing would  be  entirely  one  against 
common  sense.  The  Bill  fixed  the 
extraordinary  tithe  upon  the  land,  as 
the  ordinary  tithe  was  fixed.  Sir  James 
Oaird,  in  his  evidence  before  a  Select 
Committee,  had  pointed  out  that  the 
qneetion  of  redemption  was  a  very  diffi- 
cult one  in  the  case  of  what  might  be  a 
Tantahiog  quantity,  since  the  tithe-payer 
might  discontinue  the  particular  cultira- 
tion  of  the  land.  It  was  now  proposed 
that  this  charge  should  be  converted  into 
a  permanent  one,  and  he  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary would  BO  guard  the  reference  of  this 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee,  as  not  to 
-imply  that  the  House  sanctioned  either 
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Ihe  principles  or  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill. 

Mr.  GATHORNE-HAEDT  (Kent, 
Medway)  said,  he  trusted  the  House 
would  allow  this  Bill  to  go  to  the 
Select  Committee,  although  he  quite 
agreed  with  the  necessity  for  a  special 
and  early  Report  on  the  subject  of  ex- 
traordinary tithe.  That  was  a  pressing 
matter,  the  settlement  of  which  ought 
not  to  be  delayed  while  the  larger  ques- 
tion was  being  dealt  with.  He  there- 
fore hoped  that  special  instructions 
would  be  given  to  the  Select  Committee 
to  make  a  special  Report  upon  extra- 
ordinary tithe.  The  question  of  tithes 
in  general  was  a  very  lai^e  one,  and 
that  of  extraordinary  tithe  was  one 
which  ought  to  be  settled  as  rapidly  as 
possible.  When  the  Committee  bad  re- 
ported upon  the  latter,  they  could  then 
open  up  the  larger  question  of  general 
tithe. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Childerb)  (Edinbui^h,  S.)  said,  that 
they  had  three  Bills  before  them,  dealing 
partly  with  ordinary,  and  partly  with 
extraordinary  tithes ;  and,  in  his  opinion, 
it  would  not  be  fair  to  exclude  any  one 
of  these  three  Bills  from  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Select  Committee.  He 
thought,  however,  that  it  was  very  de- 
sirable that  it  should  be  cleariy  under- 
stood that  the  Committee  was  not  bound 
by  either  of  the  recitals  or  the  proposals 
contained  in  these  Bills.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  the  tithe  rent-charge  was  a 
charge  upon  the  land ;  whereas  extra- 
ordinary tithe  had  originally  been  taken 
in  kind,  and  was  paid  by  the  occupier  of 
the  land.  It  had  been  said  to  be  for 
the  benefit  of  the  occupiers ;  but  he 
would  not  now  enter  into  that  con- 
troversy. As  he  had  before  observed, 
be  thought  that  in  taking  up  these  three 
Bills,  the  Committee  was  not  to  be 
boimd  by  the  individual  recitals  of  the 
Bills.  It  would  be  anomalous  to  say 
that  the  Committee  should  deal  with  the 
question  of  extraordinary  tithe,  and  not 
with  the  general  miestion.  Upon  the 
questicm  as  to  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee, bethought  that  it  was  roEisonable 
that  the  Committee  should  first  report 
upon  extraordinary  tithes.  It  was  of 
g^eat  importance  that  they  should  have 
an  authoritative  decision  upon  this  ques- 
tion ;  and  he  should  therefore  ag^ee  to 
the  Motion  to  refer  this  Bill  to  the 
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Select  CommitteQ,  on  the  uuderataudiiig 
stated  by  the  right  faon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Solater-Booth).  He  would, 
Lowerer,  call  attention  to  one  point 
which  would  require  great  care — namely, 
the  alteration  in  tKe  system  of  corn 
averages.  There  was  a  good  deal  to  be 
said  for  a  longer  term  of  years,  though 
he  thought  that  the  Preamble  of  this  Bill 
hardly  expressed  the  matter  BufBciently 
clearly.  All  this,  however,  would  be 
considered  by  a  Select  Committee. 

Sib  EICHAED  WEBSTER  (Isle  of 
Wight)  said,  he  thought  that  it  would 
not  be  fair  to  exclude  this  Bill  from  the 
consideration  of  the  Select  Oommittee, 
wbere  alt  the  open  questions  could  be 
discussed,  and  where,  of  course,  they 
would  not  be  bound  by  the  details  of 
the  Bills.  Tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tbe  Home  Seoretuj  had  also  pointed 
out  that  it  would  not  be  |Kwsible  to 
exclude  from  the  consideration  of  the 
Oommittee  the  very  important  ques- 
tion whether,  or  not,  the  charge  was 
payable  by  the  owner  of  the  land.  Ex- 
traordinary tithe  did  not  differ  in  the 
matter  of  payment  from  ordioary  tithe  ; 
it  was  only  different  in  its  origin.  It 
was  most  important  that  it  should  be 
understood  by  the  Sekct  Committee  that 
the  House,  in  referriiiK  this  Bill,  did  not 
recognize  the  view  laid  down  in  its  Pre- 
amble, as  the  correct  interpretation  of 
the  law  with  regard  to  the  liability  of 
paying  tithes.  AVith  regard  to  the  sub- 
ject of  cora  averages,  he  hoped  that  here 
again  the  bands  of  the  Committee  would 
be  left  completely  untied.  A  mere  ex- 
tension of  the  term  of  years  might  in 
some  cases  work  ereat  injustice.  The 
Committee  would  have  to  consider  the 
question  what  alteration,  if  any,  was  to 
be  made  with  regard  to  the  important 
subject  of  corn  averages,  how  it  was  to 
be  applied,  and  when  it  was  to  come 
into  force. 

Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBAED  (London)  said, 
he  thought  that  there  would  not  be  any 
advantage  in  making  this  tithe  a  vari- 
able amount,  payable  by  the  landlord 
rather  than  by  the  tenant ;  it  would  only 
lead  to  inconvenience,  that  the  landlord 
himself  should  have  to  discharge  the 
tithe  on  a  property  wbiob  was  let  to 
another  person.  In  the  first  instance,  it 
had  been  a  charge  upon  certain  produce 
of  the  land,  and  the  producer  had  to 
pay  in  kind.  For  the  sake  of  ccmveni- 
ence,  that  payment  had  been  oonrerted 
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into  money ;  but  its  nature  had  not  been 
changed  by  that  fact.  With  regwd  10 
Uie  question  of  the  com  avera^,  he 
doubted  very  much  whether  it  would 
I  again  rise  to  par,  as  they  now  had  every 
kind  of  produce  coming  in  from  all  parti 
of  the  world  ridiculously  cheap.  The 
Bill,  however,  in  his  opinion,  contained 
much  that  was  good,  and  he  thought 
that  it  was  highly  desirable  that  it 
should  go  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Mb.  EVERETT    (Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  said,  that  if  the  Bill  had  dealt 
only  with  extraordinary  tithe,  he  would 
not  hare  troubled  the  House  with  any 
observations,  as  that  was  an  impost  of 
which,  thank  Heaven,  the  people  in  the 
county  in  which  he  lived  knew  nothing. 
But  with  the  burden  of  ordinary  tithes 
they  were  only  too  familiar.    He  agreed 
with  the  proposal  of  the  BiU,  that  tithe 
should  be  made  payable  by  the  land* 
owner  rather  than  by  the  tenant.  He 
knew  that  a  great  deal  of  friction  aroee 
between  the  farmers  and  the  cle^j 
through  the  payment  of  the  tithe  by  the 
farmers ;  but,  while  be  wished  to  see 
that  changed,  he  trusted  that  the  Com- 
mittee, to  whom  the  Bill  was  to  be  re- 
ferred, would  not  recommend  any  course 
in  carrying  out  the  alteration  which 
would  increase  the  security  at  present 
possessed  by  the  owner  of  the  tithe. 
The  owner's  security  now  was  in  the 
produce  of  the  land.    He  had  no  claim 
on  the  personal  or  other  property  of  the 
landlord.   If  the  land  went  out  of  culti- 
vation, as  he  was  sorry  to  say  a  good 
deal  of  land  had  gone  out  of  ctutiTation, 
and  he  feared  a  good  deal  more  would 
go,  the  tithe-owner  oonld  hold  the  land 
until  he .  had  paid  himself  out  of  the 
produce ;  but  he  had  no  other  remedy, 
and  be  (Mr.  Everett)  did  not  think  there 
would  be  aoy  desire  in  the  House  to 
still  further  strengthen  the  tithe-ownerb' 
hands  as  against  the  unfortunate  owner 
of  the  soil.    He  had  also  a  word  to  say 
as  to  the  question  of  the  corn  aver^es. 
This  Bill  proposed  to  lengthen  the  num- 
ber of  years  on  which  toe  average  was 
taken  from  seven  to  40.   Now,  so  far 
as  the  matter  had  come  under  his  ob- 
servation, all  the  complaints  made  in 
the  put  had  rested  on  the  fact  that  the 
nunu>er  of  years  already  taken  had  been 
too  long.    Singularly  enoogh,  it  had 
happened  that  when  farmers  were  re- 
ceiving a  high  price  for  com,  they  were 
generuly  paying  a  low  tithe,  and  that 
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wIieD  they  were  receiving  a  low  price, 
they  were  paying  a  high  tithe.  Notably 
in  1879,  the  most  disastrous  agricultural 
year  within  the  memory  of  this  geoera- 
tion,  tithe  stood  at  111  or  112.  He 
hoped  there  would  he  a  shortening  of 
the  seven  years,  not  a  leng^bening.  If 
the  landowner  paid  instead  of  the  tenant, 
the  rent  would  be  based,  not  on  an 
average  of  40  years  past,  bat  upon  prices 
enrrent  at  the  time.  In  regard  to  the 
fear  exprwsed  by  the  last  speaker  (Mr. 
Hubbard),  that  we  should  never  see 
tithe  at  par  again,  he  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Oeutleman  was  wrong;  and  be  was 
encouraged  in  the  hope  by  this  fact — 
the  Church  in  the  past  bad  always  shown 
aidgularly  good  judgment  in  dealing 
with  tem.poral  mattern.  When  tithes 
were  commuted,  in  1836,  the  advisers  of 
the  Church  had  the  option  of  having 
their  future  receipts  for  tithe,  based  either 
on  so  many  bushels  of  corn,  or  on  so 
many  pounds  sterling.  They  had  more 
confidence  in  the  stability  of  the  value  of 
eom  than  of  the  value  of  money,  and  so 
they  electei  to  have  the  tithe  based  on 
com.  Their  judgment  had  proved  right 
in  the  matter,  ever  since  1836,  until  a 
few  years  ago.  Now,  the  value  of  money 
had  risen,  after  a  long  period  of  move- 
ment in  the  opposite  direction.  For 
himadf,  he  believed  that  the  miseries 
being  suffered  in  agriculture  and  com- 
merce to-day  were  mainly  the  result  of 
that  altered  value  of  money.  The  pur- 
chaaiog  power  of  the  sovereign,  in  which 
our  bargains  had  all  been  made,  had 
risen,  so  that  we  had  to  give  up  a  larger 
portion  of  goods  to  obtain  the  necessary 
sovereigns.  That  had  been  caused 
largely  by  the  disuse  of  silver  in  Europe 
and  .Ajnerica.  He  hoped  we  might  soon 
see  nlver  restored  again  to  its  former 
place,  and  consequently  a  restoration  of 
money  to  its  former  value—the  valne  in 
which  their  bargains  were  made.  Look- 
ing at  the  tendency  on  the  part  of  money 
to  decrease  in  value,  on  which  tendency 
the  Chnrdi  had  based  her  decision  to 
take  her  tithe  in  corn  rather  than  in 
money,  and  looking  at  the  shrewdness 
which  had  ever  attended  the  Church  in 
her  bargaining  in  the  past,  be  hoped 
events  would  yet  prove  that  in  this 
matter,  too,  she  had  judged  right,  and 
that  we  should  see  tithe  come  back  to 
par. 

Me.  T0MLIN80N  (Preston)  said, 
that  a  reference  to  a  Select  Committee 


'  of  this  kind  was,  to  a  certain  extent,  a 
reference  to  a  Committee  of  experts.  A 
Committee  formed  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion of  extraordinary  tithes  alone  would, 
probably,  beformedofMembers  who  wore 
well-informed  on  that  subject,  but  might 
not  necessarily  have  the  wider  experience 
required  for  the  larger  subject.  He  sug- 
gested that  the  fact  that  both  subjects 
would  come  before  the  Committee  should 
be  taken  into  consideration  in  its  con- 
stitution. 

Mb.  long  (Wilts,  Devizes)  said,  that 
the  present  system  of  the  payment  of 
tithes  was  seriously  felt  by  the  tenant 
farmers,  and  he  regretted  that  the  pay- 
ment had  fallen  on  the  occupier  instead 
of  the  owner.  He  confessed  he  would 
rejoice  to  see  the  system  altered,  as  ho 
believed  it  would  remove  a  grievance, 
and  would  strengthen  and  improve  the 
position  of  the  Church.  The  more  the 
Committee  had  before  them  the  more 
probable  it  would  be  that  they  would 
be  able  to  arrive  at  a  satisfactory  con- 
clusion. He  therefore  hoped  that  this 
Bill  would  be  sent  with  the  others  to 
the  Committee,  and  that  something  use- 
ful would  be  the  result. 

Question  put,  and  agrwd  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommiU«i 
to  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Tithe 
Rent-Charge  (Extraordinary)  Amend- 
ment Bill. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS 

ON  SUNDAY  (DURHAM)  BILL. 
{Mr.  Theodon  JVy,  Mr.   Walttr  Jamn,  Mr. 
Doddt,  Mr.  Siekardton,  Mr.  Qourl^,  Mr. 
FauUon). 

[dill  74.]     SECOND  BEADIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Mb.  T.  fry  (Darlington),  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  he  need  not  detain  the  House  vwy 
long,  as  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was  so 
exceedingly  well  known.  As  that,  how- 
ever, was  the  first  occasion  on  which 
any  county  measures  had  come  before 
the  new  Members  embodying  that  prin- 
ciple, be  might  say,  in  a  few  words, 
why  the  county  of  Durham  asked  for 
special  legislation  on  the  snbjeot.  He 
did  not  hesitate  to  say,  at  the  outset, 
that  he  would  very  much  rather  a  Bill 
had  been  passed  affecting  the  whole  of 
England.  He  believed  that,  for  many 
reasons,  it  would  have  been  mnoh  more 
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sati^aotoiT;  and  if  Her  Majest/aOp- 
Ternment  had  announced  that  they  vere 
really  intending  to  take  up  and  paea 
into  law  a  general  measure,  it  would 
not.hare  been  neoeisary  for  him  to  in- 
troduce the  Bill  to  the  notice  of  the  House. 
In  the  absence  of  any  such  direct  in- 
timation  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
the  KepreaentativeB  of  the  county  of 
Durham  did  not  feel  inclined  to  wait 
any  longer.  Now,  the  two  principal 
points  which  the  House  had  to  consider 
were,  whether  the  principle  of  Local 
Option  was  to  be  applied  to  Sunday 
Oussing  in  England ;  and,  secondly, 
whether  the  county  of  Durham  was 
ready  for  the  application  of  the  prin- 
ciple. So  far  as  regarded  the  applica- 
tion of  the  principb  of  Local  Option, 
the  House  had  already  affirmed,  on 
three  s^arate  ocoasions  during  the 
last  Farhament,  a  Motion,  moved  by 
Sir  Wilfrid  Lawaon,  dedaring  that 
Local  Option,  in  some  cases  at  any 
rate,  was  an  exceedingly  good  thing; 
and  a  fortnight  ago,  when  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Barnard 
Oaatle  Division  (Sir  Joseph  Pease) 
brought  in  his  Bill  dealing  with  Sunday 
Closing,  several  Members  opposite  ar- 
gued in  favour  of  the  application  of  the 
principle  of  Local  Option  to  Sunday 
Closing,  and  thought  it  would  be  much 
better  if  the  measure  should  be  pre- 
sented in  that  way.  But  it  had  always 
been  found,  when  these  questions  had 
been  before  the  House,  that  hoc.  Mem- 
bers who  objected  to  Sunday  Closing 
were  divided  into  two  classes ;  and 
when  a  measure  came  before  the  House 
advocating  Sunday  Olosin^  for  England 
generally,  a  number  of  Members  said 
that  they  preferred  that  they  ^ould 
proceed  by  the  counties ;  and  when  a 
county  Bill  was  introduced  other  Mem- 
bers said  they  preferred  to  proceed  by 
measures  affecting  the  whole  country. 
In  reference  to  the  question  of  Local 
Option,  he  reminded  hon.  Members  who 
did  not  agree  with  him  of  the  allusion 
made  to  the  subject  by  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  in  the  speech  he  recently  de- 
livered at  Newport.   The  noble  Mar- 

Saesa  said  the   question  of  Sunday 
losing  was  a  barniog  one,  and  then 
went  on  to  say— 

"  Wo  admit  that  the  closing  of  puhlic-houses 
oD  SuQdaya,  where  that  is  according  to  the 
views  of  ue  popolatioD,  is  a  legitimate  act  to 
tdceplsce." 


That  he  (Mr.  Fry)  hoped  voold  be  con- 
aidered  very  high  authoziU'  indeed  on 
the  question  of  Sunday-  Cloaiiig.  If 
the  firat  point  were  granted,  the  only 
other  point  to  be  considered  was  whe- 
ther the  county  of  Dnrham  was  re^j 
for  the  application  of  the  principi« 
of  Local  Option  to  Sunday  CIoeiDg.  The 
House  would  remember  that  in  1883, 
when  this  Bill  affecting  the  county  oi 
Durham  was  read  a  second  time,  153 
Members  voted  for  it,  and  only  57 
against  it.  The  Bill  conferring  the  same 
privileges  on  the  county  of  Cornwall 
was  passed  by  this  House.  The  measure 
passed  its  second  readiog  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  was  only  thrown  out  on 
the  third  reading  by  aa  exceedingly 
small  majority.   Now,  what  was  Uie 
position  which  had  been  attained  in  the 
oounty  of  Durham  up<m  this  subject? 
There  were  in  the  last  House  IS  Men- 
ben  from  the  county  of  Durham,  and  lH. 
of  these  were  pledged  to  support  the 
measure.    The  13th  EepresentatiTe  of 
the  county  (Sir  George  £lliot)  said  in 
bis  place  in  the  House  that,  although 
he  was  personally  opposed  to  the  mea- 
sure, he  was  so  fully  aware   of  the 
wishes  of  his  constituents  in  referraicc 
to  the  matter  that  he  could  not  vote 
against  the  Bill,  and  he  left  the  House 
when  the  division  was  taken.  There 
were  now  16  Members  from  the  county 
of  Durham,  and  15  out  of  the  16  were 
in  favour  of  the  measure.    Only  yester- 
day the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Durham  (Mr. 
Milvain)  put  down  a  Notice  of  objection 
to  the  measure.    He  hoped  that  when, 
in  the  course  of  the  deoate,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  found  he  was 
the  only  Member  from  the  county  who 
opposed  the  Bill,  he  would  take  the 
course  pursued  by  Sir  George  BUiot, 
and  not  rote  against  the  Bill^  which,  he 
must  know,  was  so  largely  supported 
by  his  own  constituents.  This  was  not  a 
political  question.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemaa's  Fredocessor  in  the  House 
was  one  of  the  most  earnest  supporters 
of  the  measure,  aud  his  name  appeared 
upon  the  back  of  the  Bill  introduced  in 
the  last  Parliament.   He  (Mr.  Fry)  did 
not  think  there  could  be  any  stronger 
test  of  the  opinion  of  the  district  than 
that  15  out  of  16  Members  returned  by 
the  oounty  affected  were  supporters  of 
the  measure.  Furthermore,  every  Town 
Counul  in  the  county  of  DaxhuDi 
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with  one  exception— and  that,  he  be- 
lieved, was  quite  accidental — had  peti- 
tioned at  some  time  or  other  in  favour 
td  tiie  Bill;  every  Board  of  Qnardians  in 
the  eoanty  had  petitioned  in  favour  of  the 
BUI;  and  out  of  170  paridies,  which 
there  were  in  the  county,  no  fewer  than 
183  had,  atpnblic  meetiDgs,  passed  re- 
solatioiu  in  favour  of  the  measnre ;  and 
on  almost  every  occamon  the  clergymen 
of  the  parish  were  present,  and  sup- 
ported the  resolution.  Of  the  associa- 
tioa  which  was  specially  at  work  for 
the  propagatioa  of  this  object,  the 
Bishop  of  the  diocese  was  President, 
and  the  Dean  and  Archdeacon  of  Durham 
were  active  promoters  of  the  Bill.  After 
all,  what  the  House  generally  wanted 
was  to  ascertain,  if  possible,  the  wishes 
ot  the  population  at  lai^e.  During 
the  Session  of  1883  Petitions  from  the 
county  of  Durham  were  presented  to  the 
House,  representing  about  200,000  per- 
sons. One  Petition,  which  he  presented 
himself,  bore  140,000  signatures.  From 
a  canvass  of  25  places,  it  was  found  that 
16,892  persons  sigpied  in  favour  of  the 
measure,  only  1,317  against  it,  and 
there  were  966  neutral ;  so  that  there 
were  nearly  eight  times  as  many  persons 
in  favour  of  the  measure  as  the  opponents 
and  neutrals  put  together.  He  might 
also  mention  that  Mr.  Jenkins,  who  em- 
ployed 6,000  hands,  said  there  was  a 
great  feeling  in  favour  of  the  Bill  in  his 
district  of  the  county;  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
berfor  Mid  Durham  (Mr.  W.  Crawford), 
who  was  an  official  <a  the  Miners*  Asso- 
dation,  and  who  was  not  able  to  be  pre- 
sent in  the  House  that  day,  had  stated 
that  if  they  were  polled  tiiere  would 
be  an  overwhelming  majority  of  work- 
ing men  in  favour  of  Sunday  Closing. 
That,  he  thought,  was  vezy  strong  evi- 
dence indeed  of  the  very  greatimportance 
attached  to  this  measure  by  the  people 
of  the  county.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
that  the  House  would  be  willing  to 
assent  to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
Some  persons  argued  that  u  this  county 
measure  were  passed  a  great  deal  of 
difficulty  and  annoyance  would  be  occa- 
sioned to  those  who  lived  just  over  the 
connty  line.  With  regard  to  that  point, 
he  might  say  that  in  two  or  three  Ses- 
sioDs  of  the  last  Pariiamentthe  counties 
of  Northumberland  and  Yorkshire  pro- 
moted similar  measures  to  this ;  and  he 
had  no  doubt  at  all  that  if  this  measure 
passed  into  law  those  oounties,  and  pos- 
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sibly  other  counties,  would  come  forward 
with  similar  Bills.  It  must  be  remem- 
bered, moreover,  that  Sunday  Olosing 
had  produced  good  results  both  in  Scot- 
land and  in  Ireluid,  and  there  had  been 
no  demand  for  its  repeal.  He  had  now 
only  to  allude  to  the  action  which  the 
Qovemment  took  on  this  question  in 
1888.  He  was  glad  to  remind  the  House 
that  on  that  occasion  they  had  the  very 
cordial  support  of  the  Government,  and 
he  trusted  they  would  have  it  again 
upon  the  present  occasion.  The  then 
Home  Secretary  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
spoke  most  strongly  in  their  favour. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  convinced 
that  an  overwhelming  majority  of  the 
people  of  the  county  were  in  favour  of 
the  measure,  and  therefore  he  gave  the 
Bill  his  warmest  support.  He  (Mr.  Fry) 
hoped  the  House  would  excuse  him  for 
having  g^ven  these  few  details.  What 
he  had  to  say,  in  conclusion,  was,  anxious 
as  were  the  people  of  Durham  in  1883 
to  have  Sunday  Olosiog,  it  might  be 
taken  for  granted  that  uiey  were  more 
read^  and  more  anxious  to  have  it  now. 
Having  regard  to  the  opinion  expressed 
by  the  last  Liberal  Crovemment,  the 
opinion  expressed  by  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  at  Newport,  and  the  opinion 
expressed  in  the  House  a  fortnight  ago 
by  many  Members  of  the  Opposition, 
and  to  the  overwhelming  wish  of  the 
people  of  Durham,  he  con^dently  asked 
the  House  to  assent  to  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Jfr.  T.  Fry.) 

Mb.  MILTAIN  (Durham),  in  rising 
to  move,  as  an  Amendment^  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months,  aud,  that,  although  a  young 
Member  of  the  House,  he  would  not 
have  asked  their  indulgence,  while  he 
addressed  a  few  words  upon  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  had  he  not  been  in 
the  aoomalous  position  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Darlington  (Mr.  Fry)  had 
referred.  The  hon.  Gentieman  had  said 
that,  because  15  out  of  the  16  Members 
returned  by  the  county  of  Durham  were 
in  favour  of  the  closing  of  the  public- 
houses  in  the  county  on  Sunday,  it  was 
evident  that  it  was  tiie  unanimous  wish 
of  the  people  of  the  county  that  Sun- 
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day  Oloaing^  Bhould  be  applied  to  Dur- 
ham. With  every  deference  to  the  opi- 
niona  of  the  hon.  Qentleman,  be  begged 
to  contradict  him,  and  he  did  so  upon 
what,  to  bis  mind,  was  some  aathority. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded  to  the 
fact  that  his  (Mr.  Milvain's)  Predecesaor 
was  in  favour  o(  this  measure.  So  Mr. 
Thompson  was,  and  so  he  pronounced 
himsuf  upon  the  hustings  and  in  the 
constituency  which  he  (Mr.  Milvain) 
had  now  the  honour  to  represent.  Was 
it  to  be  accepted  that  the  people  of  the 
county  of  Durham  were  fovourable  to 
Sunday  Closing  because,  aa  the  hon. 
Member  for  Darlington  said  in  1883, 
Petitions  were  presented  to  the  House 
of  Commons  signed  by  200,000  persons  ? 
The  hon.  Member,  as  well  as  other  hon. 
Members  representing  boroughs  in  the 
county  of  Durham,  would  be  satisfied  of 
this — that  it  was  possible  to  have  within 
a  few  years  some  revulsion  of  feeling. 
All  the  Durham  borough  Members 
would  certainty  agree  with  him  (Mr. 
Milvain)  that  whatever  was  their  ma- 
jority in  1880,  it  was  considerably  re- 
duced in  1885.  The  hon.  Member  had 
further  said  the  county  of  Durham  was 
ready  for  Sunday  Closing.  On  whose 
testimony,  he  adked  him,  beyond  that 
of  1883,  was  he  in  a  position  to  say  so  ? 
If  it  was  because  the  county  had  pent 
up  so  many  Liberal  Members,  he  entirely 
differed  from  him.  Durham  was  well 
known  for  its  Liberal  proclivities,  and 
was  at  one  time  alluded  to  in  a  comic 
paper  as  the  most "  no-Tory-ous"  county 
in  England.  Those  who  promoted  the 
Bill  had  satisfied  themselves  by  express- 
ing their  opinions  on  the  hustings ; 
and  he  denied  they  had  the  right  to  oay 
that  the  whole  county  was  prepared  to 
accept,  in  every  detail,  their  political 
programme.  He  did  so  on  this  ground, 
among  others,  that  his  opponent  was  a 
liocal  Optionist  and  Sunday  Closer, 
and  that  he  (Mr.  Milvain)  declared  his 
creed  on  the  subject  on  the  platform,  as 
he  did  now  in  that  House,  and  beat 
him.  There  were  on  the  register  of  the 
city  of  Durham  2,305  electors.  Out  of 
that  number  during  the  recent  electoral 
campaign,  which  lasted  only  one  month, 
he  (Mr.  Milvain)  had  personally  can- 
vassed over  2,000,  and  perhaps  the 
hon.  Member  for  Darlington  and  the 
House  would  be  surprised  to  hear  that 
out  of  the  2,000  whom  he  canvassed, 
there  were  not  half-a-dozen  who  made 

Mr.  Miham 


it  a  tine  qud  non  that  he  should  aoppOTt 
Sunday  Closing.  ["No,  no!"]  He 
heard  an  hon.  Member  say  **  No;  "  bnt 
he  declared  that  to  him  on  his  word,  and 
as  his  experience ;  and  if  he,  or  any  other 
hon.  Gentleman,  oould  pledge  his  own 
wordinacontrarysense.he  wasatliberty 
do  BO,  and  to  state  his  aathority.  Far- 
ther, he  might  state  that  the  men  who 
made  it  a  tine  qud  nm  that  he  (Mr. 
Milvain)  should  support  Sunday  Clos- 
ing were  enthusiasts  in  the  highest  de- 
gree ;  they  worked  in  the  cause  of  Sun- 
day Closing  with  a  zeal  and  eneivy  that 
was  fdtogether  exceptional.  La  the 
many  meetings  which  he  addressed 
during  the  month's  electoral  campaign, 
he  was  frequently  asked  if  he  would 
support  Sunday  (losing,  and  he  aa  fre- 
quently denounced  it  as  a  means  of 
obtaining  an  end  by  coercion  whi^ 
conld  be  more  satisfactorily  and  more 
permanently  attained  by  means  whidt 
were  more  Constitutional.  He  had  every 
reason  to  believe  that  all  the  questioiis 
asked  in  the  meetings  he  addreaeed, 
emanated  from  the  same  source.  He 
submitted  that  if  the  hon.  Member  t<a 
Darlington  and  other  Members  for  the 
county  of  Durham  had  personally  can- 
vassed their  constituents  and  felt  thenr 

£ulse  upon  this  question,  as  he  (Mr. 
[ilrain;  had  his,  they  would  not  come 
here  to  say  that  it  was  the  unanimous 
wish  of  the  people  of  Durham  that  there 
should  be  Sunday  Closing.  Before  he 
left  this  point,  perhaps  he  ought  to  say 
that  it  was  a  matter  of  some  surprise  to 
him  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Darlington 
should  declare  upon  his  ipse  dixit  that  the 
county  of  Durham  was  ready  for  Sun- 
day Closing,  when  the  Bill  had  not  been 
supported  by  a  single  Petition  of  any 
sort  or  kind.  Now,  the  grounds  nptm 
which  he  always  had  and  did  now  oppose 
the  measure  were,  firstly,  that  it  inter- 
fered with  vested  interests ;  secondly, 
that  it  interfered  with  the  liberty  of 
the  subject;  thirdly,  that  it  was  ob- 
jectionable on  the  grounds  of  its  bong 
exceptional  legislation  for  a  particular 
district;  and,  fourthly,  on  the  ground 
that  he  did  not  believe  it  would  attain 
the  object  for  which  it  was  introduced. 
In  the  first  place,  he  would  deal  with 
the  first  objection,  that  it  was  ob- 
jectionable on  the  ground  that  it  in- 
terfered with  vested  interests.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  would,  no  doubt, 
admit  Uiat  it  interfered  with  vested  in- 
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terests;  but  they  wonld  arg^e  that  it 
did  so  in  a  very  eliffht  degree,  that  the 
interfereace  was  only  in  one  day  out  of 
seven,  and  then  only  for  a  few  hours  on 
that  one  day.  He  would  ask  any  fair- 
minded  Member  of  that  House  whether 
it  was  jnst  that  anyone  should  thus  be 
interfered  with  in  the  exercise  of  his 
calling?  Let  them  suppose  for  a  mo- 
ment that  a  man  of  good  character,  by 
dint  of  labour,  thrift,  and  energy,  had 
scraped  together  a  certain  capital,  which 
he  was  prepared  to  invest  in  the  pur- 
chase of  a  house,  and  in  procuring  a 
licence  for  it.  It  wonld  be  said  that  the 
licence  was  only  for  a  year,  and  de- 
pended on  the  man's  character  and  con- 
duct ;  but  the  capital  was  invested  in 
the  house,  and  what  the  publican  main- 
tained was  that  his  good  conduct  and 
his  character  were  the  pledges  for  his 
security.  Well,  auppoeiag  it  were  ad- 
mitted that  the  openiog  of  his  house  for 
die  few  hours  left  upon  a  Sunday  re- 
sulted in  a  profit  of  £1,  that  man  would 
thus  receive  £52  a-year  from  his  Sun- 
day's trade.  At  5  per  cent,  the  measure 
of  his  losses  through  Sunday  Olosing 
would  represent  the  return  upon  a 
capital  of  £1,040.  [ZaughUr.]  Hon. 
Members  laughed.  He  knew  they  had 
a  very  different  feeling  sometimes  with 
r^ard  to  vested  interests  and  existing 
contracts  to  that  which  he  entertained ; 
but  he  told  them  they  were  not  acting 
justly,  and  he  put  the  matter  upon 
higher  grotinds,  and  grounds  which  he 
submitted  to  the  HouBe  were  practi- 
cally unanswerable — it  interfered,  he 
i&ii,  with  the  liberty  of  the  subject. . 
[Lauffhter.~\  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
laughed.  iRfwmd  laughter.  ]  Very  dif- 
ferent views  on  that  subject  had  been 
held  on  the  Benches  opposite  in  former 
times;  but  he  thought  it  waB*a  principle 
which  all  might  hold  to-day,  that  the 
liberty  of  the  subject  should  not  be  in- 
terfered with  unless  upon  the  strongest 
proof  that  the  liberty  had  been  abusM  to 
the  detriment  of  a  substantial  proportion 
of  the  community.  Now,  where  was  the 
proof,  he  asked,  that  the  liberty  of  the 
Bnbject  in  the  county  of  Durham  as  to 
the  opening  of  public-honses  on  the 
Sunday  in  order  to  get  beer  had  been 
abuBed  to  the  detriment  of  a  large  pro- 
portion of  the  population  ?  He  main- 
tained there  was  a  total  absence  of  any 
sooh  proof.  Fifteen  years  ago,  when 
be  was  in  the  habit  of  attending  the 


j  Durham  Quarter  Sessions,  there  were 
108  to  115  cases  set  down  for  trial. 
Why  ?  Because  the  sale  Of  drink  was 
almost  wholesale ;  because  the  times 
were  good  and  because  the  people  were 
not  educated.  What  was  the  condition 
now  ?  Why,  the  condition  of  things 
was  immeasurably  altered,  and,  instead 
of  there  being  the  number  he  had  given 
as  formerly  existing,  there  were  only 
about  18  persons  to  be  tried  at  Quarter 
Sessions.  There  was  a  diminution  of 
crime  throughout  the  whole  county.  If 
the  hon.  Member  for  Darlington  had 
brought  forward  his  measure  15  years 
ago,  there  might  have  been  some  g^und 
for  saying  that  the  liberty  of  the  sub- 
ject had  been  abused  to  the  detri- 
ment of  a  substantial  portion  of  the 
community;  but  he  submitted  that  now 
there  was  no  ground  for  such  an  asser- 
tion. The  proof  justifying  interference 
with  the  liberty  of  the  subject  ought  to 
be  much  stronger  in  the  case  of  excep- 
tional legislation  applicable  to  one 
county,  than  in  the  case  of  legisla- 
tion applicable  to  the  country  at  large ; 
and  during  his  personal  canvass  in 
the  city  of  Durham  it  was  his  pleasure 
not  to  see  in  his  canvass  more  than 
10  men  who  were  at  the  time  in  a  state 
of  intoxication.  It  was  upon  that  ground 
that  he  asserted  the  county  of  Durham 
was  not  ripe  for  the  measure  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member.  [^Lat^hUr."] 
His  canvass  lasted  from  10  a-u.  to 
10  F.K.,  and  he  could  speak  with  a 
greater  knowledge  than  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  laughed.  It  could  not  possibly  be 
said  the  inhabitants  of  his  constituency 
were  suffering  from  over  -  drinking. 
Again,  he  wanted  to  know  on  what 
principle  they  were  to  attack  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  county  of  Durham  in  the 
centre,  whereas  they  did  not  touch  those 
who  were  upon  the  borders  ?  He  had 
in  his  possession  statisticsof  crime,  giving 
the  Beturas  of  the  convictions  for 
drunkenness  on  Sunday  throughout  the 
county.  T7p  to  September,  1 885,  he  found 
that  in  the  city  of  Durham  the  total  num- 
ber of  rosident  persons  convicted  of 
druukennessupon  theSandaywasonlylO 
in  a  year ;  he  found  that  throughout  the 
whole  county  216  resident  persons  were 
so  convicted,  and  that,  upon  a  popula- 
tion of  600,745,  was  only  a  proportion 
of  somewhat  over  one  in  2,000.  When 
they  came  to  consider  where  the  average 
was  knocked  up,  they  found  it  in  sooh 
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laoes  as  Gateshead,  standing  upon  the 
anks  of  the  Tyne,  a  rery  densely-popu- 
lated diatriet;  they  found  there  that, 
out  of  a  popnlation  of  65,000,  the  con- 
▼iotions  were  65  in  one  year  for  Sunday 
drinldng,  which  gare  a  proportion  of 
one  in  1,000.  They  might  take  it  for 
granted  that  the  average  was  knocked 
up  somewhere  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
the  banks  of  the  Tyne,  and  that  was 
upon  the  border  of  the  two  counties 
of  Northumberland  and  Durham.  He 
thought  he  was  justified  in  saying  that 
if  they  looked  at  the  statistics  for  all 
the  other  counties  of  England,  the  case 
of  Durham  would  not  be  found  to  be  at 
all  exceptional  On  turning  to  North- 
umberland, he  found  that  the  total  ave- 
rage was  somewhere  about  the  same ; 
but  at  Tynemouth,  where  there  was  a 
population  of  44,118,  70  persons  who 
were  residents  in  the  place  were  con- 
victed in  the  course  of  a  year  of  drink- 
ing on  the  Sunday.  In  Newcastle,  which 
had  a  population  of  145,359, 148  persons 
were  convicted  of  Sunday  drinking,  an 
average  of  something  over  one  in  1,000. 
Now,  what  would  be  the  result  of  Sun- 
day Closing  in  Durham?  It  must  be 
that  injury  would  be  done  to  vested  in- 
terests in  the  adjoining  counties  of 
Northumberland,  Yorkshire,  and  "West- 
moreland. People  finding  Durham  so 
highly  virtuous  would  flock  into  that 
county,  and  thus  the  vested  interests  of 
the  publicans  in  the  adjoining  counties 
would  be  seriously  affected.  But  the 
oonveree  they  would  find  much  more 
robable — namely,  that  persons  would 
ock  to  the  adjoining  counties,  and 
there  increase  the  drunkenness  on  the 
Sunday.  This  was  one  reason,  at  any 
rate,  why  there  should  not  be  this  ex- 
ceptional legislation  for  the  county  of 
Durham;  but,  as  he  had  said,  he  op- 
posed the  Bill  upon  another  ground — 
namely,  that  it  amounted  to  exceptional 
legislation.  He  desired  to  know  upon 
what  principle  it  was  that  this  law  was 
to  be  made  to  deprive  the  poor  of  their 
drink  when  there  was  no  law  to  deprive 
the  rich  of  their  drink  ?  If  this  law 
was  good  for  the  poor  it  was  good  for 
tlie  rich.  He  asked  the  hon.  Member 
for  Gateshead,  whose  name  he  saw  on 
the  back  of  the  Bill,  upon  what  prin- 
ciple he  could  go  into  his  constituency, 
attend  Divine  worship  upon  the  Sunday, 
then  turn  his  back  upon  Qateahead, 
cross  over  the  bridge  mto  Newcastle, 
^r.  Uilvam 


walk  into  his  olnb,  and  eigoy  diiok, 
while  his  {Mor  constituents  w«e  to  1m 
deprived  of  any  refreshment  at  b&P 
Upon  that  ground,  if  upon  no  otba, 
this  Bill  ought  to  be  opposed,  Hs 
maintained  that  if  the  measure  wm 
passed  it  would  not  attain  the  «id  ii 
view,  and  he  said  that  from  ezperienee, 
The  hon.  Member  who  had  moved  the 
second  reading  had  spoken  of  what  vu 
done  in  1883.  He  (Mr.  Milvaio]  ronld 
tell  the  hon.  Member  what  waa  done  in 
Durham  in  1863.  During  the  time  that 
the  Bill  was  before  the  House  prepan- 
tions  were  made  by  the  publicans  u 
well  as  by  private  persons  to  provide 
themselves  with  three-gallon  keg^vith 
what  object?  ["  Oh,  oh  !  "]  He  heard 
some  hon.  Member  say  "Oh,  oh!"  but 
did  that  hon.  Gentleman  contradict  him? 
Those  three-gallon  kegs  were  ioteuded 
to  be  filled  on  Saturday  nights  and  «»• 
veyed  to  private  houses  for  the  consump- 
tion of  their  contents  on  the  Sondaj. 
During  his  canvass  in  the  city  of  Dui- 
ham  he  came  across  some  total  abataioen 
who,  the  hon.  Member  for  Houghtw- 
le-Spring  (Mr.  Wilson)  would  be  sur- 
prised to  hear,  absolutely  deDOtmeed 
this  measure,  and  denounced  it  for  the 
reason  that  it  would  not  effect  the  object 
in  view — because  it  would  do  in  Dorbam 
what  it  had  done  elsewhere,  and  afrits 
and  beer  would  be  conveyed  into  pnnta 
houses  on  the  Saturday  night  for  con- 
sumption on  the  Sunday.  It  waa  quite 
understood  in  the  county  that  men  would 
club  together  to  attain  their  object,  asd 
that  they  would  drink  at  home  oa  the 
Sunday,  and  thus  set  a  bad  example  to 
tiieir  wives  and  children.  He  (Ua 
wish  it  to  be  assumed  that  he  was 
posed  to  temperance.  During  his  oib- 
oidature  he  dtd  not  sacoeed  in  jdeuiif 
either  the  publican  or  the  total  abstaiiMr. 
He  advocated  non-political  clabs,  ia 
which  drunkenness  should  be  a  sufficint 
ground  for  expulsion.  He  advocated 
cocoa-palaces ;  he  advocated  the  en- 
lightenment and  amuaementofthepeo^e 
by  means  with  which  the  publicans  did 
not  agree;  indeed,  he  maiotained  thit 
the  evil  of  which  complaint  vaa  madfl 
ought  to  be  met  by  some  other  meassn 
than  the  one  now  before  the  House— bj 
such  a  measure,  for  instance,  as  tbatia* 
troduced  a  few  days  ago  by  the  hoa- 
Baronet  (Sir  Joseph  Pease).  The  hfflu 
Baronet's  Bill  dealt  with  the  qneatitnof 
Sunday  drinking  very  fairly,  for  it  pro* 
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vided  that  public-houses  should  only  be 
open  on  oundajB  during  reaaonable 
hours,  and  only  then  for  tbe  Bale  of 
drick  to  be  consumed  off  the  premises. 
That  was  a  measure  he  was  prepared  to 
support,  for  the  reason  that  it  did  not 
interfere  with  tbe  liberty  of  the  sub- 
ject, and  would  uot  cause  any  individual 
county  or  place  to  be  made  Ihe  sub- 
ject of  eiceptional  legislation.  There 
were  other  measures  which  were  advo- 
cated  at  the  prfsent  time.  He  thought, 
from  his  experience  of  the  manner  in 
which  at  present  magistrates  dealt  with 
licences  that  the  system  worked  satis- 
factorily, though  some  were  of  opinion 
their  conduct  was  amendable,  and  ought 
to  be  improved.  He  would  not  touch 
upon  the  matter  now;  because,  in 
the  no  distant  future,  he  hoped  it 
would  be  dealt  with  in  the  measure 
introduced  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Barnard  Castle  (Sir  Joseph  Fease). 
He  must  really  apologize  to  the  House 
for  baviug  occupied  its  time  so  Ion*;  as 
he  had  already  done ;  but  he  felt  very 
strongly  with  regard  to  this  measure. 
It  was  not  within  his  memory ;  but,  if 
report  was  accurate,  it  might  be  within 
the  memory  of  the  last  generation,  that 
drunkenness  was  common  at  tbe  tables 
of  tbe  rich.  Well,  as  to  that,  it  was  not 
so  now,  and  what  was  the  reaeon  ?  It 
was  the  advancement  of  education ;  it 
was  because  drunkenness  was  looked 
upon  with  disgust  and  loathing  now  by 
the  educated  classes.  If  this  was  so  with 
tbe  rich,  why  should  it  not  be  so  with 
the  poor?  They  were  being  educated  ; 
they  were  learning  themselves  that 
drunkenness  was  a  crime,  and  that 
druukennefs,  without  a  conviction  even, 
was  a  disgrace.  He  maintained  that  by 
example  and  education  they  would  be 
able  to  meet  tbe  difficulty  without  pro- 
ceeding to  ends  nhich  might  be  un- 
constitutional. For  those  reasons, 
he  had  objected  to  the  Bill  among  his 
own  constituents,  and  for  those  reaoons 
also  he  now  moved  that  it  be  read  a 
second  time  on  that  day  six  mouths. 

Ms.  OBEQOBY  seconded  the  Amend- 
moot. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  six  months." — (J/r.  Mihain.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  tbe  word 
*  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

VOL.  OOdn.    [zHDU)  asaiEs.] 
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Mb.  J.  "WILSON  (Durham,  Hough- 
ton-le-Spring)  Eaid,  that  the  views  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  would  undoubtedly 
not  harmonize  very  easily  with  those 
which  he  himself  (Mr.  Wilson)  held, 
inasmuch  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  was  tbe  Member  for  Dur- 
ham, while  he  (Mr.  Wilson)  was  one 
of  the  electors  for  that  city.  Both  sides 
of  the  question  were,  therefore,  repre- 
sented. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
seemed  to  be  the  little  leaven  which  lea- 
vened tbe  whole  lump,  and  he  certainly 
represented  that  one  iota  of  Toryism 
which  had  been  sent  by  the  entire  county 
of  Durham.  He  (Mr.  Wilson)  must 
confess  that  he  was  not  one  of  the  party 
of  10  that  had  been  canvassed  by  tbe 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in  the  city 
of  Durham.  They,  it  wastobe  presumed, 
saved  the  city  from  destruction.  Those 
10  righteous  men,  found  not  in  Sodom 
but  in  Durham,  were  in  favour  of  Sun- 
day  Closing. 

Mb.  MTLVAIN  explained  that  it  was 
six  men  who  had  made  Sunday  Closing 
a  $ine  gud  non  when  he  was  canvassing. 
The  10  men  were  intoxicated. 

Mb.  J.  WILSON  said,  Durham  was  a 
Cathedral  city,  with  some  six  or  seven 
Dissenting  and  Cougregatiooal  churches 
and  chapels  connected  with  different  Be- 
ligious  Bodies ;  and  there  were  Good 
Templar  Lodges  and  Temperance  So- 
cieties ;  and  he  maintained  that  tiie 
great  majority  of  the  clergy,  as  well  as 
of  the  members  of  those  Temperance 
Bodies,  were  in  favour  of  Sunday 
Closing.  In  the  Good  Templar  Lodge 
of  which  he  was  a  member  there  were 
200  or  300  of  the  male  members  who 
were  entirely  pledged  to  support  Sunday 
Closing.  He  would  multiply  six  by 
100,  and  venture  to  say  that  there  were 
not  eix  but  600  men  in  Durham  vho 
would  avow  openly  and  plainly  that 
tbe  time  had  come  vhen  the  public- 
houses  should  be  closed  on  Sunday. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  city  of  Durham  would, 
perhaps,  forgive  him  if  he  (Mr.  Wilson) 
said  that  the  opinions  he  had  advanced 
upon  this  Sunday  Closing  Question  were 
about  as  old  as  the  law  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  practised,  and  were 
taught  before  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman was  bom.  He  (Mr.  Wilson) 
knew  the  people  of  Durham,  and  he 
knew  the  working  men  of  Durham  far 
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batter  than  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. There  wai  held  annually,  in  the 
oonntj  of  Darham,  a  meeting  of  the 
delegates  of  the  miners  in  the  oounty, 
who  nambered  some  100  to  150  men, 
and  of  which  meetiog  he  (Mr.  Wil- 
son) was  the  Secretary.  He  oonld 
tell  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
that  not  onoe  nor  twice,  but  many  times, 
had  this  matter  been  discassed,  and 
there  had  always  been  a  general  con- 
sensus of  opinion  that  such  a  BiU  as  this 
should  become  law.  If  the  House  de- 
aired  it,  he  would  undertake,  before 
next  week,  to  supply  the  House  with 
Petitions  from  every  ctdliery  in  the 
county  of  Durham,  wherein  a  majority 
of  the  employit,  above  bank  and  below, 
would  say  that  they  were  in  favour  of 
closing  public-houses  on  Sunday. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  roa 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  OaiL- 
DEBs)  (Edinburgh,  S.)  said,  he  rose  to 
state  tne  course  which  the  QoverDmeut 
would  take  in  reference  to  this  Bill.  It 
was  not  very  different  from  the  Bill 
brought  forward  in  1883,  when  his  Pre- 
decessor, the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Sir  William  Haroourt],  spoke 
stroDgly  in  its  favour,  and  referreil  to 
the  aunost  universal  desire  of  the  miners 
of  Durham  for  some  le^slation  of  this 
character.  He  (Mr.  Childers)  proposed 
to  take  the  same  course  as  his  right  hon. 
Friend  on  that  occasion.  He  might  be 
asked  how  it  was  he  supported  the  Bill 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Barnard  Castle  (Sir  Joseph 
Pease),  which  dealt  in,  different  ways 
with  the  town  and  the  country  districts, 
and  had  said  he  thought  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  was  sound,  but  that  some  pro- 
vision should  be  made  to  enable  the 
people  in  the  oountry  districts  to  get 
their  supply  of  beer  on  Sunday  for  a 
limited  number  of  hours  off  the  pre- 
mises. The  explanation  waa  simple. 
The  Bill  was  proposed  for  the  whole 
country,  without  an  expression  of  opi- 
nion from  the  people  of  a  particular  dis- 
trict as  to  whether  they  desired  it  or 
not ;  and  he  said  he  should  support  it  as 
a  temporary  measure,  until  a  general  Act 
dealing  with  local  government  could  be 
passed  under  which  each  district  oould 
deal  with  the  question  for  itself,  and  then 
it  would  be  reasonable  that  the  power  of 
obtaining  refreshment  o£P  the  premises 
should  be  retained.  In  the  present  ease, 
however,  the  House  had  before  it  a  Bill 

Mr.  J.  Wihon 


supported  by  the  g7«at  majority  of  the 
people  whom  it  would  affect.  He 
noticed  that  it  was  supported  by  15  out 
of  the  whole  16  Members  for  Durham; 
and,  on  lookiog  at  the  polls,  he  found 
that  those  Members  represented  the 
overwhelming  majority  of  the  peojole. 
In  these  cireumstanoes,  he  wonld  vale 
for  the  second  reading. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  (T-Awa- 
shire,  S.  W.,  Newtoa)  said,  he  had  had 
peculiar  opportunitiee  for  many  jean  of 
late  of  knowing  the  habits  aad  manneit 
of  the  colliers  and  foetory  opemtivea  in 
Lancashire ;  and  he  was  happy  to  have 
obswved  growing  np,  not  auddenly.  but 
gradually,  not  universally,  bat  -rvrj 
generally,  a  feeling  in  favour  of  habits 
of  temperance.  In  some  districts,  indeed^ 
that  feeling  among  those  classes  had 
almost  become  a  matter  of  religion.  No 
one  could  possibly  feel  more  thankfol 
for  such  a  change  of  opinion  than  he 
did.  Formerly,  intemperance  prevailed 
to  a  considerable  extent  among^  the 
higher  classes  in  this  oountry ;  bat,  by 
the  growth  of  a  better  feeling,  habits  of 
intoxication  had  practically  oeased  among 
those  dasses ;  and  he  had  alwajrs  h^ 
that  they  might  also  look  tor  a  umilar 
result  among  the  humbler  orders  froa 
the  influence  of  an  improved  public 
opinion.  The  hon.  Member  for  I[Mwich 
(Mr.  Jesse  Collings) — he  was  noc  quite 
sure  whether  he  was  in  Order,  at  that 
present  moment,  in  calling  the  hou. 
Gentleman  by  that  title — had  lately 
taken  a  very  effective  means  of  putting 
a  stop  to  the  efforts  whioh  Members  of 
the  late  Government  thought  the  wisest 
mode  of  meeting  the  difficulties  of  that 
question.  When  in  Office,  they  de- 
clared it  to  be  their  intention  to  deal  at 
once  with  a  measure  of  local  govon- 
ment  for  this  oountry ;  and  althoug;h  the 
present  Ministry  had  also  promised  to 
bring  in  such  a  measure,  it  seemed  to 
have  now  receded  into  the  dim  and  di»* 
tant  future.  They  had  been*  reminded 
that,  in  his  speech  at  Newport,  Lord 
Salisbury  had  intimated  that  the  ques- 
tion of  Sunday  Closing  would  be  included 
among  those  questions  that  would  be 
left  to  Local  Authorities  under  the 
scheme  of  local  government  that  the 
late  Admioistratiou  had  intended  to  in- 
troduce. That  seemed  to  be  the  wiseat 
course,  because  then  they  should  have 
been  absolutely  certain  that  it  was  the 
wi^  of  the  spedal  locality  before  any 
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measure  of  this  kind  came  into  opera- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  for  Darlington 
(Ur.  Fry)  had  told  them  that  the  people 
of  the  county  of  Durham  desired  to  have 
pablio-houses  closed  on  Sunday ;  and, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  city  of  Durham  (Mr. 
HiWain)  said  that  the  general  feeling  of 
the  inhabitants  of  that  city  certainly 
ires  not  favourable  to  that  proposal. 
All  that  only  showed  how  mucui  better, 
and  how  much  more  prftotical,  it  wonld 
he  to  have  that  question  relegated  to 
the  Local  Authorities,  so  as  to  get  the 
real  opinion  of  the  community  upon 
it  He  had  not  quite  gathered  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Childers),  although  much  had  been  said 
about  Local  Option,  whether  it  was  the 
iDteotion  of  the  Government  to  bring 
forward  a  measure  of  V>at  kind  or  not. 
He  should  have  thought,  if  that  was 
their  intention,  it  would  have  been  very 
much  better  to  have  waited  a  short  time 
before  passing  this  measure,  in  order 
that  they  might  see  whether  a  more 
comprehensive  mode  of  dealing  with  this 
question  might  not  have  been  found.  It 
might  be  prefOTable  to  g^ve  Local  Au- 
thorities the  power  of  regulating  that 
matter.  If  that  Bill  were  passed,  he 
certaiDly  hoped  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  see  justice  done  to 
one  class  of  persons  to  whom  allusion 
had  been  made.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  that  at  present  all  those  licensed 
▼ietnallers,  whether  in  the  county  or  the 
oity  of  Durham,  who  had  taken  out  ex- 
isting  licences,  had  taken  them  out  on 
the  faith  that  they  would  be  allowed  to 
sell  liquor  on  Sunday  as  they  had 
hitherto  done ;  and  if  that  Bill  became 
law.  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
ooKht  to  restore  a  portion  of  the  money 
he  nad  received  for  the  licences  of  those 
persons  whose  public- houses  were  to  be 
shot  up  on  Sunday.  Some  years  ago 
there  had  been  introduced  a  measure  by 
*hich  persons  could  take  out  six-day 
icences  at  a  lower  rate  of  payment  than 
that  for  licences  for  seven  days  in  the 
week  ;  and  if  the  licensed  victuallers  of 
the  county  of  Durham  were  to  have 
their  houses  entirely  closed  on  Sunday, 
it  would  be  only  fair  that  they  should 
not  have  to  pay  for  seven- day  licences, 
otherwise  they  would  be  heavily  mulcted 
by  the  passing  of  that  Bill.  If  any 
Buch  Bill  was  to  be  passed  at  all,  he 
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would  much  prefer  that  proposed  on 
a  former  occasion  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Barnard  Castle  (Sir 
Joseph  Pease)  to  the  present  one ;  but 
he  thought  it  was  a  question  whether 
the  hon.  Member  for  Darlington  should 
divide  the  House  on  his  Bill  at  alt. 

Mr.  OHILDERS  said*  that  if  he  cor- 
reotly  understood  the  right  bon.  Gentle* 
man's  appeal,  it  was  that  whereas  for 
the  present  year,  which  he  presumed 
ended  in  September,  some  lioensed  vic- 
tuallers in  Durham  had  taken  out  a  seven 
days'  licence,  it  would  be  fair,  if  the 
provisions  oi  this  Bill  were  to  come  into 
operation,  that  they  should  be  repaid  the 
difference  between  the  seven  and  six 
days'  licence  for  the  remaining  period 
of  the  year.  At  first  sight  that  seemed 
to  be  fair ;  and  he  would  mention  it  to 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor 
the  Exchequer,  in  order  to  see  if  a  con- 
siderable proportion  of  the  money  paid 
should  not  be  Returned. 

Sib  B.  ASSHETON  OBOSS  said, 
Uiat  he  had  spoken  of  next  year  also. 

Mb.  CHIIiDEBS  said,  he  understood 
it,  of  course,  to  apply  to  next  year.  If 
the  public-houses  were  to  be  closed  on 
Sunday,  the  licence  wonld  be  only  for 
six  days. 

Mk.  W.  F.  LAWEENCE  (Liver- 
pool, Abercromby)  said,  he  was  unable 
to  support  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill.  He  was  an  advocate  of  tempe- 
rance, and  likewise  of  Sunday  Closing  ; 
but  he  was  also  for  Sunday  Closing  on 
principles  common  to  the  whole  country. 
It  would  be  with  reluctance  that  be 
should  find  himself  in  the  opposite 
Lobby  from  the  hon.  Hemherfor Barling- 
ton  (Mr.  Fry) ;  buthehimself  advocated 
tomperance  in  a  temperate  way ;  and  he 
held  that  there  were  many  other  im- 
portant principles  which  should  go  hand- 
in-band  with  temperance,  among  these 
being  the  liberty  of  the  subject  and  re- 
gard for  vested  interests,  which  required 
to  be  carefully  treated.  He  was  sorry 
that  the  matter  should  be  settled  ofi- 
hand,  after  only  an  hour  and  a-half  s 
discussion.  He  had  come  to  thecondn- 
sion  that  there  was  a  very  strong  feeling, 
gradually  increasing  throughout  Eng- 
knd,  in  favour  of  Sunday  Closing,  whe- 
ther in  small  rural  |>ariBhes  or  in  centres 
of  population  like  Liverpool,  wheresome- 
thmg  like  40,000  heads  of  houses  had 
signed  a  Petition  in  favour  of  it.  There* 
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fore,  vhat  he  wished  to  rerommend  was 
that  his  temperance  friends  and  th.e 
Honse  nhould  go  slowly  in  dealing  with 
this  very  important  and  burning  qnes- 
tion.  That  should  all  the  more  be  done 
because  Sunday  Cnoaing  mu^t  bo  dealt 
with  in  any  Local  Government  Bill;  and 
he  was  glad  that  Lord  Salisbury  had 
put  it  in  the  forefront  of  his  speech  at 
Newport  that  he  was  prepared  to  deal 
boldly  vith  that  great  queetion.  When 
the  subject  of  Local  Government  was 
brought  forward,  a  crowd  of  other  ques- 
tions would  come  up  to  which  the  prin- 
ciple of  Local  Option  would  apply.  He 
felt  bound  to  warn  the  House  that  the 
principle  of  Local  Option,  if  once  intro- 
duced, could  not  be  confined  to  the  ques- 
tion of  temperance  only,  for  there  would 
be  a  crowd  of  places  desirous  of  exer- 
cising Local  Option  on  particular  ques- 
tions— as,  for  instance,  Portsmouth  and 
Plymouth  might  desire  to  keep  in  opera- 
tion Acts  which  the  House  the  other  day 
oondemned.  Being  opposed  to  dealing 
in  an  off-hand  and  piecemeal  faduon 
with  those  matters,  he  felt  unable  to 
support  the  Ifotion  before  the  House. 

Mb.  GENT-DAVIS  (I^mbeth,  Ken- 
nington^,  who  rose  amid  great  interrup- 
tion, said,  he  did  not  propose  to  detain 
the  House  at  any  great  length.  He 
could  well  understand  the  anxiety  of 
hon.  Uembers  below  the  Gangway  on 
the  Government  side  of  the  House  in 
crying  "  Divide,  divide!  "  but  he 
thought  that  it  was  one  of  their  prirt* 
leges  that  they  should  have  freedom  of 
speech.  He  had  a  few  words  to  say  on 
this  subject ;  and  be  believed  that  he 
was  quite  within  his  rights  in  speaking, 
notwithstanding  the  impatience  of  hon. 
Members,  and  stating  why  he  intended 
to  omoae  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
He  should  have  thought  that  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Fry)  would  have 
furnished  the  House  with  reliable  statis- 
tics, showing  actually  what  the  opinion 
of  the  people  of  Durham  was  upon  this 
question.  But  nothing  of  the  kind.  He 
bad  no  statistics  to  give  them.  It  was 
true  that  he  had  quoted  a  few  figures ; 
but  they  had  been  told  that  figures  could 
be  made  to  prove  anything  or  nothing ; 
and  he  held  they  ought  not  to  take  away 
the  rights  of  the  minority  of  the  people  of 
Durham,  even  at  the  instance  of  the 
majority — suppoaing,  of  course,  that  the 
supporters  of  the  measure  vere  in  a 
JIfr.  W.  f.  Laicrenco 


majority.  He  could  heartily  sjmpatliiEe 
with  the  hon.  Member  that  such  iiot«d 
local  optionii>ts  as  Mr.  W.  8.  CsineBod 
Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  were  not  nov  in 
the  Honse ;  but  he  thought  it  would  b« 
well  if  they  postponed  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  until  they  could  obtun 
some  authentic  information  as  to  the 
real  desires  of  the  people  of  Dorham  ti 
the  matter.  At  all  eTAots,  he  did  sot 
think  that  they  should  exdude  the 
people  of  Durham  from  taking  tiuu 
glasses  of  beer  or  glasses  of  irhiikj 
upon  the  mere  expression  of  opiniou  of 
a  Board  of  Guardians  or  a  Town  Cotut- 
cil,  however  conclasiTe  hon.  Memben 
below  the  Gangway  might  think  such 
views  were.  He  objected  to  theirinter- 
fering  with  the  rights  of  the  people,  aad 
he  particularly  objected  to  this  piece- 
meal fashion  of  dealing  with  a  gnat 
question.  Hon.  Members  who  wen  so 
loud  in  their  demand  for  this  measure 
should  remember  that  they  were  taking 
away  from  the  poor  that  which  thej  per- 
mitted to  the  rich  and  well-to-do.  Whj 
was  it  that  the  publicans  were  epeoallT 
selected  for  tiiis  restrictive  leg^ition? 
Why  were  the  clubs  not  mentioned! 
Was  it  because  the  hon.  Member  be- 
longed to  one  of  those  clubs  that  he  htd 
failed  to  include  them  in  his  Bill  ?  IHd 
he  wish  that  they  should  still  remun 
opon  P  And  why  were  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  the  publican  to  be  sacn- 
Doed  ?  The  publican  was  heavily  taxed, 
and  was  entitled  to  their  protedios; 
and  why  was  he  to  be  sacrificed  to  these 
clubs,  many  of  which  were  suppcffted 
by  the  lowest  class  of  the  commani^? 
liocal  Option  was  a  craze ;  and  to  gra^ 
a  mere  craze  they  were  asked  to  pa* 
this  Bill.  For  the  purpose  of  eoal^ 
them  to  ascertain  the  Tiewa  andopiniiHu 
of  the  people  of  Durham  on  this  qiua- 
tion,  he  moved  the  adjournment  or  ths 
debate. 

ME.HENNIKEE  HEATON  seconded 
the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "IHi^ 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— 
Oeni-Davia,) — put,  and  nefattved. 

Original  Queetion  put. 

The  House  (^mV^A^:— Ayes  1 63;  Xoei 
82 :  Majority  81.— (Dir.  taat,  No.  43.) 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitbi 
for  Ib-momw. 
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TITHE    EENT-CHARGE  (EXTBAORDI- 

NAKY)  BEDEMPTION  BILL. 
{Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton,  Mr.  T^erold  Rogers,  Mr. 
Sorlat,  Sir  John  Lubbeek.) 

[bill  63.]     BECOND  READING. 

Order  fur  Second  Beading  read. 

Me.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancras,  N.), 
in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  that  it  was  well  un- 
derstood that  this  measure  was  to  be 
referred  to  the  pame  Select  Committee 
as  the  Bills  vhich  had  been  under  dis- 
cussion at  an  earlier  period  of  the  day. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,"— (Ifr.  T.  H.  £oltim,)--gut,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Tithe 
Kent-Oharge  (Extraordinary)  Amend- 
ment Bill. 

MARRIAGE  WITH  A  DECEASED  WIFE'S 

SISTER  BILL. 
(Jfr.  Heneage,  Mr.  Broadhurat,  Mr.  Albert  Qrey, 
Mr.  Piileston,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Burt, 
Mr.  Arch.) 
[bill  49.]      8EC0KD  REAliINO. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Me.  jacks  (lieith,  &c.),  who  had 
charge  of  the  measure,  said,  be  would 
move  that  the  second  reading  be  post- 
poned until  that  day  fortnight.  \Criet 
of  "  Go  on  ! "]  If  it  was  desired  that 
the  Bill  should  proceed,  he  would  at 
once  move  th.e  sf  cond  reading. 

CotOKEL  MAKINS  (Essex,  S.EO  rose 
to  Order,  and  asked  it  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber, who  had  named  a  future  day  for 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  was  in 
Order  in  now  proceeding  vith  his  Mo- 
tion? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member, 
h&vinff  named  a  future  day  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  cannot  move 
that  it  now  be  read  a  second  time. 

Second  Beading  deferred  till  Wedtut- 
daff  7th  April. 

MARRIED  WOMEN  (MAINTENANCE  IN 

CASE  OF  DESERTION)  BILL. 
{Mr.  Pulhy,  Mr.  Thomat  Blake,  Mr.  Winter- 
botham,  Mr.  Wanningtm.) 

[bill  111.]      SECOKS  EEASISO. 

Order  for  Second  Bending  nad. 


Me.  pulley  (Hereford),  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  that  it  was  to  relieve  a  difficulty  in 
the  existing  law.  As  bon.  Members 
were  aware,  women  who  were  deserted 
by  their  husbands  were  compelled  to 
enter  the  Union  before  anything  could 
be  done  to  make  the  husbands  support 
them.  This  Bill  would  enable  a  woman 
who  had  been  deserted  to  go  before  a 
Stipendiary  Magistrate  or  two  Justices 
acting  in  Petty  SeseionB,  and  obtain  that 
order  for  maintenance  which  she  wuld 
now  onlyget  through  the  Parish  Autho- 
rities, women  would  thus  be  spared 
the  degradation  of  becoming  inmates 
of  a  workhouse,  and  would  have  a 
much  more  simple  means  of  getting 
relief.  The  Bill  also  proposed  to  give 
such  a  woman  the  custody  of  the  chil- 
dren of  the  marriage  imder  10  years 
of  age.  He  would  move  the  seccmd 
reading. 

Motion  made,  aud  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time."— (ifr.  Pulley.) 

The  8ECRETAEY  of  STATE  fob 
iHE  HOME  DEPAETMENT  (Mr. 
Childseb)  (Edinbargh,  8.)  said,  he' was 
unable  to  support  the  Bill,  which  weai 
a  great  deal  Xoo  far,  in  his  opinion.  Be- 
fore the  House  assented  to  the  second 
reading  of  this  measure,  they  ought  to 
know  what  it  was  intended  to  efTect. 
The  object  of  the  measure  was  to  give 
to  any  two  Justices  of  the  Peace  the 
power  of  decreeing  a  separation  in  case 
of  the  deseition  of  a  married  woman  by 
her  husband,  which  was  now  exeToisod 
by  the  Divorce  Court.  He  doubted  whe- 
ther the  House  would  be  prepared  to 
thus  so  seriously  interfere  with  the 
powers  of  the  Divorce  Court,  or  to  hand 
over  such  an  important  power  to  any 
two  Justices  of  the  Peace,  without  having 
further  and  fuller  information  on  the 
subject.  The  BiU  ought  not  to  pass 
withont  far  more  consideration  being 
given  to  it  than  could  be  given  to  it 
now.'  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  postpone  the  further 
consideration  of  the  Bill  for  a  week,  so 
that  the  Houee  might  not  be  taken  by 
surprise. 

Me.  pulley  said,  he  willingly  con- 
sented to  the  postponement  of  the  de- 
bate, as  suggeeted  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 
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Tub  SECRETABT  of  STATE  m 
THE  HOME  DEFABTUENT  (Ur. 
Gbildebs)  ,  (Edinburgh.  8.)  said,  lie 
would  remind  the  noble  Lend  that  the 
HouBe  had  already  that  afternoon  hid 
before  them  one  or  two  Bilk  whitih  bad 
not  been  printed,  and  which  had  been 
postponed  in  consequence,  and  he  wonld 
suggest  that  the  same  course  should  be 
taken  in  this  case.  He  had  never  Heud 
of  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  a  measure  being  read  and 
discharged  before  the  Bill  had  been 
printed.  He  was  quite  sure  that  id  the 
present  case  the  hon.  Member  for  Staf- 
ford intended  to  proceed  with  the  mes- 
sure. 


COMPULSORY  PURCHASE  OP  LAND 
COMPENSATION  BILL, 
{Mr.  M^LartH,  Mr.  Mouldgtcorth,  Mr.  Jiaepk 
Sottont  Mr.  Jeste  Collinga.) 

[bill  145.]    SEOOVD  BBADnro. 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  OBEGOBY  (Sussex,  East  Grin- 
stead)  said,  that  although  the  hon. 
Member  who  was  in  charge  of  this  Bill 
was  not  in  attendance  to  move  its  second 
reading,  he  (Mr.  Gregory)  wished  to  pro- 
test against  the  inconrenienoe  to  which 
the  ^use  was  subjected  in  such  a  case 
as  this,  where  not  only  the  hon.  Member 
in  charge  of  it  was  not  in  attendance  to 
move  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  but 
had  not  even  taken  the  trouble  to  have 
his  project  printed. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  said,  he  must  in- 
form the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  had  been  postponed 
for  a  fortoight  to  enable  it  to  be  prmted. 

Ma.  GREGOBY  said,  ha  Bhoold  move 
that  the  Order  for  the  aeooad  reading  of 
the  Bill  be  disoha^ed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Order  for  Second  Beading 
be  discharged." — (Mr.  &rag«ry.) 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  such  a  Mo* 
tion  was  nnnsual  in  the  absenoe  of  the 
hon.  Member  having  charge  of  the 
Bill. 

XiOBD  RANDOLPH  OHUROHILL 
(Faddington,  S.)  said,  he  thought  that 
this  was  a  case  in  which  the  House 

ought  to  take  the  course,  unusual  though 
it  might  be,  of  markiag  its  sense  of  the 
equally  unusual  course  that  had  been 
adopted  by  the  hon.  Member.  The  hon. 
Member,  in  the  small  hours  of  the  morn- 
ing, had  obtained  permission  to  intro- 
duce the  Bill ;  and  lu  such  a  crude  state 
were  the  ideas  of  the  hon.  Member,  that 
he  had  not  even  yet  taken  the  trouble  to 
emhody  them  in  a  printed  Bill.  It  was 
scarcely  respectful  to  the  House  that 
they  should  be  asked  to  assent  to  the 

Sriaoiple  of  a  Bill  which  had  not  yet 
een  even  draft4>d. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Gregory) 
would  be  contrary  to  the  practice  of 
the  House  ;  otherwise,  an  hon.  Member, 
who  had  really  good  ground  for  post 
poning  his  Bill,  might  come  down  and 
find  that  the  Order  of  the  Day  relating 
to  it  had  been  read  and  discharged. 


Mb.  GREGORY  said,  he  was  quite 
satisfied  with  having  draura  the  atka- 
tion  of  the  House  to  the  subject,  and  be 
would  therefore  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  wtthdratcn. 

Second  Reading  de/mvd  till  Wnbuh 
day  7  th  April. 

DROWNED  PERSONS  {DISCOVERT  AKD 

INTERMENT)  BILL.  -  [Bill  12J.] 
{Coioiul  Suyhet,  Mr.  Boordy  Mr.  £»fffaUaf,  Mf 

SECOKD  READUfO. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich),  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  sw- 
cond  time,  said,  Aat  in  1»78,  in  tl» 
well-known  case  of  the  /Vfff«w  Ahtt, 
a  very  sad  accident  had  occurred  on  ths 
river  off   Woolwich,  by  which  6W 
people  lost  their  lives,  with  therMoHthit 
the  parish  had  to  sustain  the  whole  at 
the  cost  of  paying  the  amount  of  the  re- 
wards for  the  discovery  of  the  dead 
bodies  and  of  their  interment— wntf 
£1.200— it  having  been  decided  that  it 
could  not  recover  any  part  of  the  enoi 
from  the  county,  as  would  have  bw" 
the  case  had  the  river  been  the  sm. 
was  therefore  proposed  by  the  Bill  th»t 
in  the  case  of  all  drowned  bodies  dii- 
covered  tn  tidal  rivers,  or  in  rannijiS 
streams,  notice  should  be  giw  to  the 
Local  Authurities,  and  the  amount^ 
the  reward  for  Ihe  discovez^  ot  ^ 
hodivs  and  of  the  ooel  of  the  intennM* 
should  be  re-imbureed  to  the  Loe»' 
thoriiies  by  the  county.  Since  ihe  pari*" 
of  Woolwich  had  refused  to  offer  pec'J' 
niary  inducements  for  the  i^^^Tj 
corpses,  a  great  soaiul^l  had  origiiM*^ 
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■everal  coroners  baring  made  represen- 
tations that  bodies  were  allowed  to  float 
up  and  down  rivers,  and  that  watermen 
bad  no  inducement  to  lose  their  time  by 
{Hoking  them  up.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  allow  the  Bill  to  pass,  and  he 
would  be  happy  to  consider  any  Amend- 
ments in  Gonimitt«6  which  might  be 
thought  derirable. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— {  Colonel  Suyhtt.) 

AKEK8-D0UGLAS  (Kent,  St. 
Augustine's)  said,  that  he  knew  the 
hoD.  Member  for  Oxford  UuiTerri^ 

IT.  J.  O.  Talbot)  was  opposed  to  the 
ill  on  behalf  of  the  county  of  Kent, 
on  which  it  might  throw  a  great  addi- 
tional chaise.  But  the  Bill  was  not 
such  a  bad  one  as  the  one  which  had 
been  introduced  on  a  former  occasion ; 
and,  on  the  understanding  that  Amend- 
ments would  be  considered  in  Commit- 
tee, be  was  prepared  to  allow  the  second 
reading  without  a  division,  and  to  leave 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oxford 
ITniveruty  to  deal  with  it  on  a  future 
occasion. 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  foe 
THE  HOME  DEPABTMENT  (Mr. 
Ohiij>bb8)  (Edinbu^h,  S.)  said,  he 
would  not  object  to  the  Bill,  which,  in 
principle,  proposed  to  effect  a  sound 
change.  He  would  support  the  second 
TeadiE^ ;  but  the  measure  would  require 
a  great  deal  of  consideration  in  Com- 
mittee. He  did  not  think,  for  example, 
it  should  apply  to  brooks. 

8iE  JOHN  8W1NBUENE  (StafFord- 
shire,  Lichfield)  said,  he  wished  to 
know  whether  it  was  intended  to  extend 
the  Bill  to  Ireland  ?  When  he  was  in 
the  Navy,  he  remembered  seeing  bodies 
of  seamen  floating  in  the  Kiver  Lee 
and  Qaeenstown  Harbour.  But  officers 
were  instructed  not  to  interfere  with 
them,  as  the  Lccal  Authorities  were 
unwilling  to  bear  the  expense  of  pro* 
viding  decent  burial.  Such  a  state  of 
things  was  not  creditable  to  a  Christian 
country. 

CoLOHEL  HUGHES,  in  reply,  said,  he 
should  have  been  happy  to*  have  done 
as  the  hon.  Baronet  wished ;  but  he  be- 
lieved that  as  the  original  Act  of  George 
III.  did  not  extend  to  Ireland,  he  cotud 
not  extend  the  present  Amendment  Bill 
tolrabud. 

Mutitm  agrotd  to. 


Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  oom- 
mitted  for  Wednetday  7th  April. 

Honse  adjoonied  at  a  quarter 
after  Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF  LOBBB, 
TAwM^ay,  2Sth  Mareht  1886. 


MINUTES.]— Pt-'BLic  Bills— F/r«(  Ittadwff— 
Consolidated  Fand  (No.  1 )  * ;  Lanaoy  (Va* 
eating  of  Seata)*  (47). 

Second  AMfiny— Local  Gktvemment  (Ire^d) 
Provisional  Order  (Fermoy)  *  (33). 

THE  NATIONAL  MUSEUMS-BVENINU 

0PENING.-RE80LUTI0N. 

Loan  DENMAN,  in  rising  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  two  majorities  of  the 
House  for  opening  Museums  on  week- 
days and  for  opening  them  in  the  after* 
noons  of  Sundaye ;  and  to  move  a  Besolu- 
tion,  said,  the  proposal  for  opening 
Husenma  on  week-days  was  formerly  an 
alternative  for  opening  on  Sundays,  but 
had  now  been  carried  unanimously, 
whilst  that  for  opening  Mnseume  on 
Sundays  was  carrieid  by  a  small  majority. 
It  appeared,  however,  UiattheSouth  Ken- 
sington Museum  was  now  opened  three 
nights  on  week-days  and  lighted  up  all 
the  year  by  electric  light,  and  the  pic- 
tures, including  the  cartoons  of  Baphael, 
were  glazed  and  air  excluded  from  them. 
A  short  visit  that  morning  had  given 
him  much  pleaanre,  and  a  short  time  on 
Sundays  might  suffice;  whilst  the  Bishop 
of  Peterborough's  invitation  to  all  classes 
to  enter  tiieir  churches  might  be  acted 
upon,  especially  as  in  the  afternoons 
there  waa  mu^  room  in  them.  The 
reading  room  oi  the  Bri^h  Museum  was 
open  tul  8  o'clock  in  summer  and  winter, 
to  those  who  had  tickets  of  admission ; 
the  other  parts  were  closed  according  to 
the  duration  of  daylight.  He  was  sure 
that  Sunday  was  more  happily  spent  in 
family  visiting  than  in  Museums.  His 
lamented  Predecessor  would  not  belong 
to  Brooks's  Club,  because  he  said  it 
would  prevent  his  visiting  his  aged 
mother.  He  (Lord  Denman)  apologised 
to  their  Lordutipa  for  detaining  them ; 
but.  as  it  was  tne  only  Notice  on  the 
Paper,  he  might  be  ezoueed.  (^^^^ 
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Moved  to  resolre, 

"  That  it  would  be  dzpedient  that  mnaeami 
should  be  opened  by  daylight  only,  and  efaould 
be  closed  during  the  time  of  afteraooD  IMvine 
Servioe,  on  Sundays." — {Tk«  Lord  Dmrnan.) 

On  QuoBtioii,  Rmihtd  in  the  negaiivt. 

Hoose  a^onnied  at  a  quarter  before  Five 
o'olonk,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 
past  Tea  o  clock. 


HOUSE  OF  COHMONH, 
Tkurtda^i  25M  March,  1886. 


MINUTES."!— SrpPLT— WMiVimrf  in  Committee 
— Ariit  Estimatbs,  Vote  U — b.p. 

Public  Bills — Ordered — Firtt  Reading — Cape 
Kace  Lighthouse*  [lol];  Burial  Grounds 
(Scotland)  Act  (185o)  Amendment*  [102]. 

Second  Rtaiing — Contagious  Diseases  Acts  Re- 
peal {No.  2)  [147];  Army  Annual*  [160]. 

Committee  —  Report  —  CompNuauoa  for 
Damages  [120]. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Third  Reading  —  Drill 
Grounds*  [143],  KoApatted. 

Contideredat  amended  —Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts 
Amendment  [10]. 

Third  AMrfmyConsolidated  Fund  (No.  2),  * 
onApMoui. 

CONTROVERTED  ELECTIONS  (BABROW 
IN  FURNESti). 

Mb.  speaker  informed  the  House, 
that  be  bad  received  from  Sir  William 
Yentrid  Field,  knight,  and  Sir  Jobn 
Oharles  Day,  kniffht,  two  of  the  Judges 
selected  for  the  Trial  of  Eleotion  Peti- 
tions, a  Certificate  and  Beport  relating 
to  the  Election  for  the  Borough  of  Bar- 
row in  Fumese : — 

The  Corrupt  Practices  Prevention  Acts, 
185i  to  1883. 

To  the  Right  Honorable  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Commons. 
We,  the  Honorable  Sir  William  Ventris  Field, 
knight,  and  the  Honorable  Sir  John  Charles 
Day,  knight.  Justices  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice,  and  two  of  the  Judges  for  the  time  be- 
ing for  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions  in  Eng- 
land, do  hereby,  in  pursuance  of  the  said  Acts, 
certify  that  upon  the  16tb,  17tb,  I8th,  19th, 
20th,  22nd,  and  23rd  days  of  March  1886  we 
duly  held  a  Court  at  the  Town  Hall,  in  the  Bo- 
rough of  Barrow  in  Fumess,  in  the  County  of 
Lancaster,  for  the  trial  of  ami  did  try  the  Par- 
liamentary Election  Petition  for  the  Borough 
of  Barrow  in  FonUBS  aforesaid,  wherein  Henry 
William  Schneider  waa  the  Petitioner  and  David 
Duncan  was  the  Respondent,  which  Petition 
prayed  that  it  might  be  determined  that  the 
said  David  Duncan  was  not  duly  elected  or  re- 
tnmed,  and  that  the  Election  of  the  said  David 


Duncan  was  null  and  void,  and  that  the  Peti- 
tioner waa  duly  elected,  and  oogjit  to  hare  beea 
returned  to  serve  as  Member  of  the  eaid  Bo- 
rough in  the  next  Parliament  We  report  that 
the  Petitioner's  claim  to  the  seat  waa  abaikdooed 
daring  the  course  of  the  Trial  and  the  recri- 
minatory charges  withdrawn  hy  the  Raqioa- 
dent,  with  our  approvaL 

And,  in  further  pnrsnaaoe  of  the  sud  Aeti, 
we  report  that  at  the  oondumon  of  tlw  Mid 
Trial  we  determined  that  the  said  David  Dmieaii, 
bwng  the  Member  whose  Election  and  retma 
were  complained  of  in  the  said  Petiti<»i,  was 
not  duly  elected  and  returned,  by  reason  of  ille- 
gal practices,  within  the  meaning  of  the  CoiTiu|t 
and  Illegal  Practices  PreventKm  Act,  ISfiS, 
having  been  committed  by  or  with  the  know* 
ledge  and  consent  of  the  Respondeat,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  said  Election,  and  also  by  the  Elec- 
tion Agent  of  the  Respondent  (with,  the  like 
knowledge  and  consent),  and  we  do  certify  in 
writing  snch  our  determination  to  yon. 

And  whereas  charges  were  made  in  the  and 
Petition  of  corrupt  and  illexalpractioea  having 
been  committed  at  the  said  Election,  we,  in 
further  pursuance  of  the  said  Acta,  report  as 
follows: — 

Hut  no  cormpt  practice  was  proved  to  han 
been  committed  by  or  with  the  knowledge  or 
consent  of  any  Candidate  at  such  Election. 

That  the  following  persons  were  proved  at 
the  Trial  guilty  of  illegal  practices,  nairoly, 
illegal  employment,  to  both  of  whom  we  hare 
furnished  Certificates  of  Indemnity : 

David  Dancan,  the  Respondent ; 

Abraham  Langhom  Gamett,  the  Respon- 
dent's Election  Agent. 

We  further  report  that  there  is  no  reason  to 
b^eve  that  either  corrupt  or  illegal  practicea 
have  extensively  prevailed  at  the  Parliamentary 
Eleotion  for  the  Borough  of  Barrow  in  Fm- 
ness,  in  the  County  of  Laacaater,  to  which  the 
said  PetitiuL  relates. 

Dated  this  23rd  day  of  March  1886. 

WiniAM  V.  Fold. 

JOHK  C.  DaT. 

And  the  said  Certificate  and  Report  were 
ordered  to  be  entered  in  tiie  Journals  of  this 
House. 

QITESTIOirS. 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  —  MK. 

BARRON,  COUNTY  COURT  JUDOS. 
CO.  MONAGHAN. 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Tyrone,  S.)  (for 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healt)  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
certain  proceedings  at  the  recent  BCo* 
naghan  Assizes,  when  Lord  Chief  Baron 
PaUes  had  before  him  for  adjudication, 
by  way  of  appeal  from  decisions  of 
Judge  Barron,  County  Coart  Judge  for 
the  county  of  Monaghan,  oertatn  coses^ 
four  in  number,  in  which  one  0eoi;ge 
Blockbume,  a  receiver  ogpoiated  by  tM 
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order  of  the  County  Court  over  a  farm 
of  land  in  the  townland  of  Oarrowkeel, 
ooimty  Monaghan,  the  property  of  a  man 
named  Sherry,  was,  in  consequence  of 
the  irregular  order  under  which  said  re- 
eeiTer  acted,  mulcted  in  damages  and 
oosts  in  said  Oivil  Bill  appeals  in  a  sum 
amounting  to  over  £40,  and  did  the 
Chief  Baron,  who  tried  the  cases,  state, 
in  delivering  judgment,  that  neither  the 
County  Court,  the  highest  court  in  the 
land,  nor  the  House  of  Lords  itself 
could  make  such  an  order  as  that  under 
which  the  said  Blackbume  acted  as  re- 
ceiver, and  that  Blachburne  had  no 
more  right  to  bring  an  action  for  tres- 
ass  on  foot  of  the  said  order  than  that 
18  butler  would  have  to  bring  an  action 
against  him  (the  Lord  Chief  Baron), 
and  did  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  further 
caution  litigants  in  future  from  using 
orders  framed  in  such  an  illegal  manner 
as  that,  if  they  did.  they  would  cer- 
tainly   get    themselves   into  serious 
trouble ;  and,  what  course  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  adopt  in  future  so  as  to 

Srotect  litigants  at  Uonagban  County 
burt  ? 

The  chief  SECKETAEY  (Mr 
JoHX  Morley)  (Newcastle-ou-Tyne) : 
Mr.  Barron  is  a  County  Court  Judge, 
and  the  Executive,  as  an  Executive, 
have  no  control  over  him,  and  would 
not  be  justified  in  calliug  upon  him 
for  an  explanation  of  any  particular 
judgment.  It  appears  that  in  this  case 
he  has  made  a  judgpoaent  wbioh  was 
OToneous;  and  probably  the  reveiaal 
of  the  decision  complained  of,  coupled 
with  the  observations  of  the  learned 
Chief  Baron,  will  have  the  effect  of 
preventing  similar  erroneous  deciuous 
again. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE-CARDIFF  COUNTY 
COURT— WELSH  WITNESSES. 
Mb.  a.  J.  WILLIAMS  (Olamorgan, 
8.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  it  is  the 
fact  that,  in  a  case  tried  on  the  3rd  of 
March  instant,  in  the  County  Court  held 
at  Cardiff,  the  defendant,  Ann  James, 
said  that  she  was  but  imperfectly  ac- 
quainted with  the  English  language, 
and  daimed  to  give  her  evidence  in  her 
own,  the  Weleh  language;  and,  whe* 
ther  His  Honour,  Judge  Owen,  declined 
to  allow  her  to  do  so,  and  peremptorily 
stopped  her  when  ^e  attempted  to  give 
her  evidence  in  Welsh  ? 
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The  8ECRETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Childebs)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  It  is  a  fact 
that  Ann  James,  the  defendant  in  the 
case  referred  to,  told  the  Judge  that  she 
was  imperfectly  acquainted  with  the 
English  language.  As,  however,  in  a 
previous  case,  tried  before  the  same 
Judge,  she  had  given  evidence  in  Eng- 
lish, the  Judge  asked  her  if  she  would 
again  do  so,  whereupon  she  was  sworn 
in  English,  and  answered  every  ques- 
tion without  hesitation,  and  in  such  a 
way  as  not  only  to  satisfy  the  Judge, 
but,  as  I  am  informed,  also  her  own 
solicitor. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)— DEATH 

OF  CORNELIUS  COSGRAVEAT  EDGE- 

woarHsrow.v.  oo.  loiigforu. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'CARTHT  (Long- 
ford, N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther it  has  come  to  his  knowledge  that  on 
the  ISthof  September  last  a  man  named 
Cornelius  CJosgravo  died  in  the  consta- 
bulary barrack  at  Edgeworthstown,  in 
the  county  of  Longford,  from  conges- 
tion of  the  brain ;  that  he  had  been 
taken  up  the  previous  day  in  a  state  of 
coma,  from  which  he  never  recovered, 
and  placed  with  prisoners  arrested  for 
drunkenness  for  seven  hours  in  the 
strong  room  ;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that, 
at  the  inquest  which  followed,  the  jury 
erapannmed  in  the  case  expressed  them- 
selves in  strong  terms  on  the  unsanitary 
condition  of  the  look-up,  and  its  unsuit- 
ability  for  sucli  a  purpose ;  whether 
their  observations  were  confirmed  and 
deposed  to  by  the  local  sanitary  officer, 
ana  whether,  in  their  verdict,  the  jury 
directed  the  attention  of  the  authorities 
to  the  matter,  in  order  to  have  it  re- 
medied ;'*  whether  the  defective  state  of 
the  strong  room  was  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  grand  jury  of  the  county, 
of  which  the  landlord  of  the  premises 
is  a  member,  at  the  last  assizes ;  whe- 
ther steps  have  been  or  will  be  taken  to 
improve  the  condition  of  the  barrack  at 
Edgeworthstown ;  and,  whether  instruc- 
tions will  be  given  to  the  constabu- 
lary to  take  care  that  cases  of  comatose 
persons  have  proper  medical  attend- 
ance? 

The  chief  SEOEETABY  (Mr. 
John  Mo  au  v )  ( Ne wcas tle-on-Ty ne) , 
in  reply,  said,  that  Cornelius  Oosgrave 
died  at  Edgeworthstown  on  the  13th  of 
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September  last  from  congestion  of  the 
brain,  brought  on  by  cold  and  ezpoBure 
previous  to  arrest,  and  accelerated  by 
excessive  drinking.  Ke  was  placed  with 
other  prisonera,  where  he  remained  six 
hours  and  a-half,  and  where  he  was 
visited  frequently.  He  was  attended  by 
a  doctor  daring  the  night,  and  a  second 
medical  man  was  called  in  next  morn- 
ing. The  Coroner's  Jury  attached  no 
blame  to  the  Constabulary.  On  the 
contrary,  they  stated  that  they  dis- 
charged their  duty  well.  In  the  course 
of  his  eridenoe  the  sanitary  officer  spoke 
of  the  unsanitary  condition  of  the  bar- 
rack, which  the  jury  endorsed.  The 
matter  was  brought  before  the  Qrand 
Jury,  of  which  Mr.  Barron,  the  land- 
lord, is  a  member.  Steps  bad  since 
been  taken  to  remedy  the  matter  com- 
plained of. 

Mb.  sexton  (Sligo,  8.)  asked, 
whether  a  Predecessor  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  had  not  pro- 
mised to  issue  instructions  to  the  Con- 
stabulary regarding  the  imprisonment  of 
persons  in  police  cells ;  and  whether  the 
iDstmctions  had  been  issued  as  pro- 
mised? 

Mb.  JOHN  MOBLEY  was  unable  to 
say. 

SUNDAY  CLOSING  (IRELAND)— EXTEN- 
SION OF  LEGISLATION. 

Mb.  T.  fry  (Darlinffton)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  GoTemment,  during  the  pre- 
sent Session  of  Parliament,  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  similar  to  that  mentioned  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  opening  the  Session  of 
1884,  and  fubsequently  introduced  by 
the  then  Chief  becretaiy  for  Ireland, 
making  the  Irish  Sunday  Closing  Act  of 
1878  permanent,  and  extending  its  pro- 
Tisions  to  the  five  cities  and  towns  ex- 
empted from  its  full  operations? 

The  CHIEF  SEORETAEY(Mr.  John 
Moelbt)  (Newcastle  -  on  -  Tyne) :  It 
would  be  more  conveoient  if  my  hon. 
Friend  would  be  good  enough  to  aak  the 
Question  on  Monday  next. 

NAVY-PEMBROKE  DOCKYARD. 

Mr.  H.  G.  ALLEN  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest)  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  an  additional 
dry  dock,  greatly  needed  at  Pembroke 
Dockyard,  will  be  constructed  there  ? 

Mr.  John  Morley 


TnK  CIVIL  LORD  (Mr.  B.  W. 
Duff)  (Banffshire) :  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.  I  can  only  say 
that,  while  recognizing  the  desirabilt^ 
of  increasing  the  dry  dock  accommoda- 
tion at  Pembroke,  the  Admiralty  are 
not  at  present  prepared  to  commence 
such  a  work. 

POST  OFFICE  aBELAND)— TELEGRAPH 
DEPARTSIENT-TELEGRAPH  OFFICE, 
SHANAtiOLDEN,  CO.  LIMERICK. 

Mr.  W.  ABEAHAM  (Idmerick  Co., 
W.)  asked  the  Secretaiy  to  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  a  postal  telegraph  office 
will  be  established  in  Shanagolden 
(Limerick  county),  the  nearest  office  in 
Foynes  being  three  milm  distant,  and 
the  cost  of  transmitting  a  telegram 
ei^teen  pence  P 

The  SEGBETABY  to  the  TREA- 
8UBY  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowieb)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  Inquiries  are  now 
being  made  on  the  question  of  opening 
a  telegraph  office  at  Shanagolden,  and 
the  result  will  be  uommunicated  to  the 
hon.  Member  as  soon  as  the  decision  is 
arrived  at. 

NAVY— II.M.SS,    "NILE"  AND  "TRA- 
FALGAR." 

Mr.  C.  H.  WILSON  (Hull.  W.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  facilities  can  be  given  to  Mem- 
bers for  the  inspection  of  the  plans  of  the 
NiU  and  Trafalgar;  whether  he  can  pay 
what  defence  they  are  to  have  against 
tor^wdoes ;  and,  how  many  new  engines 
are  being  built  for  ships  of  the  Boyal 
Navy,  and  to  what  extent  they  are  of  the 
most  modem  construction,  that  is,  woi^ed 
by  steam  of  not  lees  than  150  poaads 
pressure,  used  expansively  in  three  or 
four  cylinders  ? 

The  SEOBETABY  (Mr.  Hibbebt) 
(Oldham) :  Arrangementa  will  be  made 
for  enabling  Members  to  inspect  the 
plans  of  the  vessels  referred  to  at  the 
Admiralty  if  ihey  will  be  good  enough 
to  apply  in  writing  to  Admiral  Orabam, 
the  Controller  of  the  Navy.  These  ves- 
sels will  be  defended  against  torpedoes 
by  iutemal  sub-divisions  and  strong 
passage  bulkheads,  as  welt  as  by  tor* 
pedo  steel  net  defeoices.  In  1885-6  en- 
gines were  ordered  for  19  ships.  These 
are  all  of  the  most  modem  design  and 
construction,  on  the  triple  expaasioD 
type,  to  be  worked  with   steam  of 
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1301b.  to  1401b.  pressure.  Mooey  is 
also  taken  in  1866-7  for  the  completion  j 
of  the  mochineiy  of  16  other  nhipal 
ordered  in  previous  years.  These  are , 
of  the  compound  type,  to  be  worked : 
with  steam  of  90  lb.  to  1301b. 


THE  DUCHT  OF  CORNWALL-THE 
COINAGE  DUTIES. 

Mh.  BRADLATJGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury', 
Whether  the  sum  of  £16,216  t5«.  1^ 
paid  annually  to  the  Duchy  of  Cornwall 
for  compensation  for  duties  on  coinage 
of  tin,  ouffbt,  in  accordance  with  the 
Treasury  Minute  uf  15th  February  1H39, 
tohave  oeen  reduced,  as  from  the  5th 
April  1841,  by  the  sum  of  £634  14«.  2d. 
in  lieu  of  post  groats;  and,  whether, 
for  nearly  45  years,  an  annua!  excess 
of  £634  i4t.  2d.  has  boen  paid  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  to  the  Duchy  of 
Cornwall ;  and,  if  yes,  what  steps  Her 
Majesty's  Goveroment  will  take  in  the 
matter  for  the  recovery  of  such  eroeas, 
and  in  restraint  of  future  over  payment  ? 

The  secretary  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Herry  H.  Fowxee)  (Wol- 
TO^ampton,  E.) :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member,  I  have  to  inform  him  that  pur- 
suant to  the  provision  of  the  Act  1  &  3 
Viet.  0.  120,  the  Treasury,  by  the 
Minute  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers,  6zed  &e  annual  payment  to  be 
made  to  the  Duohy  of  Cornwall  at 
£16.316  15<.  IH  The  Minute  also 
propoeed  that  after  April  5,  1641,  a  de- 
duction of  £634  14f.  2d.  should  be 
made,  as  stated  in  the  Question.  The 
Council  of  the  Duchy  of  Cornwall  ob- 
jected to  this  deduction  as  illegal.  The 
Treasury  acquiesced  in  the  objection, 
and  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  view 
taken  by  the  Council  of  the  Duchy  was 
the  correct  one. 

Mb.  BRADLAUOH  asked,  whether 
th««  was  any  official  record  at  the  Trea- 
suy  aa  to  the  Minute  referred  to;  and 
whaUwr  that  record  did  not  show  that 
the  payment  of  £634  14«.  2d.  ought  not 
to  be  ooRtinned  ? 

Mb.  henry  H.  FOWLER:  The 
hon.  Member  is  under  an  entire  misap- 
prehension of  the  facta  of  the  ease.  There 
was  an  official  communication  pointing 
out  unanswerably  the  illegality,  and  the 
Treasury  at  once  acquieaoed  in  that 
view,  and  have  continued  to  do  so  for  40 
years. 


POST  OFFICE— ABBREVIATED  TELE- 
GBAFHIO  ADnRESSEB. 

Mb.  SETON-KARR  (St.  Helen's) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  his  attention  hsM  been  called 
to  the  fact  that  the  Committee  of  the 
New  University  Club  (St.  James's 
Street,  S.W.),  recently  registered  an 
abbreviated  telegraphic  address,  "Ox- 
bridge," for  which  they  paid  the  usual 
fee ;  that,  subsequent  to  the  said  pay- 
ment, they  were  verbally  informed  that 
it  would  be  necessary  to  add  the  words 
"care  of,"  in  order  to  complete  the  ad- 
dress, involving  an  additional  payment 
for  each  telegram  sent,  thus  practically 
rendering  useless  the  above  abbreviated 
address ;  that  numerous  telegrams,  ad- 
dressed, to  members  of  the  Club  under 
above  address,  have  not  reached  tiieir 
destination ;  whether  a  member  of  the 
aforesaid  Club  does  not  come  under  the 
definition  of  "person"  in  the  Post 
Office  Rules,  for  whom  the  aforesaid 
abbreviated  address  *'  Oxbridge  "  would 
be  sufficient ;  and,  whether  the  Post 
Office  authorities  can  adopt  some  means 
to  prevent  the  payment  of  fees  for  value- 
lees  and  inoperative  abbreviated  tele- 
graphic addresses  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
BURY  (Mr.  Hbhbt  H.  Fowleb)  (Wol- 
verhamptoD,  E.) :  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  foot  that  the  Committee  of 
the  New  University  Club  have  regis- 
tered the  word  **  Oxbridge  "  as  the  ab- 
breviated telegraphic  address  of  the 
Club,  and  that  subsequent  to  the  regis- 
tration they  were  informed  that  the 
words  "care  of,"  or  the  symbol  c-o, 
would  be  necessary  for  messages  ad- 
dressed to  members  at  the  Club  ;  but  I 
cannot  admit  that  this  addition  renders 
useless  the  registration  of  the  abbre- 
viated address.  I  am  not  aware  that  nu- 
merous telegrams  have  not  reached  their 
destination.  It  is  absolutely  necessary, 
when  any  addition  is  made  to  the  word 
registered  with  the  Post  Office,  as  in  the 
case  of  a  message  addressed  to  a  member 
at  a  Club,  tiiat  the  name  should  be  di- 
vided from  the  registered  address  of  the 
Club,  which  can  be  done  by  the  addition 
of  the  symbols  c-o,  the  payment  for  this 
being  a  half-penny.  As  the  Club  fee 
appears  to  have  been  paid  under  misap- 
prehension, the  Postmastsr  Qeneral  will 
repay  the  amount. 
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THE  PAKLIAMENTART  REOIBl^B- 
THE  VESTRY  CLERK  OF  ST.  PANCBAS. 

Mb.  BAGGALLAY  (Lambeth,  Brix- 
ton) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  fur  the 
Home  Department,  If  hia  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  the  honour- 
able Member  for  the  East  Division  of 
the  Borough  of  St.  Fancras,  in  his 
capacity  of  vestry  clerk  and  clerk  to  the 
directors  of  the  poor  of  the  parish  of  St. 
Fancras,  condud«d  by  himself  and  his 
clerks  the  preparation  of  the  present 
Begister  of  Farliamentary  Voters  for 
the  BOTough  of  St.  Fancras ;  and,  if  he 
will  take  steps,  by  legislation  or  other- 
wise, to  pronde  that  in  future  no  person 
act  as  a  paid  official  in  preparing  the 
Begister  of  Voters  in  the  constituency 
which  he  represents  or  for  which  he  is 
an  accepted  candidate  ? 

Thk  8ECEETARY  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Jesse 
CoujNos)  (Ipswich)  (who  replied)  said, 
he  had  communicated  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  St.  Fan  eras  (Mr. 
Gibb),  who  stated  that  it  was  not  a  fact 
that  he  conducted  by  himself  and  his 
clerks  the  preparation  of  the  present 
Reg^ter  of  Farliamentary  voters  for  the 
borough  of  St.  Fancras. 

Mb.  BAGGALLAY:  Can  the  hon. 
Gentleman  state  who  did  prepare  the 
BegiBter? 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS :  The  hon. 
Member  for  St.  Fancras  is  in  no  way 
under  the  Local  Government  Board.  1 
will,  however,  make  further  inquiries, 
and  will  get  the  information  required. 

THE  PU(£NIX   PARK  (DUBUN)- 
PRIVATE  ENCLOSURES. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  will  have 
any  objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House,  Copies  of  the  documents  fay 
virtue  of  which  private  clubs,  associa- 
tions, or  individuals  have  been  allowed 
to  occupy  or  to  enclose  portions  of  the 
Fhcenix  Fark,  Dublin,  for  their  private 
purposes ;  and,  whether  he  will  consent 
to  lay  upon  the  Table,  a  list  of  any 
official  investigations  Uiat  have  been 
held  within  the  last  twenty  years  into 
the  conduct  of  Ffacsniz  Fark  officials, 
with  the  names  of  the  persons  charged, 
the  names  of  the  persons  composing 
the  tribunals,  and  the  nature  of  the 


charge  and  result  of  inTestigatioii  in  euh 
case? 

The  secretary  to  thk  TBEA. 
BURY  (Mr.  Hesey  H.  Fowict)  (¥oI- 
verhampton,  E.)  (who  replied)  said.tluit 
if  the  hon.  Member  would  he  gooi 
enough  to  call  at  the  Treasury,  he  would 
be  afforded  the  opportunity  of  inspect- 
ing the  documents  referred  to ;  but  lie 
did  not  think  it  of  advantage  to  the 
Fublic  Service  to  lay  them  on  the  Table. 
As  to  the  second  part  of  the  QoestioD, 
during  the  last  20  years  there  had  bees 
only  two  official  investigations  into 
charges  against  Fhcsnix  Fark  officials. 
One  was  in  1868,  and  was  held  by  tvo 
of  the  Commissioners  of  Fublic  Worb 
into  a  charge  against  a  park  keeper. 
The  second,  in  1875,  was  held  by  tvo 
Commissioners,  and  was  an  inquiry  into 
charges  of  intemperance  against  a  paA 
bailitf.  In  the  Brst  case,  ^e  official  wu 
allowed  to  remain  in  office;  in  the  second 
case,  the  bailiff  was  called  on  to  resign 
his  appointment. 

PRIVILEGE— FORGED  SIGNATURES  TO 
PETITIONS. 

Me.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  ssled 
the  honourable  baronet,  the  Membttfoi 
WaUall,  with  reference  to  the  statemeDl 
in  the  Third  Report  of  the  Committee 
on  Fetitions,  that  the  Fetitions  presented 
by  the  Member  for  South  Belfast,  agsinst 
a  separate  Farliament  for  Ireland,  cm* 
tained  many  names  which  were  "in  the 
same  handwriting,"  Whether  he  wfll 
state  the  number  of  names  to  which  thii 
-statement  applies;  and,  what  coarse  he 
is  prepared  to  take  with  those  PetitiooB 
recently  presented  to  which  forged  sig- 
natures were  attached,  to  prevent  the 
recurrence  of  such  irregularities  ? 

SiE  CHARLES  FOHSTER  (Waleall), 
in  reply,  said,  it  was  an  undoubted  fad 
that  the  document  purporting  to  be  » 
Petition  against  a  separate  Parliament 
for  Ireland,  and  presented  by  the  Uem- 
ber  for  South  Belfast,  contained  a  targe 
proportion  of  signatures  which  were  in 
the  same  handwriting.  Of  5,428  of 
natures,  1,2<IS  appeared  to  be  written  ic 
batches  of  three  and  four  in  the  hutd- 
writlng  of  324  persons.  His  dutyinthe 
matter  was  purely  Ministerial  Ih^ 
had  not  the  power  to  reject  bponov* 
Petitions  when  the  Rules  were  com- 
plied with.  All  they  could  do  was  to 
mention  the  facts  of  irregularitiee  in 
their  Report,  according  to  their 
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praotice.  He  was  sorry  to  saj  that  this 
W8S  the  third  Petition  of  the  kind,  and 
that  the  praotice  of  putting  forward 
fictttions  FetitioDs  appeared  to  be  on  the 
increase. 

Me.  sexton  CSligo,  S.) :  Would 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  kindly  inform 
the  House  whether  it  is  not  a  uct  that 
in  the  Petitions  against  Home  Bule 
there  are  a  larf^e  number  of  signatures 
of  infants  less  than  a  month  old  ? 

Mit.  CLANCY:  To  make  the  answer 
clear,  is  the  House  to  understand  that  of 
the  6,428  sigoaturos  all  but  3^4  are 
fictitious? 

Sir  UHABLES  FOESTER  :  No; 
out  of  a  total  of  5,428,  1,266  appeared 
to  be  in  the  handwriting  of  3i4  per- 
sons. 

LUNATIC   ASYLUMS   (IRELAND)  — 
OMAGH   DISTRICT  LUNATIC 
ASYLUM. 

Mr.  O'HANLON  (Cavan.  E.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  he  will  inquire  into 
the  management  of  the  Omagh  District 
Lunatic  Asylum,  particularly  into  the 
circumstances  under  which  a  female 
patient,  who  was  admitted  on  25th  No- 
vember last,  committed  suicide  a  few 
days  after  admission,  and  whether  the 
resident  medical  super! nte ad ent  hept  a 
portion  of  the  remains  without  the 
knowledge  of  her  friends,  and  was  ex- 
hibiting them  after  the  body  had  been 
interred  ;  if  it  is  true  that  a  female 
patient,  to  whose  case  the  attention  of 
the  resident  medical  superintendent  was 
specially  directed  on  the  15th  February 
last,  died  on  that  day,  during  bis  absence 
from  the  Asylum,  without  the  ministra- 
tions of  a  clergyman ;  and,  liaye  the 
friends  of  patients  frequently  complaiued 
of  the  treatment  by  which  patients  have 
been  subjected  t)y  the  resident  medical 
superintendent  ? 

The  chief  SECRET AET  (Mr.  John 
Moeley)  ( Newcastle- on-Ty no),  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  first  case  referred  to  was 
one  of  suicide,  the  facts  of  which  were 
so  painful  that  he  would  not  trouble  the 
House  with  them  now.  The  case  was 
investigated  by  the  Coroner  and  a  jury, 
who  found  a  verdict  in  accordance  with 
the  medical  testimony,  and  added  that 
the  patient  reoeived  erery  care  and  at- 
tention from  the  doctor  and  the  other 
officials.  The  woman's  husband,  who 
was  present  at  the  in^aest|  ezpreased 


himself  perfectly  satisfied  with  the  at- 
tention ^own.  The  portion  of  the 
remuns  was  nerer  shown  to  any  out- 
sider, except  the  Coroner.  The  second 
case  was  one  of  syncope,  in  which  death 
occurred  in  the  absence  of  the  doctor, 
and  when  bis  assistant  was  in  chaige. 
The  doctor  was  summoned ;  but  the 
woman  was  dead.  She  had  been  seen 
in  the  morning,  and,  though  not  well, 
death  was  not  expected  so  soon.  The 
Chaplain  was  informed,  and  the  Coroner 
was  also  communicated  with.  The  latter 
did  not  think  it  necessary  to  hold  an 
ioquiry.  In  none  of  these  cases  did  it 
appear  that  complaints  were  made  by 
the  friends  of  the  patients  as  to  the 
treatment  they  received  in  this  asylum. 
These  two  cases  were  reported  to,  and 
investigated  by,  tho  Board  of  Governors 
of  the  Asylum  concerned. 

Mr.  O'HANLON  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary,  do  the  dovemment  in- 
tend to  hold  an  inquiry  into  this  asylum 
in  Omagh  ;  and  whether— 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order!  The  hon. 
Gentleman  is  exceeding  the  Rules. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)-ELECTION  OF 

GUARDIANS -MESSRS.  J.  W.  PAYNE 

AND  JOHN  E.  PAYNE. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  What  decision  the 
Lord  Chancellor  has  come  to  relative  to 
the  complaints  made  af^ainst  Messrs.  J. 
W.  Payne  and  John  Orpen  Payne  for 
their  refusal  to  attest  the  signatures  of 
voters  to  claims  to  vote  at  Poor  Law 
,  elections  of  (j^uardians  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  JonN 
Mohley)  (Newcastle-on-Tjne),  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land had  called  ou  the  gentleman  lost 
mentioned  fur  an  explanation,  which  was 
furnished,  to  the  etftct  that  one  of  the 
signatures  which  he  refused  to  attest  was 
that  of  a  girt  of  10,  and  the  other  of  a 
youth  of  18.  Wheu  the  Lord  Chancellor 
was  making  the  inquiry,  Mr.  Payne 
Heat  a  letter  resigning  his  commisssion, 
and  he  has  ceawd  to  be  a  magistrate. 
No  complaint  has  been  made  against 
Jfr.  J.  W.  Payne. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— MAIL 
SERVICE   BETWEEN   ATHENRY  AND 
GORT. 

Mr.  SHKEHY  (Galway,  8.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  TrcKisar^,  What 
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steps,  if  any,  are  being  taken  to  im- 
proTe  the  Mail  Service  between  Athenrj 
and  Ghnrt,  in  oonnection  with  the  **  Mid- 
land "  aocelnrated  Mail  Service  between 
Dublin  and  Oalway? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Hehbt  H.  Fowlbb)  (Wol- 
▼erhamptoD,  E.),  in  reply,  said,  the 
Post  Office  was  in  correspondence  with 
the  Bwlway  Company  on  this  subject, 
and  no  conclusion  had  yet  been  arrired 
at. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE-"  BRTCE  t.  RUS- 
DEN  "—SIR  ARTHUR  GORDON. 

Mb.  OOBB  (Warwick,  8.E.,  Bugby) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  report  of  a  case  '*Bryce 
u.  RusdcD  "  recently  tried  before  Mr. 
Baron  Huddleston ;  whether  it  is  the 
fact,  as  stated  therein,  that  Sir  Arthur 
Gordon,  being  at  the  time  QoTcmor  of 
New  Zealand,  did  address  a  letter  to 
the  defendant  conveying  serious  impu- 
tations on  the  character  of  Mr.  Bryce, 
who  was  at  the  time  one  of  hia  minis- 
tera,  with  a  view  to  the  publication  of 
the  matter  of  the  letter  in  a  history  of 
New  Zealand  written  by  the  defendant; 
and,  whether  Sir  Arthur  Gordon  is  now 
Goveraorof  Ceylon  ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
the  Qoveroment  intend  to  take  any  action 
in  the  matter  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Opborke  Moboan)  (Den- 
bigbshire,  E.) :  I  have  no  knowledge  of 
the  case  of  "  Bryce  v.  Rusden,"  beyond 
what  I  have  derived  from  a  newspaper 
report  of  the  trial.  From  that  report  it 
appears  that  Sir  Arthur  Gordon,  who 
was  at  the  time  Governor  of  New  Zea- 
land, and  who  ia  now  Goremor  of  Oey- 
loD,  did  address  a  letter  to  the  defendant 
oonyeying  serious  imputations  on  the 
character  of  Mr.  Bryce,  then  one  of  bis 
Ministers.  But  as  the  letter  appears  to 
have  been  marked  "  private,  I  could 
not  undertake  to  say  that  it  was  written 
with  a  view  to  publication.  I  under- 
stand that  an  application  for  a  new  trial 
is  now  pending ;  and  as  the  matter  is, 
therefore,  still  subjud-ee,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  do  not  consider  that  they 
can  properly  take  any  action  in  the 
matter. 

Mr.  COBB  asked  whether  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  aware 
that  the  new  trial  was  only  applied  for 
with  the  view  to   the  reduction  of 
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damages,  and  did  not  affect  the  canseof 

action  ? 

Mr.  OSBOBNE  MORGAN  said,  he 
was  not  aware  of  that  fact. 

Mb.  COBB  gave  Notice  of  a  further 
Question  on  the  subject 

6  ft  7  WILL.  IV.  c.  85,  B.  17— REGISTRAR 
OF  MARRIAGES  AT  CONWAT. 

Mr.  KENYON  (Denbigh,  &c.)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  the  Bev.  James  Spin- 
ther  James  has  been  appointed  a  Hegia- 
trar  of  Marriages  at  Conway;  if  tiiia  is 
the  same  person  who,  on  the  27th  of 
May  1885,  before  the  Bangor  Bench 
Magistrates,  pleaded  guilty  to  a  charge 
of  drunkennees  in  the  public  streeta,  and 
was  fined  I0«.  and  costs;  and,  on  whose 
responaibility  these  appointmeDts  are 
made? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Jssss 

CoLLiNGs)  (Ipswich)  (who  replied)  said: 
I  have  made  inquiry  of  the  Hef^istrar 
General,  and  find  that  the  Rev.  James 
Spinther  James  has  been  appointed  a 
Registrar  of  Marriages  at  Conway.  He 
was  appointed  by  tbe  Local  Superinten- 
dent Registrar  of  Births,  Deaths,  and 
Marriages,  under  the  powers  given  by 
tbe  6  &  7  Will.  IV.  c.  86,  s.  17.  The 
appointment  was  reported  to  the  Regis- 
trar General ;  and,  as  the  person  ap- 
pointed appeared  to  satisfy  the  require- 
ments of  the  B^vletions,  the  appoint- 
ment was  aj^rored  by  him  as  a  matter 
of  course.  The  Begistru-  General  had 
no  knowledge  of  sny  such  conviction  as 
that  referred  to.  He  would,  no  doubt, 
consider  any  representation b  which  the 
hon.  Member,  or  persons  in  the  locality, 
may  think  it  right  to  submit  to  him  on 
the  subject  of  the  appointment. 

BANKRUPTCY— APPOINTMENT  OF 
ASSISTANT  RECEIVERS. 

Mr.  LIONEL  COHEN  (Paddington, 
N.)  asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  Assistant  Receivers  in 
tbe  Department  of  the  Chief  OflBcial 
Receiver  in  Bankruptcy  have  been  ap- 
pointed without  oompetitive  examina- 
tion ;  and,  if  so,  why  the  Bankmpt<7 
Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
should  be  excepted  from  the  Orders  of 
tbe  Commission,  which  prescribe  open 
com^tition  to  give  entiy  to  the  Givil 
Service ;  and,  whether,  notwithatandiog 
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smh  exoeptton,  Civil  Service  certificates 
have  been  issued  to  gdntlemen  so  ap- 
pointed, and,  if  so,  upon  what  ^ound 
nave  such  certificates  been  issued  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Mundella) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside) :  It  is  the  case 
that  assistant  Official  Keceivers  in  the 
Department  of  the  Chief  Official  Be- 
ceiver  in  Bankruptcy  have  been  ap- 
pointed without  competitive  examina- 
tion. The  Bankruptcy  Department  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  is  not,  however,  as 
such,  exempted  from  the  Hngulations 
with  regard  to  admission  to  the  Civil 
Service.  The  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sioners have  dispensed  with  examina- 
tion, and  have  issued  their  certificates 
to  the  gentlemen  so  appointed,  in  pur- 
suance of  the  powers  vested  in  them 
under  Clause  7  of  the  Order  in  Council 
of  the  4th  of  June,  lb70,  upon  a  repre- 
sentation being  made  to  them  by  the 
Treasury  and  the  Board  of  Trade  that 
the  qualifications  in  respect  of  know- 
ledge and  ability  deemed  requisite  for 
the  situation  of  Assistant  Official  Re- 
ceiver under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883, 
are  wholly  professional  and  peculiar, 
and  are  not  ordinarily  to  be  acquired  in 
the  Civil  Service.  The  Commissioners 
also  state  in  their  certificate  that  they 
have  satisfied  themselves  that  the  gentle- 
men appointed  to  these  posts  possess  the 
requisite  knowledge  and  ability,  and  are 
duly  qualified  in  respect  of  age,  health, 
and  character. 

ARMY— OFFICERS  OF  THE  RESERVE 
CORPS. 

Colonel  HUGHES-H  ALLETT 
(Rochester)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  AVar,  If  he  will  take  into  considera- 
tion the  expediency  of  publishing  in 
the  monthly  as  well  as  the  annual  Army 
List  the  names  of  the  Ollioers  forming 
the  Reserve  Corps,  seeing  that  space  is 
found  for  the  "Warrant  Officers  end  Ser- 
geant Uajors  of  the  Army  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbell- Banneem an)  (Stirling,  &c.) : 
The  full  list  of  Reserve  Officers  is  given 
in  the  official  quarterly  Army  List.  The 
monthly  Army  List  is  intended  to  be  a 
distribution  list  of  the  officers  in  active 
employment,  and  as  ouch  it  properly 
contains  only  such  of  the  Reserve  Offi- 
cers as  are  actually  employed  at  the 
time  of  publication.  I  am  afraid  that  if 
this  principle  is  departed  from  there 
would  be  no  valid  reason  for  refusing  to 


insert  everything  which  is  in  the  quar- 
terly list.  In  which  case  the  monthly  list 
would  not  only  be  increased  in  cost,  but 
become  far  too  bulky  to  fulfil  the  object 

desired. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPINfi-LOSS  OF  THE 
"  OREGON."  CUNARD  LINER. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If 
he  can  state  what  was  the  net  registered 
tonnage  of  the  Oregon ;  what  proportim 
the  registered  tonnage  bears  to  the 
number  of  passengers  a  vessel  may 
carry ;  what  number  of  persons  were  on 
board  the  Ortgon;  and,  what  number 
could  have  been  accommodated  in  her 
ten  boats? 

The  president  (Mr.  Mundella) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside) :  The  net  regis* 
tered  tonnage  of  the  Omgon  was  3,529. 
The  number  of  passengers  a  vessel  may 
carry  does  not  depend  upon  her  regis- 
tered tonnage,  but  on  the  extent  of  her 
passenger  accommodation  as  to  light, 
ventilation,  space,  and  other  otroum- 
stances.  The  number  of  persons  on 
board  the  Or^an  was  878,  and  ber  boats 
were  capable  of  accommodatiDg  S65. 

Mb.  MACFARLANE  asked,  whether 
the  House  was  to  understand  that  if  the 
vessel  had  foundered  in  mid- ocean  only 
300  out  of  800  passengers  would  have 
found  accommodation  in  the  boats?  He 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  in  the  case  of  two  vessels  of 
identical  registered  tonnage,  one  carry- 
ing 500  passengers  and  the  other  1,H00, 
they  were  both  obliged  to  have  the  same 
number  of  boats  ? 

Mr.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire.  Orms- 
kirk) :  I  should  like  to  ask,  at  the  same 
time,  whether  it  is  possible  for  largd 
steamers  carrying  passengers  to  carry  as 
many  boats  as  they  carry  passengers  ? 

Mr.  mundella  :  I  have  answered 
all  the  Questions  which  have  been  put 
to  me  on  the  subject  of  the  Oregon. 
Now  I  am  asked  whether,  if  she  had 
gone  done  down  in  mid-ocean,  her  boats 
would  have  been  sufficient.  Certainly 
not;  and  every  man  who  goes  to  sea 
knows  that  passenger  vessels  do  not 
have  sufficient  boats  for  all  their  pas- 
sengers. The  Channel  f-teamerfl,  for 
instance,  probably  accommodate  300  or 
400  passengers ;  but  the  boats  they  carry 
would  only  be  sufficient  for  40  or  60 
passengers.  But  the  Ortgon  had  boat 
accommodation  lai^fely  in  excess  of  the 
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statutory  require DientB.  I  may  add  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  are  not  at  all  satis- 
fied with  the  present  statutory  require- 
ments. When  the  loss  of  the  Oregon 
was  reported  I  ordered  an  inquiry  to  be 
made  by  practieal  men  as  to  how  far 
it  would  be  possible  to  enlarge  the  boat 
accommodation  of  such  vessels;  but  1 
do  not  want  the  House  to  suppose  that 
any  large  sea-goiug  ship  can  carry  as 
many  boats  as  will  accommodate  all  her 
passengers.  The  effwt  of  that  would 
be  either  to  render  the  vessel  unsea- 
worthy  or  to  quadruple  the  charge  to 
passengers. 

Captais  price  (Devooport)  asked, 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
aware  that  in  the  United  States  there 
was  a  law  which  required  that  all  pas- 
senger ships  should  carry  boats  or  life- 
belts sufficient  to  accommodate  all  their 
passengers  ? 

Ma.  MUNDELLA  said,  be  was  not 
aware  of  any  such  law,  and  much  doubted 
whether  any  such  law  existed.  If  there 
were  such  a  law  he  would  have  no  faith 
in  its  being  carried  out. 

Captain  PEICE  asked,  whether  the 
President  of  the  Bosrd  of  Trade  would 
lay  on  tbe  Table  of  the  House  a  copy  of 
section  4,488  of  the  Bevised  Statutes  of 
the  United  States,  which  required  that 
every  ship  should  carry  a  sufficient 
number  of  boats  and  life-saving  ap- 
paratus 7 

Ma.  8PEAXEB  ruled  that  Notice  of 
the  Question  must  be  put  on  the  Paper 
in  the  usual  way. 

ARMY  RECRUITING. 
Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  AVar,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  suc- 
cess of  the  experiment  in  certain  regi- 
ments, he  will  consider  the  expediency 
of  trying  more  generally  the  plan  under 
which  recruits  are  permitted  to  enlist 
for  three  ;ears,  and  are  practically  not 
liable  to  be  sent  to  India,  but  have 
afterwards  the  option  of  accepting  long 
service  if  they  desire  to  do  so,  and  are 
found  to  be  likely  to  make  efficient 
soldiers? 

Thk  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Campbsll-Bannerm^in)  (Stirling,  &c.) : 
The  necessity  for  providing  every  year 
large  drafts  for  foreign  service  makes  it 
desirable  to  treat  with  great  caution 
any  further  application  of  the  system  of 
enlisbuent  for  three  years.   The  Foot 
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Guards,  to  whioh  regiments  it  has  bea 
applied,  are  during  peace  essentially  lot 
Home  service ;  and  I  should  pr^er  ta 
hare  longer  experience  of  the  propOT- 
tion  of  men  extending  their  serriee  ii 
those  oorps  before  gtnng  much  {nrtlia. 

CRniE  AND  OUTRAGE  (IREI^T;- 
THE  CURTIN  FAMILY. 

Captain  M'CALMONT  (Antrim,  E! 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lud 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland.  Wheth»itiii 
fact  that  on  Thursday  last  two  meo  pro- 
ceeded fiom  Eillamey  to  Fiiies  Cfaspri 
for  the  purpose  of  erecting  there  a  an 
pew  for  the  Curlin  family,  their  prerious 
one  having  been  broken  in  pieces  by  i 
crowd  of  men  and  women  on  a  forme 
occasion ;  that  they  were  seen  by  a  la^ 
number  of  men  who  were  engaged  in 
tilling  land  belonging  to  the  mother 
the  moonlighter  whom  Mr.  Curtin  stiot; 
that  they  immediately  turned  on  tbem, 
took  the  pew  from  them,  and  emashed 
it  to  atoms  against  the  chapel  railiDgi, 
at  the  same  time  seriously  assaoUiiig 
the  two  men  ;  and,  whether  any  amita 
have  been  made  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Johs 
Mobley)  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) :  It  ap- 
pears that  a  carrier  in  charge  of  a  oev 
pew  for  the  Curtin  family  was  serioaslj 
assaulted,  and  that  the  pew  was  broken 
in  pieces  by  a  crowd  of  men,  who  bad 
assembled  for  the  purpose  of  tilling  the 
farm  mentioned  in  the  QuesttOD.  Tb^ 
police  were  not  made  aware  of  the  in- 
tention to  convey  the  pew  to  Fines  on 
that  day  \  but  immediately  on  hearing 
of  the  affair  they  took  the  necessaiy 
steps  and  succeeded  in  arresting  two 
men  who  have  been  fully  identified  for 
the  assault  on  the  carrier. 

SOUTH-EASTERN  EUROPE -THE 
GRffiCO-TURKISH  FRONTIER. 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness)  asked  tbe 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fortign 
AfTatrs,  If  any  information  has  been  re- 
ceived by  the  Foreign  Office  to  the  effect 
that  both  the  Porte  and  tbe  Government 
of  Greece,  or  either  of  them,  would  lean 
with  satisfaction  that  steps  were  being 
taken  by  Great  Britain  to  submit  tbe 
still  unsettled  ijuestions  as  to  the  Greco- 
Turkish  Frontier  to  mediation;  and, if 
so,  whether  the  Government  propoen 
to  take  any  steps  to  promote  such  s 
settlement  of  the  question? 
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Thb  ITNDGB  SEOBETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bbtce)  (Aberdeen.  8.) : 
If,  by  the  ezpresaion  "unsettled  ques- 
ttoDs  as  to  the  Grsaoo-Tnrkish  frontier," 
my  hoo.  Friend  refers  to  the  desire  of 
the  Oreefc  QoTernment  to  obtain  further 
extennoDS  of  territory  to  the  North,  I 
nay  inform  him  that  Her  Majesty's 
QoTemment  are  fully  convinced  that  the 
Porte  would  not  agree  to  the  re-opening 
ot  these  questions,  which  were  settled 
by  the  ConveDtioa  of  May  24,  1881.  If, 
on  other  hand,  my  hon.  Friend 
rttTen  to  certain  queetions  which  bare 
arisen  under  that  Oonvebtion  with  re- 
spect to  legislation  by  Greece  on  the 
Bubject  of  the  Yakouf  or  rdigious  pro- 
pnty  in  the  districts  ceded  by  Turkey, 
I  may  inform  him  that  the  Porte  desired 
these  questions  to  be  submitted  to  the 
Powers ;  whereas  the  Greek  Goremment 
maintained  that  their  action  was  within 
the  terms  of  the  Convention.  For  the 
last  few  months  the  disouftsioD  of  this 
subject  has  remained  in  abeyance. 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  JUSTICE  (IRE- 
LAND j -CONTEMPT  OF  corRT. 

Captain  M'CALMONT  (Antrim,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention had  been  drawn  to  a  recent  case 
in  the  county  Longford,  wherein  three 
orders  for  attachment  had  been  iBSued 
against  three  persons  for  contempt  of 
court;  whether  the  contempt  of  court 
eonwsted  in  forcibly  retaking  poBseaaon 
of  a  farm  from  which  they  nad  been 
evicted ;  whether  the  Sheriff  had  only 
been  successful  in  arresting  one  of  the 
parties,  John  Clarke,  now  in  Sligo  Gaol ; 
whether,  in  alluding  to  the  other  two 
cases,  Judge  Boyd  had  said,  as  fol- 
lows : — 

"That  it  was  «  strange  state  of  affairs  to 
which  the  Country  was  reduced,  when  there  waa 
a  warrant  issued  by  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
Coatts,  and  the  aathoritiee  refused  to  give  the 
poUce  anthorihr  to  execute  the  wamnt.  The 
idsa  of  a  sheriff  making  a  return  that,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  refusal  of  the  anthoriUes  to 
give  police  protection  before  S  a.m.,  the  two 
pursoQH  could  not  be  arrested ;" 

and,  whether  the  Irish  Executive  con- 
templated taking  any  steps  to  carry  out 
the  Law  ? 

The  chief  SECEETARY  (Mr. 
JoHJT  Moeley)  (Neweaatle-on-Tyne) :  I 
am  informed  that  the  local  Constabulary 
authorities  acted  as  stated,  relying  on  a 
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section  of  their  Code,  which  provides 
that  in  certain  cases  protection  parties 
are  not  to  start  in  winter  before  8  in  Uie 
morning.  I  am  advised,  however,  that 
the  section  relied  on  does  not  apply  to 
proceedings  such  as  were  contempleted 
on  the  occasion  referred  to*  and  the 
Constabulary  aothoritiea  have  been  so 
informed. 

MADAGASCAR  AND  FRANCE— THE 

TREATY  OF  PEACE. 
Mb.  M'AftTHUE  (Leicester)  asked 
the  TTnder  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign AP'airs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  received  from  their 
consular  representative  in  Madagascar 
any  official  account  of  the  recent  nego- 
tiations between  the  French  and  the 
Malagassy  authorities ;  and,  whether 
they  have  received  from  the  iVench  Go- 
vernment any  special  communication  as 
to  the  nature  of  the  authori^  which 
France  now  claims  to  exercise  in  Mada- 
gascar ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  lay  those 
Documents  upon  the  Table? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Brtce)  (Aberdeen,  8.): 
The  Consular  officers  at  Antananarivo 
and  Tamatave  have  reported  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  Treaty ;  but  having  taken  no 
part  in  the  negotiations  they  have  for- 
warded no  accountof  them.  The  French 
Government  has  confined  itself  to  noti- 
fying verbally  through  the  French  Am- 
bassador here  the  ratification  and  pub- 
lication of  the  Treaty,  and  to  stating 
that  its  conditions  would  henceforth 
govern  the  relations  of  the  Hovas  with 
foreign  countries. 

METROPOLIS— PROCESSIONS  OF  THE 
UNEilPLOyED. 

Me.  BRISTOWE  (Lambeth,  Nor- 
wood)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  AVfaether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  processions  of 
men,  describing  themselves  as  unem- 
ployed, parading  the  streets  of  the 
southern  suburbs  of  Lemdon,  and  col- 
lecting alms  from  the  inhabitants ;  and, 
if  such  processions  are  in  accordance 
with  the  police  regulations ;  and,  if  not, 
if  he  will  give  directions  for  their  sup- 
pression 7 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
CniLDEsa)  (Edinburgh,  S.):  Yes,  Sir; 
my  attention  has  been  called  to  these 
processions  in  the  suburbs  of  lioudon 
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for  the  purpose  of  ooUeotiDsr  alms.  It 
does  not  appear  that  the  powms  oom- 
podng  them  are  ameaable  to  the 
Vag^Dcy  Law,  tbia  haring  been  ex- 

yroBsIy  decided  in  the  High  Court  of 
ustioein  February.  1884,  in  the  case 
of  "  Pointon  «.  Hill,"  when  a  cooviction 
b;  a  Stipendiary  Magistrate  was  quashed 
bj  the  Court.  Tbe  police  have  been 
ioBtruoted  to  caution  these  men  "  not  to 
beg,  as  it  may  get  them  into  trouble ;  " 
but  they  cannot  otherwise  interfere,  ex- 
ce]|»t  in  the  event  of  preeaure  or  threats 
being  used,  or  any  disorder  arising. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  BOERS  AND  THE 
SWAZIES. 

Sir  BOBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
naked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  it  is  true  that  tbe 
Boera  have  oaptured  ten  wagons  of 
merchandise  en  route  for  Swazieland, 
stating  that,  as  the  Swazies  have  refused 
to  pay  them  taxes,  tbey  will  not  allow 
them  to  trade  with  the  Englisb;  and, 
wbether  Her  Majesty's  Govemment  will 
take  steps  to  keep  open  a  road  so  im- 
portant to  tbe  commerce  of  Natal  ? 

Thb  under  secretary  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Osborne  Uoeoan)  (Den- 
bighshire, E.):  We  ha»e  not  received 
any  information  which  I  can  identify 
with  the  statement  quoted  by  the  hon. 
Baronet ;  but  a  despatch  was  yesterday 
received  at  the  Colonial  Office  from 
Natal,  reporting  that  three  waggons 
were  stated  by  Natives  to  have  been 
seized  by  Boers,  two  of  them  in  the 
Usibebu  country,  which  is  near  to 
Swazieland ;  and  that  on  explanations 
being  demanded,  Mr.  Esselen,  who  styles 
himself  the  "  Oovernmeut  Secretary  to 
the  new  Republic,"  replied  that  one 
waggon  only,  belonging  to  a  man  called 
Weber,  who  was  not  a  British  sub- 
ject, had  been  sentto  Vryheit  to  be  dealt 
with,  and  that  the  owner  had  since  been 
fined  £10  for  trading  without  a  licence, 
and  ordered  to  pay  £7  10«.  for  the  cost 
of  a  licence ;  that  to  defray  this  charge 
the  goods  had  been  sold  for  £21  12«.  &d., 
and  that  the  balance.  £4  3«.  Si.,  would 
he  paid  to  Weber.  With  regard  to  the 
last  Question,  Sir  Arthur  Havelock,  the 
Governor  of  Natal,  is  about  to  enter 
into  personal  communications  with  the 
Boers  for  the  settlement  of  the  Zululand 
Question ;  and  I  trust  that,  as  part  of 
those  ne^tiations,  satisfactory  arrange- 
ments will  shortly  be  made  for  keeping 
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Mien  the  trade  route  from  Nttal  to 
SwaaeUnd. 

IBXLAin)— OOTERKUENT  LOAMS  TOR 
IRISH  PURPOSES. 

Mr.  ALBERT  GREY  (Northnmber- 
land,  Tyneside)  asked  the  Secretary  to 
Uie  Treasury,  WheUier  he  can  inform 
tbe  House  what  is  the  amount  of  tiu 
loans  guaranteed  by  the  GoventmoDt, 
for  L-ish  purposes,  since  the  yesr  1840 
to  tbe  present  time ;  what  amount  fau 
been  paid  off ;  what  amount  has  ben 
remitted ;  and,  what  is  the  total  aoKnnit 
still  outstanding? 

Me.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  (Long- 
ford,  N.) :  I  woald  like  to  ask  tbe  boo. 
Gentleman  if  he  can  inform  tbe  Home 
what  is  the  amount  of  the  loans  gnuted 
by  the  Government  of  Eoglaod  fn» 
time  to  time  for  Turkish  purposei,  fir 
Greek  purposes  

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  Tlie 
hon.  Gentleman  must  give  Notice  of  the 
Question  in  the  usual  war. 

Mb.  PARNELL  (Cork) :  I  wouUssk 
the  Secretary  to  tbe  Treasury,  if  be  cm. 
in  his  reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  distia- 
guisb  between  the  loans  granted  ^e)pe^ 
tively  to  owners  of  land  in  Ireland 
and  to  the  occupiers  of  land  in  In- 
land? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Hkhrt  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton. E.) :  I  must  ask  my  hon. 
Friend  ^r.  Grey)  to  postpone  his  (1b» 
tion  for  a  week,  in  order  to  ^ve  time 
for  tbe  compilation  of  an  aocuiats  Be- 
tum,  and  I  shall  be  glad  to  indade  aoj 
information  asked  for  by  tbe  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite.  Does  my  hon.  Friend 
only  refer  to  loans  guaranteed  by  the 
State,  or  does  he  also  refer  to  loans  ad- 
vanced by  tbe  Government  ? 

Mr,  ALBERT  GREY :  To  both. 

Sir  JOHN  GORST  (Obatbam):  I 
would  ask  the  hon.  Member  whether  lie 
would  consent  to  the  Return,  of  vhid 
I  gave  Notice  some  da^  ago,  and  vhid 
could  not  be  granted  in  oonsequeoee  d 
the  opposition  of  certain  Uemben  of  the 
House? 

Ma.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER:  Ih»w 
no  objection  to  the  Return ;  hot  I  haw 
no  control  over  hon.  Members. 
.  Sm  JOHN  GORST :  OannottheTw- 
sury  lay  the  Return  on  the  Table  F 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Sligo.  8.) :  In Jm 
replj,  will  tbe  hon.  Gentleman  be  good 
enough  to  say  what  parts  of  the  loaog 
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ware  due  to  the  occurrence  of  a  famine 
between  the  period  of  1846  and  1849  ? 

POST  OFFICE— ABBREVIATED  TELE- 
GRAPHIC  ADDRESSES. 

Mb.  IABOTTCHEBE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  he  will  take  into  consideration 
the  expediency  of  reducing  the  fee  now 
charged  for  registered  telegraphic  mes- 
sages in  provincial  towns  to  one-half, 
with  a  Tiew  to  increase  the  revenue  by 
augmenting  their  number,  and  lessening 
the  charge  to  each  individual  who  may 
wish  to  register? 

The  8ECEETARY  to  the  TBEA- 
SUET  (Mr.  Henbt  H.  Fowlee)  (Wol- 
Terbampton,  E.) :  It  is  found  that  the  fee 
now  chained  doea  not  cover  the  cost  to 
tJie  Department  and  the  loss  of  Revenue 
by  the  curtailment  of  the  address.  At 
the  same  time,  the  use  of  abbreviated 
addresses  leads  not  only  to  delay  in  the 
delivery  of  messages  with  abbreviated 
addresses,  but  also  necessarily  causes 
delay  in  the  delivery  of  messages  con- 
taining a  full  address.  The  Poetmaster 
General  desires  me  to  say  that  the  use 
of  abbreviated  addresses  is  detrimental 
to  the  general  public  service,  interferes 
with  the  regular  working  of  the  Tele- 
graph Service,  and  largely  increases  its 
cost.  Since  the  introduction  of  the  Gd. 
tariff  the  practice  of  registering  ad- 
dresses has  so  enormously  increased,  and 
the  Departmental  difficulties  which  have 
arisen  hare  been  so  great,  that  it  is  a 
question  with  the  Postmaster  General 
whether,  after  a  certain  date,  it  would 
not  be  well  to  abolish  the  use  of  abbre- 
viated addresses,  at  all  events  for  in- 
land messages ;  and  he  cannot,  therefore, 
lessen  tlie  present  charge. 

GOVERNMEKT  OP  INDIA  {JOINT 
COMMITTEE). 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  statute  23  and  'lA  Vic. 
c.  100,  and  other  Acts  relating  to  the 
Army  in  India,  are  included  in  the  Acts 
referred  to  the  proposed  Select  Com- 
mittee ? 

The  under  SECEETABY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Uohtbed  Kat-Shuttle- 
voBTu)  (liancashire,  CHtheroe) :  The 
Act  mentioned  in  my  faon.  Frimd's 
Queation  is  not  one  of  those  we  propose 
to  refer  to  the  Committee. 


BURMAH,  UPPER  AND  LOWER— THE 
MILITARY  COMMAND. 
Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinbnrgb.  W.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  the  military  command 
in  Tjower  Burma  is  under  the  Madras 
command,  and  that  in  ^^P]^'  Burma 
under  the  Commander-in-Chief;  and,  if 
BO,  when  it  is  proposed  to  put  an  end  to 
this  divided  control? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  Uohtbed  Kay-Shditxe- 
woeth)  (Lancashire,  CHtheroe) :  The 
military  command  in  Lower  Burmah  is 
certainly  under  Madras,  and  the  Viceroy 
is  in  communication  with  the  Secretary 
of  State  in  Council  as  to  placing  the 
whole  of  Burmah  under  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  in  India. 

MINES  REGULATION  ACT. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Wexford, 
N.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  AVhether  he  is  in 
receipt  of  a  Letter  ^m  the  editors  of 
Tk»  Labour  Tribune^  containing  sug^s- 
tions  from  practical  working  miners  for 
the  amendment  of  the  Mines  Regulation 
Act,  and  if  such  suggestions  will  receive 
attention;  and,  if,  considering  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  Law  as  to  Coroners' 
Courts,  and  the  numerous  Bills  that 
have  been  introduced  to  regulate  the 
proceedings  of  such  Courts,  the  sugges- 
tions as  to  power  being  given  to  attend 
and  examine  witnesses  might  be  acted 
upon,  by  such  power  being  given  in  the 
event  of  theMines  Bill  not  being  passed 
during  the  present  Session  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
CniLSKBs)  (Edinburgh,  S.):  Yes;  I 
have  received  a  letter  from  the  editors 
of  The  Labour  7'rthmet  and  the  sugges* 
tionscratained  in  it  are  before  a  general 
meeting  of  Mines  In^ctors  which  is 
now  being  held  at  the  Home  Office.  The 
question  of  the  attendance  of  witnesses 
at  Coroners*  Courts  is  a  very  important 
one,  and  will  be  dealt  with  in  the  Mines 
Bill,  which  is  now  being  prepared  by 
the  Government.  I  do  not  see  how 
power  could  be  given  to  alter  the  pro- 
cedure of  Coroners'  Courts,  except  by 
legislation.  I  could  not  undertaJce  to 
bnng  in  a  special  Bill  for  this  purpose. 

POST  OFFICE- TELEGRAMS— INCOM. 
PLETE  ADDRESSES. 

Mr.  FOBWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orros- 
kirk)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
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nay,  WhethBr  the  Pottmutor  Oeosnl 
has  been  able  to  relax  the  inatructiona 
giren  to  poatmaaters  not  to  deliver  tole- 
grams  for  the  deliTery  of  which  a  refer- 
ence to  A  directory  i«  required,  so  far 
as  to  atlow  such  search  being  made  in 
oases  where  tlie  senders  have  evidently 
4one  their  best  to  give  a  full  addre«s  ? 

Tbe  SECSETAUT  to  the  TBBA.- 
8UBT  (Mr.  HKifRT  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
Terhampton,  E.) :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member,  I  will  read  a  copy  of  an  In- 
stmctioa  which  the  Fortmaater  Ooieral 
has  caused  to  be  issued  for  tbe  guidance 
of  officers  of  the  Departmrat — 

"  The  Postmaster  General  has  had  bis  atten- 
tion called  to  certain  cases  in  which,  although 
the  addrrsaes  wers  inoompleta,  Uie  senders  had 
evidently  made  no  attempt  at  eartaibnant,  and 
had  done  thrir  beet  to  give  a  luffident  address. 
His  Lordship  considcra  that  a  distioction  ought 
to  be  made  between  caaeaof  this  kind  and  cases 
in  which  the  addresses  had  evidently  been  cut 
down  with  tbe  view  of  saving  eipensa  ;  and  he 
desiiea  that  tb«  responsible  officers  at  the  various 
tdeg^^lh  offices  throoghout  the  country  will 
endeavour  to  seeure  the  delivery  of  telegrams 
of  tbe  former  class,  even  although  this  should 
involve  a  reference  to  directories.  It  may  be 
somewhat  difficult  to  distinguish  in  all  cases 
between  the  one  class  of  incomplete  addresses 
and  tbe  othw ;  but  where  a  doubt  arises  the 

Sublic  mind  should  be  given  tbe  benefit  of  tbe 
oubt,  the  message  being  delivered  and  the  case 
reported  tobeadqnartera.** 

HALL-MARKIKG  OF  FOREIGN  PLATE. 

Me.  FOKWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  aaked  tbe  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  If  the  Returns  from  the  Qold- 
smiths'  Company  show  that,  out  of 
26,053  gold  watt'faes  marhed  by  that 
Company  between  May  18(14  and  May 
1885  with  the  Hall  Mark,  no  less  than 
4,812  were  of  Foreign  ms^,  and,  of 
the  163,408  silver  cases  so  marked, 
32,339  were  also  of  Foreign  manufac- 
ture ;  and,  if,  in  the  proposed  Measure 
dealing  with  marks  on  Merchandise,  he 
will  oonsider  favonrably  a  proviso  to 
prohibit  this  use  of  a  Mark,  generally 
recognised  as  a  Mark  applicable  only  to 
Britiah  manufactures,  being  affixed  to 
Foreign  products,  thus  misleading  the 
public  in  this  Country,  as  well  as  tbe 
people  in  our  Colonies  ? 

Tbe  president  (Mr.  Muwdblla) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside) :  8ir,  21,241  gold 
and  121,069  eilver  watch  cases  were 
marked  at  Goldemilhs'  Hall  between 
May  29,  1881,  and  May  29,  1885,  of 
which  4,813  gold,  and  32,339  ailver, 
cases  were  of  foreign  manufacture.  The 
Ur.  Utrwood 


hall-mark  is  a  teat  of  qoali^  and  aot  of 
<nigin,  and  ia  not,  as  the  bos.  lUrabtr 
supposes,  "a  mark  applicable  only  to 
British  mannfactnrea."  Hall-naitiig 
is  compulsory,  and  foveigo  pltte  ctooot 
be  sold  in  this  country  without  it,  m  it 
is  part  of  tbe  machineiy  empltTed  for 
the  ocdleotion  of  duty. 

TRAI>E  AND  COMMERCK  -  FOREKiX 
BOITNTIEfi  ON  SUGAR  PEODUCTIOS 
-RETALIATION  DUTIES. 

Mb.  KIMBEB  (Wandawortfa)  asked 
the  President  ot  the  Board  of  Tkade, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  aooUier  ngv 
refinery,  employing  1,000  hands,  at  Iki 
East  End  uf  Londun  has  recently  dmi 
its  doors,  another  Arm  having  elused 
and  discharged  SOO  hands,  and  t«o 
others  having  discharged  about  3T0 
each,  and  that  they  attribute  the  ueeet- 
sity  of  closing  these  works  to  the  Fump 
bounties  on  sugar;  whetiier  tbe  Bom 
of  Trade  possees,  or  will  make  any,  cal- 
culations to  show  whether  the  deetnc- 
tion  of  such  an  industry,  and  the  serail 
other  industries  which  iLore  or  leei  de- 
pend on  it,  involres  a  loss  to  this  Cou- 
try  greater  or  leas  than  the  all^^  gns 
in  the  price  of  sugar  to  the  conmnw 
actually  attributable  to  the  boantiK; 
whether,  if  euoh  industry  has  been  n 
destroyed,  there  is  snything  topreveot 
the  Name  sj'Stem  beiug  applied  by  Fo- 
reign nations  to  ea^h  of  our  other  ts- 
dustries  in  turn ;  and,  whether,  witboot 
entering  on  any  war  of  tarifib,  mm 
energetic  efforts  of  diplomacy,  such  » 
succeeded  in  ihs  cases  of  Oermaajruid 
the  United  States  against  Spain,  can  be 
adopted  with  the  prospect  of  equal  m- 
cess  by  this  Country  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  MoxDEiii) 
(Sheffield,  Brightside) :  I  have  do  in- 
formation of  the  facts  abated  in  thefint 
Queation  of  the  hon.  Member,  no^ 
such  as  is  |fiven  in  A»  dailjr  p^M*- 
Aa  to  the  influence  of  bouBtisa  npn 
thia  and  other  industries,  I  aodenUid 
the  Boyal  Commission  on  the  Depiuni* 
of  Trade  purposes  making  a  eooipltte 
investigation  into  the  subject  IV 
question  of  the  loss  or  gain  anfisff 
this  country  from  the  sugar  boaiiti» 
was  considered  by  a  Committee  of  tbii 
House  in  1879-80,  and  has  slso  bM 
dealt  with  in  a  Report  of  the  HauA  ot 
Trade  on  the  pnvreaa  of  tbe  sugar  ii- 
dustry  in  1884.  I  must  refer  tbe  bos- 
Member  to  t^sae  R^orts  for  iafoiw* 
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tton  on  the  mbjtwt.  I  oannot  enter  into 
»  dissertation  of  a  oonteiitioas  character 
in  answerinfr  a  Question. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.) :  Can  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman give  the  House  any  information 
as  to  when  the  Bojal  Commission  on 
the  Depression  of  Trade  is  likelj  to 
report  on  this  sabjeot  ? 

Ma.  HUNDELLA :  I  am  afraid  not. 
I  daresay  the  right  hon.  tieotleman  him- 
self vill  be  able  to  inform  the  House. 

Ur.  RITCHIE  (Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
George's) :  Would  the  Board  of  Trade 
reconsider  the  question  of  calling  a  Con- 
ference together  to  settle  this  question 
of  sugar  boonties.  as  was  snnrestod  by 
the  Earl  of  Derby? 

Ma.  MUNDELLA  had  no  personal 
knowledge  of  the  suggestion,  and  de- 
sired  Notice  of  the  Question. 

Mr.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  (Done- 
mi,  E.)  asked  whether  tke  Board  of 
TnA%  poMCSBod,  or  would  endea-ronr  to 
obtain,  calculations  showing  the  extra- 
ordinaiy  bnrdens  thrown  on  the  French 
oonsnmer  and  the  French  taxpayer  by 
the  present  eyv,Uim  of  boanties? 

Ma.  KIMBER  asked  whether  the 
Seports  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  referred  as  having  been 
made  to  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
be  continued ;  and  whether  the  statistics 
that  might  be  ooUeoted  might  not  induce 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  alter  the  condu- 
sion  at  which  it  had  arrived  ? 

Mb.  MT7MDELLA  asked  for  Notice  of 
these  Questions. 

TRADE  AND  COMH  KRCE  —  BRITISH 
COMUEROIAL  INTERESTS  ABROAD- 
INSTBUCnONS  TO  H.H.  AGENTS. 

Lord  WILLIAU  OOMPTON  (War- 
wick, Stratford- upon-Aron)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  AVhether  he  is  in  a  position  to 
give  to  the  House  any  further  information 
respecting  the  Treasury  minute,  stated 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington,  in  a  speech  at  Manchester 
on  the  4th  of  March,  to  have  been  issued 
by  the  present  Secretary  of  the  Home 
Department,  when  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  to  the  detriment  of  British 
trade,  and  also  respecting  the  special 
instructions  which  the  noble  Lord  add^d 
had  be«D  sent  to  Her  Majesty*s  Agents 
•ilnoad,  with  a  view  to  the  encourage- 
ment of  BrSUsh  eommerce  ? 


The  UNDER  SECRETARY  <tF 
STATE  (Mr.  Brtcb)- (Aberdeen,  S.):  I 
may  confirm  the  accuracy  of  the  reply 
which  on  the  1 1th  instant  I  gave  to  the 
Questions  addressed  to  me  by  my  noble 
Friend  himself,  and  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  South  St.  Fancras  (Sir 
Julian  Goldsmid),  And  I  can  now  posi- 
tively assert  that  no  such  Treasury  Mi- 
nute or  Special  Instructions  to  Her 
Majesty's  Agents  abroad,  as  those 're- 
ferred to  in  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddingtou 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill),  exist.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary 
(Mr.  Childers),  who  was  then  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  informs  me  that,  so 
far  as  he  is  aware,  the  only  expressions 
of  his  which  could  possibly  have  given 
rise  to  such  a  statement  are  words  which 
he  used  in  observations  written  on  cer- 
tain despatches  from  Fekin,  furwarded 
to  him  for  his  perusal,  in  which  be  con> 
demned  theintuierenoeof  Her  Majesty's 
Representatives  in  cases  where  British 
subjects  were  attempting  to  induce  Fo- 
reign Governments  to  borrow  from  them 
mooey  at  exorbitant  rates  of  interest— a 
practice  whti:h  he  conceived  to  be  most 
objectionable,  especially  in  the  light  of 
our  experience  in  other  countries. 

VACCINATION-THE  ISLAND  OF 
RUGEN. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 

fal,  £.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
tate  for  Foreign  A£fairs,  If  he  will  ob- 
tain information  respecting  the  vaccina- 
tion with  humanised  lymph  of  seventy- 
nine  children  in  the  Island  of  Biigen  in 
June  last;  whether  it  is  true  that 
seventy -six  of  them  were  attacked,  in  a 
few  days  with  contagious  disorder,  which 
was  communicatea  to  their  parents, 
brothers,  and  sisters,  to  the  number  of 
three  hundred  and  twenty;  what  num- 
ber of  the  children  died  ;  and,  whether 
the  lymph  was  obtained  from  the  Royal 
Vaccine  Institution  at  Stettin  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Brvce)  (Aberdeen,  S.) : 
Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  at  Berlin 
has  been  instructed  to  report  on  this 
subject ;  and  I  shall  be  glad  to  commu- 
nicate the  Report,  when  received,  to  the 
hon.  Member. 

PRISON  DI6CIPLINE— TREAD3ULL8. 

Ms.  BUSTON  (Lincoln)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
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partment,  "Whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
treadmills  are  now  •being  constructed  in 
Her  Majesty's  Prisons ;  whether  they 
are  practically  the  same  description  of 
instruments  as  were,  many  years  ago, 
discarded  in  our  Prisons  as  inhuman 
and  wasteful ;  is  it  intended  to  use  these 
^admilUfortheinflictioaof  hard  labour 
sentences;  has  he  any  objection  to  state 
what  reasons  have  led  the  Prison  autho- 
rities to  re -introduce  this  method  of 
punishment ;  and,  wbat  are  its  advan- 
tages over  orank  labour  ? 

Thb  SEOBETAKT  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Ohildkhs)  (Edinburgh,  S.)  The  hon. 
Member  is  under  a  misapprehension  in 
thinking  that  treadmills  hare  ever  been 
condemned  as  ioKuman  and  wasteful. 
On  the  contrary,  a  Oomoiittee,  which  was 
appointed  after  the  Prison  Act  of  1877 
to  consider  this  question,  reported  that 
the  treadmill  was  the  most  suitable  form 
of  hard  bodily  labour.  It  is  now  being 
used  for  this  purpose,  and  was  never, 
as  far  as  I  am  aware,  generally  disuon- 
tinued.  The  crank  is  used  in  some  pri- 
soos  instead  of  the  treadmill ;  but  I  am 
not  aware  that  the  one  form  of  labour 
has  any  marked  advantages  over  the 
other. 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE-ANNUAL 
REPORTS  FROM  THE  COLONIES. 

Mh.  HtJTTON  (Manchester,  N.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  The  nature  of  the  In- 
structions given  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  the  Governors  or  other 
officials  of  the  Crown  Colonies  and  Pro- 
tectorates with  respect  to  annual  Reports 
being  transmitted  to  Her  Majesty's  Gb- 
vernment  relative  to  the  oommerce,  in- 
dustries, and  produots  of,  as  veil  as  to 
emigration  to  these  Colonies  and  Pro- 
tectorates where  they  hold  appointments ; 
and,  what  is  the  course  pursued  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  by  the  Colo- 
nial officials  relative  to  these  instruc- 
tions, as  also  relative  to  Parliament 
receiving  periodical  and  early  publica- 
tion of  the  Reports  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Obboewe  Moegah):  (Den- 
bighshire, E.) :  I  think  I  can  best  answer 
the  Question  of  tbe  hou.  Member  by 
reading  Uie  Instruction  given  to  Go- 
vernors of  Grown  Colonies,  which  is  as 
follows : — 

"  The  Governor  shall  puootaallj  forward  to 
us  from  year  to  year,  through  one  of  our  prin- 
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dpal  Secretaries  of  State,  the  ainitnl  Bookof 
Returns,  commonly  called  the  Blue  Book,  re- 
lating to  the  revenue  and  expenditure,  dddice, 
public  works,  legislation.  ciWl  establiabmob, 
pensions,  population,  schools,  course  of  ex- 
change, imports  and  exports,  agricoltanlpn- 
dnoe,  mannfactures,  and  other  matteiB  vift 
reference  to  the  statu  and  condition  of  tk 
colony." 

The  Instructions  sent  to  the  Goveroon 
of  self-governed Cotoniea,  except  Canadi, 
are  to  the  same  effeot,  wcept  that  the 
Governor  is  requested  to  forward  the 
annual  Returns,  which  are  {oemrad  bj 
the ColoniesthemsfllTes.  TheeeKetoru, 
or  summaries  thereof,  or  Reports  on 
them  under  the  title  of  "  Papers  rdatiug 
to  Her  Majesty's  Oolonial  Poesesoioiu," 
are  laid  before  Parliament  as  soon  u 
practicable  after  their  receipt,  and  erety 
effort  is  made  to  produce  them  without 
delay.  It  will  be  found,  I  think,  tbt 
they  give  full  information  upon  the  sub- 
jects referred  to  in  the  Question;  but 
more  detailed  and  more  recent  part^- 
lars  can  at  all  times  be  obtained  stth* 
offices  of  the  High  Commissioner  for 
Canada,  and  of  the  Agents  General  of 
the  other  Colonies  represented  in  Lod- 
don,  who  have  always  shown  themsehes 
ready,  and,  indeed,  anxious,  to  sapfi^ 
all  the  infbrmation  in  thor  power. 

NAVY— ROCHE'S  POINT  COA8T0UABD 
STATION. 
Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co..  Mid)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty.  Whether 
Roche's  Point  Coastguard  Station,  which 
is  inhabited  by  fifty-one  persons,  is  pro- 
vided with  a  pier,  a  boat  harbour,  or  a 
boat  slip ;  whether  the  want  of  anyone 
m:  all  of  auoh  struotoree  involves  iw 
the  lives  of  tiie  men  employed  tm  boit 
service  in  tempestuous  weather,  as  veO 
as  the  boats  in  use,  the  proper^  of  tbe 
Admiralty ;  whether  it  is  true  that  the 
inhabitants  of  the  station,  being  unpro- 
vided with  drinking  water,  hare  been 
obliged  to  utilise  as  such  the  water  col- 
lected from  the  roofs  of  tbe  houses  in  the 
station  during  rainy  weather,  and  if  i' 
is  a  fact  that  the  Naval  authorities  con- 
sidered this  water  to  be  so  bad  that  thef 
issued  orders  that  all  water  so  collecfea 
should  be  boiled  prior  to  its  being  vK^ 
by  the  men  or  their  families ;  whether 
the  Naval  authorities  have  been  to* 
peatedly  urged  by  the  inspecting  offioH* 
to  remedy  the  existing  dangerous  state 
of  affairs  by  sinking  a  pump;  an^>^ 
the  preeent  Lords  Cooumssioneis 
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reoommend,  without  further  delay,  the  I 
jwonding  for  some  means  of  preTenting ' 
any  outbreak  of  sickDess  which  might 
ensue  from  the  want  of  freth  water  on 
the  atation? 

Thb  civil  lord  op  the  ABMI- 
BALTY  (Mr.  R.  W.  Dufp)  (Banffahire) 
(who  replied)  said :  No  pier,  boat  har- 
bour, or  slip  exists  at  Rodie's  Point 
Coastguard  etation.  The  boats  are  not 
used  in  rough  weather,  and  therefore  no 
accident  la  likely  to  occur.  The  well  at 
the  station  yields  brackisli  water,  and 
the  occupants  use  rain  water,  boiled  to 
insure  purity.  Repreeentations  have 
been  made  to  the  Admiralty  as  to  tbe 
desirability  of  sinking  a  new  well ;  but 
the  negotiations  entered  into  for  that 
purpose  have  Kitherto  failed,  owing  to 
the  rent  asked  for  the  ground  being 
considered  excessive.  There  has  been 
no  sickness  at  the  station  for  the  last 
two  years. 

GUN  LICENCES  (IRELAND).' 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Maoabtni£y(  Antrim, 8.) 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr. 
Joim  Morlet)  (Newcastle-upon-Tyne) 
This  is  a  Question  regarding  a  gun 
licence  being  erroneoudy  ftiven.  My 
answer  briefly  is,  that  the  Reports  dis- 
close considerable  irregularities  on  the 
part  of  the  magistrateis  concerned,  of 
which  notice  will  have  to  be  taken.  I 
have  decided  to  refer  the  action  of  the 
Ix>cal  Justices  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland. 

REOISTRATIUN  ACT  (IRELAND),  1883- 
NON-PAYUENT  OF  POSTAGE  OF  KE- 
Q17I8ITION  FORMS. 
LoED  ERNEST  HAMILTON 
(Tyrone,  E.)  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether  complaints  have 
reached  him  from  various  Boards  of 
Guardians  in  Ireland  with  reference  to 
the  great  expense  to  which  the  rate- 
payers are  placed,  owing  to  tho  fact 
that  numbers  of  the  Requisition  Forms 
(Re^stration  Act  (Ireland),  1885),  re- 
quiring the  names  of  inhabitant  occu- 
piers, are  returned  to  the  olerk  of  the 
ITnion.  without  the  postageprepaid,  thus 
putting  the  ratepayers  to  the  expense  of 
twice  the  defidencgr  of  postage;  and, 
whether,  in  consideration  of  the  fact  that 
^ese  forms  must  be  dealt  wiUi  (under 
statute)  by  the  clerk  of  the  Union,  whe- 
ther returned  stamped  or  otherwise,  the 
Government  will  consider  the  advisa- 


bility of  allowing  the  Reqnisition  Forms 
to  be  transmittM  free  through  the  Post 

Office  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Hehbt  H.  Fowlek)  (Wol- 
verhampton,  E.) :  I  must  ask  the  noble 
Lord  to  postpone  tliis  Question,  as  I  am 
endeavouring  still  to  gather  the  ma- 
terials for  tiie  answer. 

POST  OFFICE  SAVINGS  B^VNK. 

Me.  BARTLBY  (Islington,  N. )  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  "Whether 
the  space  provided  for  the  clerical  es- 
tablishment of  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Bank  is  insufficient  for  the  needs  of  the 
Department,  and  unhealtiiy  to  the  staff ; 
and,  whether,  considering  the  perma- 
nent nature  of  the  overtime  work  in  that 
Department,  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury 
will,  with  the  assent  of  the  Postmaster 
General,  sanction  the  application  of  the 
seven  bonni'  scale  to  the  Savings  Bank 
Department,  as  recommended  by  the 
Treasury  Minute  dated  19th  June  1884  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Henhy  H.  Fowler)  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  The  present  Savings 
Bank  premises  are  not  unhealtby ;  but 
the  space  is  insufficient,  and  active  steps 
are  being  taken,  under  an  Act  passed 
last  Sessiou,  to  acquire  an  additional 
site,  and  in  the  meantime  to  provide 
temporary  accommodation.  As  regards 
the  latter  part  of  the  Question,  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  subject  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers  is  under  consideration. 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE— REPORTS  ON 
FOREIGN  TRADE^-lNS'i'RUCTIONS 
TO  H.M.  AGENTS. 
Mr.  HUTTON  (Manchester,  N.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  The  nature  of  the  instructions 
given  to  Her  Majesty's  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Agents  abroad  with  respect  to 
Reports  on  the  Trade  and  Industries  of 
the  place  where  they  reside,  and  as  to 
the  course  pursued  by  the  Foreign  Office 
with  respect  to  these  instructions,  and 
to  Parliament  receiving  periodical  and 
early  publication  of  thtse  Reports? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Bstce)  (Aberdeen,  S.) : 
Her  Majesty's  Consuls  abroad  are  re- 
quired to  furnish,  as  soon  as  possible 
after  the  termination  of  each  year,  a 
General  Report  on  the  commerce  and 
navigation  of  their  disbicts.  It  is  di- 
rected that  such  R^oits  shall  show  the 

Digitized  by  Google 


1807  Ireland— Polictf  {OOlOCONS}  o/ths  Govsnnuni.  18M 


amonnt  and  oharaoter  of  the  trade  car- 
ried on,  and  the  special  otrcumatancee 
which  may  have  caused  fluctuations ; 
that  means  of  developing  trade  shall 
be  suggested,  and  notice  taken  of  all 
public  works  undertaken  for  advancing 
the  interests  of  the  port  at  which  the 
Oonsul  is  stationed;  that  Consuls  will 
enumerate  the  rariooa  artioles  of  British 
and  Colonial  produce  or  manufacture 
for  which  the  market  seems  to  be  favour- 
able or  nnfavouTable,  together  with  op- 
portunities for  return  freights,  industrial 
institutions,  new  patents,  inventions,  or 
appliances  which  may  affect  manufac- 
tures and  industry,  harbour  improve- 
ments and  dues,  lauding  and  embarking 
facilities,  public  announcements  for  ten- 
ders for  works,  and  so  forth.  These  Re- 
ports are  sent  immediately  to  the  printer, 
and  issued  in  parts  from  time  to  time  as 
soon  as  poBfdble.  It  will  be  seen,  on 
reference  to  Blue  Books  No.  20,  21,  and 
22,  Commercial  of  last  year,  that  three 
of  these  parts  were  issued  in  the  month 
of  August  alone.  I  may  add  that,  in 
addition  to  the  Annual  Trade  Beporta  to 
which  I  hare  already  refwred,  both 
Hw  Majesty's  Diplomatic  and  Ocmsular 
o£Bcers  are  inatruoted  to  fumish  Aqwrta 
on  subjects  of  oommerdal  and  general 
interest  when  and  as  occasions  arise, 
and  it  has  hitherto  been  the  practice  to 
publish  these  as  a  separate  series.  Se- 
cretaries of  Embassy  and  Legations  are 
also  required  to  fumish  Reports  from 
time  to  time  on  the  trade  and  finances 
of  the  country  to  which  the  Head  of 
their  Mission  is  accredited,  and  the 
same  course  is  followed  with  regard  to 
their  publication  as  that  described  in 
regard  to  the  Consular  Reports. 

Mr.  HUTTON  asked  what  waa  the 
usual  course  of  prooedure  if  the  Uonsals 
did  not  carry  out  these  inttructions  ? 

[No  reply.] 

IRELAND— A  SEPARATE  PARLIAMENT. 

Mb.  DE  COBAIN  CBelfast,  £.).  who 
had  the  following  Question  on  the  Paper : 
— To  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  he  has  received  a  copy  of  a 
resolution  passed  at  the  "Ulster  Liberal 
Convention"  on  Friday  last;  and,  if 
not,  whether  he  is  aware  that  the  reso- 
lution stated  that  the  Liberal  party  in 
Ireland  would  offer  a  most  determined 
oppoaitioo  to  the  eitabliid^ment  of  a  sepa- 
rate Irish  Parliament,  as  it  would  be 
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certain  to  produce  a  disastrous  ooUirifm 
between  sections  of  the  pec^le  holding 
conflicting  views  on  social,  economio^ 
and  religious  subjects,  and  would  pro- 
duce a  feeling  of  insecurity  which  would 
jeopardise  allindustrial  and  commercial 
pursuits,  and  that  the  maintenance  of 
the  Union  between  Oreat  Britaiq  and 
Ireland  was  the  best  safeguard  for  the 
peace,  prosperity,  and  liberty  of  all 
classes  in  Ireland;  and,  whether  he 
would  endeaTOor  to  produce  a  copy  and 
lay  it  upon  tiie  Table  of  thia  House;,  the 
declaration  of  the  opinions  from  those 
who  were  the  adhereots  of  the  Libnal 
party  in  Ireland?  said,  in  the  abaenee 
of  the  right  hoo.  0«ntleman  be  would 
postpone  the  Question  until  to>morrov. 

After  a  pause, 

Me.  sexton  (Sligo,  S.)  said,  if  any 
of  the  Ministers  intended  answering  the 
Question,  he  would  also  ask  whether  at 
this  Convention  an  amendment  favour- 
able to  a  separate  Parliament  waa  not 
moved  by  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER  observed  that  the 
Question  had  already  been  postponed 
until  to-morrow. 

IRELAND— POLICY  OF  THE  GOVERX- 
MENT-MINISTERLAL  STATEMENT. 

ThkCHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Williak  HABCoU£T)(Derby): 
I  am  sorry  to  say  the  Prime  Minister  is 
unwell,  and  unable  to  be  in  his  place 
to-day,  though  he  hopes  to  be  so  to- 
morrow. He  has  desired  me  to  state 
that  on  Thursday,  April  8.  be  proposea 
to  bring  forward  the  subject  of  the 
Irish  policy  of  the  Government  in  this 
House. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.) :  I  do  not  know  whedm 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  in  a  position 
to  give  us  any  more  definite  inftormation 
as  to  the  statement  to  be  tnade  on  April 
8 — whether  the  Prime  Minister  iotenda 
to  bring  in  a  Bill,  or  in  what  way  he 
intends  to  state  his  polity  to  the  House. 
But  the  Question  I  wish  particularly  to 
ask  has  reference  to  the  Business  of  the 
House  between  this  date  and  April  8. 
1 1  should  like  to  ask  the  right  boa. 
tleman  what  Business  will  be  tHken 
next  week,  and  also  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  proposes  to  move  lus 
Budget  ?  I  see  the  Crofters  Bill  is  the 
second  Order  for  to-night ;  but  I  nnd«r> 
stood  yesterday  evening  there  was  aa 
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understanding  that  il*-  would  not  be 
takea  till  Monday. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HABOOURT  :  As 
regards  the  method  in  whioh  the  Prime 
MiaiBter  will  introduce  the  question  of 
his  Irish  policy,  I  am  not  able  to  state 
definitely.  What  I  understand  is,  that 
he  will  state  the  vieirs  of  the  Qovwn- 
ment  wi^  referenoe  to  the  Irish  policy 
on  the  8th  of  April.  With  reference  to 
next  week — and  I  do  not  know  that  I 
oan  go  further  than  that — we  propose 
not  to  take  the  Crofters  Bill  to-night, 
but  on  Monday,  and  we  desire  to  go  on 
with  that  Bill  and  complete  the  Com- 
mittee st^^  as  early  as  possible.  If 
the  Crofters  Bill  in  Committee  is  not 
completed  on  Monday,  of  course  we 
shall  go  on  with  it  on  Thursday.  The 
next  Bill  in  point  of  order  it  is  desired 
to  press  forward  is  the  Bailway  and 
Canal  Traffic  Bill.  I  cannot  say  any> 
thing  as  to  Thursday,  as  I  do  not 
know  anything  of  the  condition  of  the 
Crofters  Bill  on  Monday.  Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Oeotlemui  will  allow  me  to 
name  a  day  for  the  Budget  a  little  later ; 
but  it  will  probably  be  introduced  in  the 
first  fortnight  in  April. 

Mr.  MACFAELANE  (Argyll) :  Will 
the  Crofters  Bill  be  the  first  Order  on 
Monday  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  Yea. 

ORDERS  OF  TRE  DAY, 


SUPPLY— ARMY  ESTIMATES. 

SCPPI.T-— tfoiu«iier«iin  Committee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  Koxa,  not  exceeding  £866,500,  be 
granted  to  Her  M^esty.  to  defray  the  Char^ 
for  the  CktthiBg  BtlatMiiliineats,  Services,  and 
SappUes.  whioh  wiU  come  in  coarse  of  paymeDt 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  3 1  st  day  of  March 

Ma.  TOTTENHAM  (Wioohester) : 
I  was  precluded  by  the  Forms  of  the 
House  from  moving  the  Amendment, 
Sir,  which  stood  in  my  name  on  the 
Paper  of  the  House  the  other  day; 
but  I  believe  it  is  understood  that 
a  general  discussion  upon  the  Army 
Estimates  is  to  be  taken  to-day.  The 
Vote  now  under  discussion  is  that  for 
clothing;  and  the  understanding  was 
that  a  general  diioussioB  should  be  takw 
upon  that  Tote.   Before  prooeeding  to 


make  some  remarks  upon  the  Motion  of 
which  I  had  given  Notice,  perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gtentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  will  allow  me  to  congra- 
tulate him  upon  the  direction,  which  I 
consider  is  the  right  one,  that  he  has 
taken  in  regard  to  the  number  of  men 
he  has  estimated  to  be  necessary  during 
the  coming  year.   I  believe  that  it  in  an 
honest  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  grapple  with  the  question 
whioh  every  soldier  and  everyone  who 
has  g^ven  his  atteotion  to  the  matter 
has,  almost  without  intermittence,  ad- 
vocated for  many  years  past.    But  in 
saying  that  it  must  not  be  supposed 
that  we  are  satisfied  that  enough  has 
been  done  in  that  direction.     It  is, 
no  doubt,  a  step  in  the  right  direction ; 
but  it  is  only  a  partial  one,  and  one 
which  in  the  future  will  require  a  con- 
siderable increase.   The  increase  in  the  7 
number  of  men  is  amply  one  step ;  but  ( 
what  we  say  is  that  we  require  not  only  \ 
more  men,  but  more  regiments  and  more  | 
units,  if  the  severe  strain  to  which  the  / 
Army  system  has  been  subjected  during  [ 
the  last  few  years  is  to  be  relaxed.  We  \ 
require  not  only,  as  I  said  before,  more  7 
men,  but  a  greater  number  of  units.  And  V 
you  have  now,  in  the  year  186ti,  or  will  - 
have  in  1886-7,  notwithstanding  the  in- 
crease proposed  in  the  present  Esti- 
mates, a  fewer  number  of  men  than  you 
had  20  years  ago,  although  since  1866 
you  have  largely  extended  the  area  of 
your  operations.   During  the  last  £ve 
years  you  have  an  average  of  3,000  men 
more  in  Ireland  than  during  the  five 
years  whioh  preceded  186ti.    Xou  have 
now  something  like  1 8,000  men  employed 
in  E^ypt ;  you  have  olose  upon  10.000 
additional  men  in  the  new  stations 
at  Qnetta  and  elsewhere  on  the  Fron- 
tiers of  Afghanistan,  and  a  largely- 
increased  force  in  South  Africa;  and 
yet  with  all  this,  and  with  an  addi- 
tion of  10,000  men  in  Burmab,  in  re- 
gard to  whioh  you  cannot  look  for  a 
reduction  for  a  number  of  years  to  come 
— with  all  these  additional  stations  and 
even  additional  countries  to  be  provided 
for,  you  have  now  the  same  number  of 
units  which  you  had  in  the  year  1866. 
You  are  trying  to  do  all  this  work  over  7 
this  increased  areaof  country  without  the  / 
addition  of  a  single  unit  to  the  force  yon  / 
had  then.   I  maintain  that  tlus  involves  1 
an  undue  struning  <^  our  military  sys- 
t«u.   It  is  placing  additional  work  upon 
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both  the  men  and  the  o6Scer8,  eren  sup- 
posing that  jour  units  are  efficient.  Un- 
fortunately that  is  not  the  case.  Your 
b&ttalioDs  in  India  are,  no  doubt,  effi- 
cient ;  those  in  the  Colonies  and  in  Ggjpt 
are  only  partially  bo  ;  but  those  at  home 
are  wholly  and  utterly  inefficient.  You 
hare  12  battalions  first  on  the  roster  for 
foreign  service  on  an  increased  estab- 
lishment ;  but  if  they  are  in  the  condi- 
tion in  which  I  recently  saw  one  of  these 
battalions  in  England,  with  a  paper 
strength  of  916  rank  and  file,  but  which 
had  sent  out  some  180  men  to  its 
foreign  battalion  in  the  course  of  a 
few  months,  and  although  it  may  be 
ordered  on  foreign  service  at  any  mo- 
ment, consists  only  of  some  780  effective 
men— or  so-called  effective  men — because 
out  of  those  730  there  are  some  400 
under  one  year's  service,  260  under  six 
months*  service,  and  400  uuder  20  years 
of  age.  Consequently,  the  bulk  of  the 
battalion  are  recruits,  most  of  whom 
are  under  20  years  of  age.  Can 
any  man  in  his  senses  calf  that  an 
efficient  fighting  machine?  The  right 
hon.  OentTeman  the  Seoretaiy  of  State 
for  "War,  following  the  precedent  set  by 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Member  for  Hos- 
sendale  (the  Manjuess  of  Hartington), 
who  now  sits  behind  him,  when  he  was 
asked  recently  for  information  touching 
the  strength  of  someof  thebattalioosthat 
were  first  for  foreign  service,  prudently 
declined  to  give  the  information — I  say 
rudently,  beoauso  it  is  no  doubt  pru- 
ent  that  others  shotdd  not  be  in  a 
position  to  see  us  as  wo  see  ourselves. 
At  the  same  time,  1  say  that  it  is  a  posi- 
tion which  the  House  and  the  country 
should  fully  understand  and  appreciate, 
and  it  is  a  position  in  which  we  should 
not  be  allowed  to  continue.  We  are 
living  in  a  foora  Paradise.  I  am  not, 
however,  going  to  be  satisfied  with  the 
figures  of  one  battalion  alone — 1  will 
tdce  the  whole  of  the  five  battalions 
which  now  form  one  of  the  largest  gar- 
risons we  have  in  England.  These  five 
battalions  have  on  paper  a  strength  of 
3,4d0  men  ;  but  their  actual  strength  is 
not  more  than  2,400 — being  1,000  men 
short  of  their  established  strength.  These 
five  battalions  within  the  last  12  months 
of  the  trooping  season — have  sent  out 
to  their  battalions  abroad  no  fower  than 
l,dOO  men,  being  three-fifths  of  their 
present  total  eti'ective  establishment, 
and  what  would  be,  if  they  were  up  to 
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their  full  strength,  three-seventhe  of  the 
entire  body.  Now,  Sir.  the  Committee 
will  be  further  startled  to  bear  that 
within  the  past  week,  and  it  is  only  a 
sample  of  ibe  previous  ones,  that  these 
five  so-called  efficient  paper  fighting 
machines  were  able  to  turn  out  for 
garrison  and  other  duties  398  men ; 
being  less  than  half  of  the  strength 
of  one  full  battalion  on  its  foreign 
establishment.  Now,  I  thinlc  that  t£e 
Committee  may  gather  from  these 
figures,  as  to  the  accuracy  of  which  I 
have  not  the  slightest  doubt,  a  fair 
idea  of  the  state  of  -tiie  rest  of  tiie 
battalions  in  the  Army  at  home ;  aod 
hon.  Members  may  be  able  to  form  an 
opinion  of  the  state  to  which  the  whole 
Army  has  been  reduced.  I  think  that 
a  more  damning  condemnation  of  the 
system  under  which  the  Army  has  been 
groaning  so  long  could  not  be  given 
than  is  supplied  by  the  figures  I  have 
quoted.  The  system  was  well  described 
by  the  late  Adjutant  General  of  the 
Forces  in  giving  evidence  before  the 
Committee  which  sat  some  five  years 
ago,  in  which  his  opinion  was  extracted 
upon  the  system  of  one  battalion  feed- 
ing another,  or  of  men  being  trans- 
ferred from  one  battalion  to  fill  up  an- 
other. He  stated  that  a  more  pernicious 
system  than  that  now  in  vogue  the  wit 
of  man  could  not  devise.  That  opinion 
is  one  which  will  be  endorsed  by  every 
man  and  officer  in  the  Service.  This 
abominable  invention  of  one  battalion 
feeding  another,  to  the  entire  destruc- 
tion of  the  efficiency  of  the  home 
battalion,  has  met  with  the  universal 
condemnation  of  every  officer  who  has 
commanded  an  Infantry  Division,  Bri- 
gade, or  Battalion  ;  aye,  and  not  only 
of  every  commissioned  offimr,  but  of 
every  noD-dommisuoned  officer  and  fnt- 
vate  as  well.  It  is  a  system  wmch. 
is  utterly  destmctive  of  all  effideoey 
in  the  battalions,  and  in  the  Army 
at  home.  It  is  one  which  destroys 
all  interest  on  the  part  of  the  officers 
in  their  men,  and  of  the  men  in  their 
officers.  It  unsettles  the  men  ;  it  makes 
the  officers  discontented,  and  it  is  utterly 
destructive  of  that  »4pr%t  de  cerpt  which 
ought  to  exist  in  the  Service,  and  which 
has  been  the  means  of  winning  for  the 
country  many  a  fight  at  long  odds.  An 
extract  from  the  letter  of  a  commanding 
officer,  which  I  will  take  the  liberty  of 
reading  to  the  Committee,  is  only  a  sped- 
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men,  and  a  fair  sample  of  many  which  I 
hare  received,  not  only  ftom  officei  s  who 
are  now  in  command,  but  from  officers 
who  have  been  in  command,  and  from 
offieera  of  a  rank  senior  and  junior  to 
those  now  in  command.  This  officer  is 
in  command  of  a  battalion  serving  at 
home,  and  he  says — 

"  The  aystem  of  one  battalion  feeding  others 
is  absolutely  desbuctiTe  of       efficiency.  It 
uDMttlet  young  soldiers,  and  turns 
battalion  mto  a  very  expensive  training  depdt. 
It  moat  be  done  away  with." 

Not  only  by  letters,  hot  in  conversations 
which  I  have  had  with  other  offlcera, 
that  opinion  has  been  endorsed  by  every- 
one to  whom  I  have  spoken.  In  1879 
the  C3ommittee,  known  as  "  Lord  Airey's 
Committee,"  was  appointed  to  investi- 
gate this  and  other  kindred  matters. 
That  Committee,  describing  the  condition 
of  two  battaliouR  which  had  suddenly 
been  sent  abroad  and  broughtnp  to  war 
strength,  as  all  the  Home  Army  would 
have  to  be  in  the  case  of  emergency  at 
the  present  moment — that  Committee,  in 
describing  their  condition,  said — 

"  It  can  only  be  described  as  being  such  that 
if  their  services  bad  been  immediately  required 
in  the  Add  their  employment  wonld  have  been 
calculated  to  court  disaater.  lo  fact,  Uiey 
were  not  such  troops  as  could  be  properly 
entrusted  with  the  protection  of  the  mteresta 
<A  the  British  Empire,  or  with  tiie  maintenance 
of  Its  honour." 

What  stronger  evidence  could  the  coun- 
try have  than  the  deliberately  expressed 
opinion  of  12  or  13  of  the  most  ex- 
perienced officers  in  the  Service  ?  Lord 
Airey's  Committee  further  reported — 
and  I  quote  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
mittee freely,  because  I  do  not  wish  the 
Committee  to  suppose  that  I  am  in- 
truding unsupported  views  and  opinions 
of  my  own  upon  it ;  but  I  wish  to  show 
what  the  opinions  are  of  officers  of  very 

]  great  experience,  and  of  much  greater 
length  of  service  than  myself-~and  to 

-whose  views  the  Members  of  this  Bouse 
would  do  well  to  listen— Lord  Airey's 
Committee,  I  say,  further  reported  in 
favour  of  ti-aining  all  recruits  at  traioing 
depots  in  place  of  the  present  system, 
which  they  say  is,  in  their  opiifion,  most 
unsuitable.  They  also  recommend  that, 
once  posted,  no  man  should  be  liable  to 
be  removed  without  his  consent ;  and  in 
the  concluding  paragraph  but  one  of 
their  Heport  they  say — 

"  Witii  a  view  to  prevent  the  drafting  of  men 
from  one  regiment  for  service  in  another  to  tbe 


cessation  of  a  system  by  which  one  regimoit 
serves  as  the  dep6t  for  another  and  for  the  ro- 
eetsbHshment." 

I  would  ask  the  Committee  to  mark 
these  words,  for  it  is  manifest  that  Lord 
Airey's  Committee  considered  that  that 
«jpri<  d9  e<trp$  which  formerly  prevailed 
had  departed — 

"For  the  rO' establishment  (they  say)  of 
esprit  de  rorpt  in,  and  efficiency  of,  r^ments, 
the  present  system  of  linking  should  be  dono 
away  with." 

In  saying  that  the  system  of  Unking 
should  be  done  away  with,  they  had 
previously  explained  'what  they  meant 
by  linking  or  the  transfer  of  officers  and 
men  from  one  battalion  to  another ;  asoA 
they  expressly  stated  that  they  were  not 
attacking,  any  more  than  X  am,  the 
territorial  system  which  was  not  in 
vogue  at  the  time  of  their  Beport.  The 
territorial  system  may  be  a  good  one, 
and  I  am  not  to  be  understood  as  saying  _ 
anything  against  it.  What  I  contend  l 
is,  that  eveiy  regiment  should  cousist  of  / 
three  practical  units.  At  the  present  1 
time  it  consists  of  one  actual  unit  and  1 
two  mythical  units,  the  actual  one 
abroad  in  a  state  of  complete  efficiency, 
another  battalion  at  home  in  a  state  of 
inefficiency,  and  a  skeleton  depot  of  50 
men  which  is  utterly  useless  for  aU  mili- 
tary purposes ;  and  if  the  home  battalion 
ia  to  continue  to  usurp  its  functions,  it 
might,  for  all  the  use  it  is,  be  done  away 
with.  I  have  said  that  each  regiment 
should  consist  of  three  units ;  and  whe- 
ther the  depot  should  be  an  amalga- 
mated or  combined  depot  of  different 
regiments,  as  recommended  by  Lord 
Airey's  Committee,  or  whether  each 
regiment  should  have  its  own  depot  in 
its  own  territorial  district,  are  matters 
of  minor  consideration  comparatively 
speaking.  I  am  aware  that  some  offi.cer6 
advocate  the  principle  of  the  home 
battalion  enlisting  its  own  recruits.  I 
am  not  prepared  to  say  that  that  would 
not  possibly  be  the  best  system,  pro- 
vided  the  recruits  are  retiuned  and  kept 
in  the  battalion  after  enlistment.  That, 
however,  I  consider  a  quesUon  of  minor 
detail.  As  far  as  my  own  individual 
opinion  goes,  I  believe  that  the  old  ~j 
system  of  a  depot  belonging  to  a  regi- 
ment itself  which  is  not  brought  into 
contact  or  into  connection  with  another 
regiment  is  the  true  and  proper  system  \ 
ot  adopt.  Some  such  system  as  that  we  ^ 
shall  have  to  revert  to  if  the  efficiency  of 
the  whole  Army  is  to  be  restoied.  The 

Digitized  byCjOOglC 


U15  SvffiJf— 


^■tem  which  U  provided  far  in  the  fte- 
MBt  Esftiaiates,  where  both  the  trntta- 
liona  are  abroad  the  depdts  at  home  to 
have  a  strength  of  600  men,  is,  in  mj 
opinion,  one  whirh  oug^it  to  be  followed 
in  all  canea,  whether  there  are  two 
battaliona  abroad,  or  one  abroad  and  the 
other  at  home.  But  whether  it  is  that, 
or  whether  the  sjstem  of  permitting  the 
battalion  to  enlist  and  retain  its  own 
recruits,  is,  as  I  said  before,  a  matter  of 
comparatively  small  importance.  The 
great  point  which  I  wish  to  impress 
upon  the  Oommittee  and  the  country  is, 
that  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  we 
shonld  not  deplete  the  home  battalions 
and  destroy  tbeir  efficiency  by  taming 
them  into  teaining  deputn.  I  and  others 
who  hold  the  same  view  as  that  which 
I  have  myself  advocated  are  of  opinion 
that  there  should  be  an  increase  in  the 
number  of  men  at  all  depots.  I  am 
aware,  of  course,  that  this  will  involve 
an  increased  expenditure,  and  the  Com- 
mittee over  which  Lord  Airey  presided 
was  also  fully  alive  to  the  fact,  and  stated 
so  in  their  Report.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  they  had  in  their  minds  what  has 
been  running  in  my  own — namely,  Uiat 
there  should  be  no  question  to  a  rich 
country  like  England  equal  to  that  of  the 
absolute  efficiency  of  her  small  Army  ;and 
where  die  safety,  welfare,  and  honour  of 
the  country  are  concerned,  the  question 
of  the  paltry  saving  of  a  few  handreds  or 
thousands  in  the  year  should  not  be  put 
in  the  balance.  It  is  of  the  first  im- 
portance to  a  country  which  has  a  small 
Army,  as  compared  with  the  Armies  of 
other  countries,  that  the  Army  she 
possesses  should  be  kept  in  the  highest 

EDSsible  state  of  effldeocy ;  and  the  right 
on.  Oentleman  the  Secretary  of  Stote 
for  War»  who  has  taken  the  first  step  in 
a  right  direction,  has  now  an  opporttmity 
of  associating  his  name  with  a  scheme 
of  reform  which  I  believe  will  earn 
for  him,  not  only  the  gratitude  of  the 
Army,  but  also  of  every  man  who  is 
a  wwl-wisher  of  hia  country.  He  will 
find  that  he  is  amply  supported  by  the 
BeportB  of  various  Comnjittees — Lord 
Ai^'s.  and  others  which  have  sat  on 
this  and  kindred  matters — and  by  the 
Betums  and  figures  to  which  he  has 
Moees.  The  Eeport  of  Lord  Airey's 
Oommittee  was  a  most  exhaustive  one. 
It  sat  for  nine  months,  and  examined  no 
less  than  72  witnesses,  ranging  from 
the  CommandeT'in-Chief  down  to  the 
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sergeant-m^ors  of  aevwal  regune^a  and 

depots.  The  evidence  extended  over  700 
pages,  and  was  preasated  to  FMriiatBeat 
in  the  year  1881 ;  and  the  Report  was 
coached  in  the  most  unequivocal  terms. 
No  notice  whatever  has  been  taken  <rf 
the  Bepoft  of  that  Committee  rince  it 
was  presented,  either  by  the  Govem- 
ment  or  by  Parliament ;  and  I  say 
that  if  it  is  admitted  that  such  an  evil 
exiats  which  makes  it  neooesaiy  to 
appoint  a  Oommittee  oonastiBg  of  Ae 
most  experienced  and  capable  offi- 
cers in  the  Service,  it  is  not  treating 
that  body  with  anyUiing  like  Uie  reepeet 
which  is  due  to  the  labour  they  have 
expended  upon  it  if  th«r  Be  port  ia 
simply  to  be  pigeon-Iuded.  To  tieat 
•ooh  a  Bmort  as  so  maeh  waate  paper 
means  withholding  from  the  country  the 
reforms  which  the  country  has  a  rig;ht 
to  expect  will  be  applied  by  the  £xeea- 
tive  Authority,  under  the  advice  of  men 
who  have  deliberately  given  their  recom- 
raendationa  as  the  outcome  of  a  lifelong 
experience  and  observation.  Before  the 
debate  closes,  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  will  be  able  to  say  that  he  ia 
alive  to  the  vital  importance  of  Uta 
question,  and  that  he  will  give  the  Com- 
mittee and  the  country  sQme  aaaamnee 
that  he  will  continue  to  look  into  the 
matter,  and  to  see  what  steps  can  be 
taken,  b^ore  the  Estimates  for  next 
year  are  framed,  to  bring  about  whatlam 
confident  he  will  find  to  be  a  state  of  cir- 
cumstances in  accordance  with  the  uni- 
versal opinion  of  soldiers.  I  am  not~ 
attacking  the  territorial  system.  lamnot 
touching  upon  the  question  of  loi^  or 
short  service.  They  are  questiona  of 
policy  upuD  which  a  civilian  is  as  capable 
of  giving  an  opinion  as  a  soldier ;  but  ' 
the  question  which  I  have  brought  be- 
fore the  Committee  is  one  on  which  only 
the  soldier  who  has  served,  or  is  now 
serving,  and  who  is  acquainted  with  the 
wants,  the  wishes,  the  hopes,  and  the 
essential  qualities  of  the  soldier  ia  com- 
petent of  expressing  an  opinion.  A 
soldier  is  fully  aware  ot  what  can  or 
cannot  be  done  in  practice ;  and  I  thii^ 
that  the  opinion  which  has  been  or  pro- 
bably will  be  enunciated  by  others  be- 
sides myself  will  be  one  which  eveiy 
soldier  in  the  Army  will  adopt.  So  far 
as  the  Government  are  concerned,  they 
ciinnot  afford  absolutely  to  ignore  the 
opinion  of  old  and  trusted  servants 
solemnly  and  deliberately  ^tbb  ;  and  I 
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hope  tlw  right  hoD.  Gentlemaa  will  be 
able  to  tell  l2ie  Oommittee  he  will  give 
to  the  aabject  that  oonnderation  which 
I  am  rare  he  will  admit  it  deeCTres. 

Ha.  UAGNIAO  (Bedfonfehire,  N., 
Biggleawade) :  I  wish  to  call  the  attea- 
tioQ  <^  the  Oommittee  to  a  Return  whidi 
has  been  given  in  regard  to  a  portion  of 
this  subjeot.  and  I  desire  to  appeal  to 
my  right  hoD.  Friend  the  Seeratary  of 
State  for  War  for  aome  sort  of  explana- 
tioa  in  r^ard  to  this  Olotbing  Vote. 
Hon.  Members  may  not  hare  inquired 
into  tbia  Vote,  and  1  tbink  they  will  be 
somewhat  surprised  to  find  that,  al- 
thoufEh  this  is  called  a  Vote  for  duthing 
the  Army,  it  really  iaoludes  many  otber 
aiibjectfl.  In  fact,  it  is  the  entire 
Olothing  Department  of  the  country- 
Bo  far  as  the  Qorernmeot  is  concerned, 
it  comprises  not  only  the  Army,  but  the 
General  Post  Office,  the  Metropulltao 
Police,  the  Irish  Constabulary,  the  Cus- 
tom House,  the  Board  of  Trade,  Colonial 
CN)Temment8,  India,  and,  in  fact,  every 
ofilcial  in  the  service  of  the  country.  In 
any  othm  country,  I  suppose,  except  a 
oommeroial  conntry  like  this,  theee  so- 
ealled  clothing  establish  meots  would  be 
under  commercial  management ;  but  it 
seems  to  be  Rupposed  that  because  this 
ia  called  the  Army  Olothing  Establiah- 
ment  and  the  Army  Clothing  Vote,  that 
therefore  it  is  necessary  that  this  trading 
eetahlishmeat  should  be  managed  by 
colonels  in  the  Army ;  and  I  am  led  to 
suppose  that  this  is  so  in  consequence  of 
certain  reports  and  rumours  of  com- 
plaints in  regard  to  the  matter  which 
has  been  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  House.  The  House,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  granted  a  Betum  on  my  Motion, 
and  that  Beturn.  which  I  have  already 
received,  is  signed  by  Colonel  Bamaey. 
[An  boo.  Hbubbr:  Who  is  a  private 
gentleman.]  Well,  I  may  have  been 
under  a  misapprehension  with  regard  to 
that  Betura ;  but  I  do  not  think  that  it 
will  very  much  afifect  the  point  I  wish 
to  make  ;  because,  whether  the  Director 
of  the  Clothing  Establishment  is  a 
colonel  in  the  Army  or  only  a  private 
gentleman,  I  do  not  think  that  it  is  leas 
evident  on  the  face  of  the  accounts  that 
a  great  amount  of  improvement  is  ca- 
pable of  being  effected  in  this  Estab- 
lishment. When  I  moved  for  the  Be- 
tum I  carefully  ooosidered  the  terms  in 
which  1  cooohed  it,  and  the  House 
agreed  to  it.  That  Betum  has  now  been 


presented,  and  I  regret  to  «ay  that  it  is 
entir^y  a  Busleadiug  dooament.  I  think 
it  is  soaroely  respectful  to  the  House &at 
a  Betura  ordered  by  the  House  sheuld 
not  only  be  contrary  to  the  letter  of  the 
Motion  upon  which  it  was  granted,  bat 
also  mtirely  opposed  to  the  spirit  of  the 
Motion  itseU.  The  Betum  for  which  I 
moved  was  intended  to  give  an  account 
of  the  number  of  persons  employed  in 
the  Boyal  Army  Clothing  Factory  and 
of  the  wi^es  which  they  receive,  j 
believe  it  is  known  to  everybody  that 
there  have  been  very  great  complaints 
in  regard  to  the  management  of  this 
Factory.  I  will  not  say  whether  those 
complaints  are  well  or  iU-fonaded;  but 
in  moving  for  the  Betum  I  wanted  to 
ascertaiii  if  there  were  any  grounds  for 
those  complaints.  I  find  from  the  Be- 
turn  that  there  are  5,000  perscms  em- 
ployed monthly  in  that  BstaUisbment — 
that  is  to  say,  that  an  average  number 
of  l.'^OO  or  1,3U0  persons  are  employed 
there  per  week.  The  information  I 
asked  for  was  to  be  a  Betura  showing  a 
comparison  between  the  wages  paid  in 
the  month  of  Febraary.  In86,  and  the 
wages  in  the  same  month  in  1885 ;  and 
my  object  in  making  that  inquiry  was 
to  show  whether  or  not  it  was  true  that 
the  work  was  now  being  conducted  on 
some  different  system  in  this  Factory, 
and  that  the  people  were  being  ground 
d<iwn  to  a  lower  rate  of  pay  than  that 
which  had  been  previously  given.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Surveyor  Oeneral  of 
the  Ordnance  (Mr.  Woodall).  in  an- 
swer to  a  Question  put  to  him,  said 
that  it  would  be  found  the  wagea 
had  not  been  reduced,  but  that,  cm 
the  contrary,  they  were  somewhat  larger 
now  than  w«re  paid  in  1885.  That 
is  absolutely  true  in  the  letter,  though 
it  is  anything  but  trae  in  the  spirit,  of 
the  inquiry  that  was  made.  A  Return 
has  been  given  for  the  year  1684,  show- 
ing the  work  done  during  the  past  year 
by  the  workpeople  employed  iu  that 
Efttabliabment.  I  think  it  is  well  known, 
as  is  stated  in  the  Bt*tura,  that  the  work 
itself  is  only  partially  token  home.  A 
similar  Beturu  to  1886  has  been  given, 
shoving  all  the  work  done  in  the  factory 
hours,  and  including  that  taken  home 
out  of  the  factwy  hours,  and  done  in 
what  may  be  called  overtime.  I  find 
that  the  average  rate  of  pay  of  the  work- 
people employed  in  this  Factory  in  1886 
was  17<.  W^d.  per  week;  but  by  the 
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Betarn  it  would  a{Hkear  that  the  aTorage 

riyment  ia  18«.  Ss.  per  veek;  so  tluit 
■ay  the  Betarn  is  foae  in  the  letter, 

hat  not  tme  in  the  spirit ;  and  if  you 
eliminate  the  work  done  on  Sundays,  I 
believe  that  the  average  will  come  uat 
at  16«.  8i.,  or  nearly  6i.  a-week  less  than 
the  payments  of  last  year.  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  that  the  workpeople  are 
underpaid  or  that  they  are  overpaid ;  but 
what  I  do  say  is  that,  when  a  Betarn  is 
ordered  to  be  given  by  the  House,  it 
ought  to  be  givea  so  that  the  House 
may  be  able  to  judge  of  its  aocuraoy. 
One  particular  point  I  had  in  my  mind 
ia  this— It  was  said  that  a  lai^  number 
of  the  persons  employed  were  working  at 
what  are  called  starvatiou  prices.  My 
hon.  Fri«id  below  me  {Hx.  Woodall) 
gave  a  Return  in  very  minute  detail, 
showing  the  number  of  persons  employed 
at  determined  rates  and  wages,  and  the 
Betum  for  the  last  class  shows  that  a 
very  large  number  of  persons  receive  no 
more  than  10«.  per  week.  In  a  Return 
given  so  mlnntely,  I  am  certainly  inte- 
rested to  know  how  persons  who  receive 
less  than  10«.  a-week  can  manage  to 
exist.  Taking  10<.  as  the  minimum,  I 
find  that  in  1886  55d  persons  were  em- 
ployed in  the  A.rmy  Clothing  Factory 
who  only  earned  10«.  a-week,  while  in 
1885  the  number  was  381.  So  that  1 
oaaoot  help  thinking  that  some  altera- 
tion has  been  made  in  the  B^ulations 
of  the  establishment  which  has  brought 
an  increased  number  into  that  class.  I 
have  no  wish,  Sir,  in  this  House  to  ask 
that  any  person  should  be  paid  a  higher 
rate  of  wages  than  that  to  which  he  is 
fairly  entitled.  I  would  not  for  one  mo- 
ment make  a  condition  of  that  kind  ;  on 
the  oontrarr,  I  think  that  every  Oovern- 
mentBstablishment  should  be  conducted 
upon  commercial  principles;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  I  maintain  that  there  are  cer- 
tain commercial  principles  which  ought 
to  be  adhered  to,  and  that  there  ought 
to  be  a  minimum  rate  of  wi^s  for  per- 
sons employed  in  the  Government  Fac- 
tories, in  order  to  secure  that  only  com- 
petent persons  should  be  employed,  and 
that  every  person  employed  in  a  Go- 
vernment Establishment  should  be  able 
to  earn  a  suitable  and  sufficient  amount 
of  money  to  maintain  him  iu  a  respect- 
able condition  of  life.  Now,  I  believe 
that  no  person  can  rent  decent  rooms 
to  live  in  under  4t.  &d.  per  week;  and 
what  I  would  ask  is,  how  any  person  can 

Mr.  Moffniae 


maintaia  himself  or  herself  out  of  IOl 
a-week,  if  he  w  she  haa  4m.  6d.  to  ps; 
for  rent?  It  is  altogether  imposnble; 
and  I  can  only  infer  that  there  is  a  sys- 
tem of  employment  by  which  pemns 
who  are  practically  inoompet«it  to  esn 
an  adequate  rate  of  wages  are  engaged 
in  the  Public  Service.  We  all  koov, 
from  what  we  read  in  the  newspspen, 
bow  easy  it  is  to  cause  a  Call  io  wages. 
There  is  nothing  easier ;  but  I  think  that 
an  evil  of  that  kind  ought  always  to  be 
avoided  in  an  estabUsnmeat  condaded 
by  the  Government.  No  donbt,  such  u 
establishment  ou^ht  to  be  oonduotsd  oi 
commercial  principlea;  bat  it  shoaU  U 
upon  a  principle  which  would  prerrat 
any  person  from  being  g^und  down  and 
placed  in  snoh  a  position  as  to  prodooe  a 
public  scandal.  Of  course,  this  questiaii 
of  wages  must  always  be  governed  by 
the  v^ue  of  labour  on  the  spot ;  but  I 
would  seriously  urge  upon  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  the  necessity  of  giving  it  fall  con- 
sideration. A  claim  may  be  made  that 
the  rate  of  wages  should  be  governed  by 
the  wages  paid  in  London.  I  do  not 
think  that  that  is  a  fair  test  On  tba 
contrary,  I  think  that  the  wages  paid 
should  be  governed  by  the  rate  proper!; 
paid  in  the  place  in  whieh  the  labmir  is 
obtained.  I  am  quite  aware  that  tliis 
argument  has  been  used  in  favour  of  a 
similar  rate  of  wages  bein^  paid  in  Ae 
country  to  that  which  is  paid  in  London; 
but  I  trust  that  that  principle  will  never 
be  acted  upon,  because  it  is  quite  clear 
that  wages  very  materially  depend  on 
the  cost  of  living,  and  the  cost  of  living 
in  London,  as  everybody  knows,  is  much 
more  expensive  in  London  than  in  any 
other  part  of  England,  Ireland,  or  Soot- 
land.  There  is  another  question  wbich 
I  think  ought  to  be  addressed  to  my 
right  hoo.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  and  it  is  that  he  should  not 
allow  this  Glothtog  Establidiment  to  be 
converted  into  anything  in  the  nature  of 
a  charitable  institution.  The  ohjert  h 
to  give  satisfaction,  and  the  only  war  to 
give  satisfaction  in  an  establishment  tike 
this  is  to  conduct  it  not  only  on  com- 
mercial prinuiples,  but  in  a  epiiit 
of  etjuity  and  fairness  with  r^siJ 
to  those  who  are  employed  in  it- 
When  we  come  to  look  at  the  enormoos 
magnitude  of  this  establishment  I  think 
it  will  be  generally  admitted  that  the 
mani^ement  cau  hardly  be  expected  to 
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be  Booh  as  vonld  give  entire  satisfaotion. 
I  am  qnite  aware  that  I  may  be  charged 
with  a  desire  to  increase  iJie  expense ; 
but  I  would  ask  anybody  concerned  in 
oommercial  affairs  whether  he  thinks 
that  he  could  conduct  a  business  with  a 
torn  over  of  £1,320,000  by  means  of  a 
Director,  who  only  receives  £  1 ,200 
a-year?  I  do  not  know  how  this  has 
been  brought  about,  or  how  it  has 
occurred  tluit  a  Director  of  an  establish- 
ment like  this  should  only  receive  £1,200 
s-year.  I  certainly  believe  that  a  maa 
who  is  competent  to  conduct  auoh  an 
establishment  would  be  worth  a  great 
d«fcl  more  than  £1.200  a-year  in  any 
manufacturing  town  in  Europe.  I  am 
qnite  aware  it  may  be  said  that  he  has 
a  technical  assistant  at  his  side.  I  know 
that  the  Assistant  Directijr,  whoever  he 
may  be,  is  supposed  to  be  a  technical 
man  ;  but  it  is  very  difficult  for  ao  out- 
sider to  make  out  who  is  responsible  for 
anj^ing  at  all  in  coonectioa  with  this 
establishment.  It  will  be  found  that 
the  Indian  Government  receives  no  less 
than  £270,000  worth  of  clothing  a-year. 
Who  is  it  who  superintends  that  work  ? 
Again,  clothing  is  supplied  to  the  Admi- 
ralty and  to  the  Volunteers,  and  there 
are  many  other  separate  heads  in  regard 
to  which  clothing  is  iesaed  on  terms  of 
repayment,  and  yet  under  all  of  these 
heads  there  does  not  appear  to  be  any- 
one responsible  except  the  Director  of 
Clothing  at  £1,200  a-year,  with  an 
Assistant  Director  at  £800  a-year.  If 
the  assistant  is  not  a  technical  man  then 
I  say  he  ought  to  be.  A  great  part  of 
the  trade  consists  in  viewing  and  in- 
specting clothes  which  have  been  bought 
by  contract  outside.  Anyone  acquainted 
with  the  woollm  trade  will  be  perfectly 
aware  that  there  are  few  things  which 
require  a  more  searohtng  examination, 
or  a  more  competent  examiner,  than  the 
purchase  of  woollen  clothiapf.  Without 
a  thoroughly  competent  Director  there 
would  be  room  for  any  amount  of  fraud. 
Only  last  year,  or  the  year  before,  we 
had  a  great  scandal  with  respect  to  the 
purchase  of  a  particular  kind  of  furni- 
ture for  the  Government  Offices.  That 
case  showed  the  particular  care  which 
was  required,  and  also  the  necessity  for 
personu  and  practical  knowledge ;  and 
if  those  objects  are  not  secured  no 
amount  of  technical  knowledge  in  con- 
nection with  any  trade  will  be  of  the 
lightest  use  whatever.   I  say  that  the 


Estimates  are  not  aoffloient  to  cover  the 
proper  amount  of  pay  which  ought  to 
be  given  to  the  workpeople,  and  I  think 
it  will  be  necessary  to  make  some  addi- 
tional charge,  although,  perhaps,  not  to 
a  very  lai^e  extent.  Having  made  these 
remarks,  I  ought  to  explain  that  the 
Betum  which  I  moved  for,  and  which 
has  been  laid  upon  the  Table,  I  shall 
not  ask  the  House  to  print,  because  I  do 
not  think  that  the  information  it  con- 
tains is  worth  printing.  It  does  not 
appear  to  me  to  contfdn  the  information 
which  I  required.  I  hope  that  in  an- 
other year  the  matter  wiU  be  more  full^ 
considered,  and  that  a  clear  and  int^U- 
gible  Beturn  will  be  given,  so  that  the 
House,  if  it  is  anxious  to  know,  shall 
know  what  is  being  done,  and  that  no 
charge  of  injustice  in  connection  with 
the  payment  of  starvation  prices  shall  in 
future  be  made. 

General  FEASER  (Lambeth,  N.) : 
Sir,  the  experience  of  four  recent  years 
in  command  of  a  Camp  of  Exercise, 
during  which  period  some  3d  battalions 
w^  under  my  observation,  induces  me 
to  trespass  on  the  indulgence  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  matters  of  deep  intere<it  to 
every  oonstituency.   The  Report  of  then 
Inspector  General  of  Beorniting  affords  / 
complete  evidence  that  the  home  bat-;' 
talions  of  the  Infantry  of  the  Idne  on  | 
the  low  establishment — although  main- 1 
tained  at  a  large  cost  to  the  country —  I 
are  utterly  useless  for  garrison  duties  at 
home,  and  unfit  for  service  abroad.  This 
has  been  the  state  of  the  battalions  for 
a  long  period.    The  Inspector  General 
of  Recruiting  remarks— 

"  If  men  are  unduly  worked,  as  they  always 
will  be  in  very  weak  battaliooa,  the  Army 
obtains  a  bad  reputaUon,  and  becomes  leas 
popular  witli  those  to  whom  we  look  to  fill  its 

ranks. " 

It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  *'  unduly 
worked "  includes  the  tour  of  guard 
coming  round  much  too  quickly,  thereby 
reducing  the  number  of  nights  in  bed 
to  an  extent  that  the  medical  officers 
strongly  deprecate.    Sometimes  I  have  ; 
seen  guard  duty  come  round  so  fre- 
quently that  the  men  have  not  had  more  . 
than  three  nights  in  bed.  while  the  , 
medical  officers  say  they  require  nt  least  ' 
five.    The  home  battalions  have  been 
reduced  to  a  state  of  absolute  inefficiency 
by  being  sacrificed  to  the  feeding  of 
battalions  abroad,  and  to  the  formation 
of  a  Reserve.   Many  battalions  at  home 
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last  jeftTj  md  Uie  year  befiire,  wars  on 
a  aoBiaal  eatobluhment  of  630  ruk  and 
file,  whM  iadhided  baadsBea,  pionem, 
boys,  batmen,  garrison  and  regimental 
employ.  And  we  had  to  eend  abroad 
each  year  800  men — at  times  between 
300  and  SOO  at  one  draft.  A  battalion 
thus  situated  bsa  never  the  chance  of 
beiDg  prsctised  in  the  6eld— for  mwtfas 
and  months  Commanding  Officers  have 
no  opportunity  of  parading  their  regi- 
ments— phantom  regiments  I  may  oaLl 
them.  The  few  men  who  are  aot  re- 
cruits—and some  regiments  have  300 
out  of  620— are  dribUed  away  in  garri- 
son employ,  standing  orderlies,  ho^ital, 
tire  brigade,  Sfaff  officers'  sorrants,  and 
by  other  causes;  and  so  Commanding 
Officers  have  no  opportunity  of  training 
the  offican  and  men  in  their  duties  in 
the  field.  The  loss  of  this  practice,  con- 
sequent on  the  debilitated  state  of  the 
battalions  is  most  serious ;  for  unless  the 
troops  are  exercised  in  the  practice  of 
Bcoutiog,  outpost  duties,  protection  of 
their  flanks,  taking  advantage  of  ground, 
the  skill  of  attack  and  defence,  and  other 
most  important  duties,  they  are  worse 
than  useleas  in  a  campaign.  Theoretical 
instruction  is  of  no  use  without  prac- 
tice. The  addition  to  the  number  of 
men  in  these  battalions  proposed  in  the 
Estimates  will  he  of  the  greatest  benefit 
to  the  Service— as  on  the  I  st  of  January, 
18S6,  there  was  a  d^ienoy  of  3.61S 
men.  The  prospect  of  recruiting  the 
extra  10,000  is  not  promising  unless 
greater  temptations  are  held  out  to  re- 
cruits to  join  and  to  remain.  The  In- 
spector General  of  Becruiting  reports — 

"  The  waste  should  be  calculated  at  not  less 
than  one-sixth  of  the  strength." 

On  January  1,  1686,  the  strength  was 
192,929,  which  would  make  the  waste 
32,000.  From  the  Inspector  General  of 
Becruiting's  Beport  we  learn  that 
46,613  men  will  be  required  in  1886— 
namely,  estimated  waste  33,000;  pro- 
posed increase  to  Establishment,  10,000; 
and  defidenoy  on  January  1, 1886,  3,613, 
making  a  total  of  45.613.  The  strength 
of  the  First  Class  Army  Beserve  on  the 
Ist  of  January,  1886,  was  41,889.  It 
may  be  said  that  though  the  home  bat- 
talions are  bnt  skeletons  the  Beserve 
can  be  recalled  to  fill  their  raoks.  They 
may  in  case  of  great  national  emergency  ; 
but  where  then  would  be  the  Beserves? 
—in  the  first  Line!  With  regard  to 
deserters.    It  appears  that  in  1884 
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4,462  men  dseertad  froas  t^  Am^v  ud 
tfai4  out  of  this  nombar  a,OAl  vera 
under  on«  year'a  aerriee.  la  1885, 4,147 
deserted,  and  2,976  remained  away  in  a 
state  of  deserdon.  In  1885,  l,909reenitts 
bought  their  dischargee  within  three 
months  of  enlietiog.  This  decreaae  must 
hare  caused  great  expens*  to  the  ooan- 
try,  and  the  reason  for  this  waste  re- 
quires explanation.  As  a  general  rule 
the  reca'uits  who  purchase  their  dis- 
charge are  recpectable  ;  they  have  en- 
listed not  from  being  badly  off,  bat  vrith 
the  wish  to  become  soldiers.  As  a  g;ene> 
ral  rule  they  are  of  a  superior  daaa  to 
the  ordinary  recruit,  and  their  diachai^ 
is  a  loss  to  the  Service.  With  regard  to 
remiits — the  present  standard  bemg^, 
height  5  feet  3  inches,  chest  measaremeot 
33  inches,  and  age  1 7  yeara — it  ia  bard 
to  conceive  that— 

*'  As  a  rule  the  men  are  as  good  u  ever 
entered  Her  Majesty's  Serrioe." 

To  use  the  words  of  the  InspeotiMr  Oene- 
ral,  we  may  veU  believe  that  a  cry  has 

been 

"  raised  against  the  recruits  because  they 
were  not  eflective  as  soon  as  could  be  wished." 

The  rule  at  Aldershot  Camp  is  that 
cruits  must  be  returned  as  fit  for  dnty 
in  four  months  after  joining.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  very  few  are  then  fit  lar 
tbe  ranks — which  is  not  snrpnsing^,  as 
they  certainly  have  not  had  time  to 
mature ;  and  yet  no  more  time  »n  be 
allowed,  for  the  Beport  shows  that  ihere 
were  75,352  men  under  three  years'  ser- 
vice on  January  21,  1885,  out  of  which 
31,758  were  under  one  year's  service. 
With  an  Army  like  our  own,  enlisted 
entirely  on  the  voluntary  system,  whose 
duty  calls  it  all  over  tbe  world,  no  pains 
should  be  spared  to  render  the  Service 
popular,  and  to  raise  its  tone  and  effi- 
cieocy.  Much  has  been  done  in  tbis 
direction  of  late— much  remains  to  be 
done.  Perhaps  the  Committee  will  now 
permit  me  to  enter  into  a  few  details. 
There  is  no  souroe  of  discontent  more 
burning  than  the  arrangements  by  wfaidi 
a  soldier  has  to  accept  the  cabt-off 
clothing  —  part  wom  is  the  term  —  of 
others.  A  country  lad  brought  up  in 
godliness  and  cleanliness  joins  and  re- 
ceives a  shabby,  stained,  gressy  suit  of 
part  wom,  and  very  much  wom,  clothiDg. 
Tbis  sj-stem  is  strongly  condemned  hy 
Commanding  Officers — it  leads  to  erine, 
as  men  make  away  with,  these  artieleB 
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purposely,  and  thereby  render  them- 
sdves  liable  to  severe  punishment.  The 
saving  to  the  Government  by  this  sys- 
tem is  not  equivalent  to  its  disadvan- 
tages. There  is  no  objection  to  the  re- 
issue  of  great-coats,,  capes,  and  tunics,  if 
fit  for  wear.  Forage  caps,  jackets,  and 
trousers  are  strongly  objected  to.  There 
is  a  very  strong  feeling  in  the  minds  of 
all  soldiers  that  the  nothing  given  to 
them,  and  repaired  at  their  own  cost, 
should  be,  as  of  old,  their  own  property. 
Tbi8  was  the  system  formerly,  and  it  an- 
swered well.  It  led  to  thrift  and  care, 
and  it  was  a  source  of  great  encourage- 
ment to  the  good  soldier.  Another  cause 
of  disappoiotmeDt  to  the  recruit  is  that, 
under  the  "conditions  of  enlistment,*' 
published"byauthority,"  he  is  promised 
a"  ration  of  bread  and  meat."  He  finds 
that  it  consists  of  1  lb.  of  bread  and  ^  lb. 
of  meat,  which  includes  bone  and  gristle. 
^This  small  ration  is  not  enough  for 
^growing  lads  who  have  to  be  matured. 
The  ration  being  so  small,  men  are  in- 
duced, in  many  oases,  to  stay  their  appe- 
rtites  by  drinking.  Deferred  pay  has  not 
I  been  a  success.  In  the  majority  of  eases 
it  finds  its  way  into  public  and  other 
houses  less  respectable  in  a  very  short 
time  after  the  man  to  whom  it  is  paid 
leaves  the  barrack -yard,  and  does  neither 
him  nor  his  friends  the  least  good.  This 
'  money  ought  to  be  spent  on  exlra  mess- 
ing and  comforts;  it  would  be  more  be- 
neticial  than  handing;  over  a  lump  sum 
to  a  soldier,  who  wul  quickly  spend  it 
in  most  instances.  Men  con  always,  if 
80  inclined,  place  their  savings  in  the 
regimental  or  Post  Office  Savings  Bank. 
The  discharge  of  bad  characters  is  of 
great  benefit  to  the  Service.  The  ex- 
ample of  worthless,  disreputable  men 
is  most  injurious  to  the  behaviour  and 
happiness  of  the  young  soldier,  and 
their  dismissal  from  the  ranks  would 
render  the  Army  much  more  popular. 
The  bad  characters  in  a  regiment  are 
the  curse  of  it.  The  expansion  of  the 
time  of  service — that  is,  allowing  men 
to  take  ou  for  dififerent  periods  until 
ultimately  they  may  earn  a  pension — is 
a  source  of  infinite  gratification  to  all 
who  take  an  interest  in  the  Service,  and 
again  opens  up  a  career  for  a  soldier. 
Beyond  the  loss  of  strength  to  battaliooa 
at  home,  occasioned  by  the  passage  of 
men  to  the  Beserve,  and  the  transfer  of 
men  to  the  battalions  abroad,  the  waste 
is  immense  from  other  causes,  such  as 
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from  desertion,  purchase  of  discharge, 
invaiidiog,  and  deaths ;  12,726  men 
were  lost  to  the  Service  last  year  by 
such  waste,  My  experience  of  me  state 
of  battalions  inclines  me  to  conclude 
that  the  battalions  at  home  should  drill 
their  own  recruits,  and  that  the  regi- 
mental districts  should  fnmidi  we 
drafts  for  the  battalions  abroad.  The 
present  system,  by  which  the  battalions 
abroad  are  fed  by  the  battaliona  at 
home,  cannot  be  maintained,  as  duty 
calls  for  a  larger  number  of  battalions 
abroad  than  are  retained  at  home. 
Therefore  there  must  be  certain  regi- 
ments with  both  battalions  abroad. 
There  are  at  present  14  Line  regiments 
with  both  their  battalions  abroad.  In 
thanking  the  Committee  for  its  indul- 
gence, permit  me  to  express  a  hope  that 
a  system  of  dealing  with  our  soldiers 
may  be  adopted  which  will  tend  to 
decrease  the  number  of  desertions,  to 
diminish  drunkenness  and  crime,  and  to 
induce  recruits  to  coma  and  to  stay. 
Let  this  old  feeing  of  regiments  be 
brought  hack.  Let  all  ranks  again  look 
upon  the  battalion  as  their  home,  to  be 
happy  in,  to  work  for,  so  that  it  may 
excel  and  take  a  pride  in  its  old 
associations,  traditions,  and  renown ;  to 
be  looked  upon  as  an  effective  unit  of 
the  Army  that  has  gained  honour,  and 
will  do  so  again  when  opportunity 
occurs. 

Mh.  W.  H.  SMITH  (Strand,  Weat- 
mioster) :  I  quite  agree  with  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Winchester  who 
initiated  this  discussion  (Mr. Tottenham) 
that  there  cannot  be  a  more  important 
question  than  the  effioieney  of  our  In- 
untiy  battalions ;  but  I  do  not  propose 
to  follow  my  hon.  Friend  preouely  in 
the  manner  in  which  he  lus  referred 
to  these  topics.  I  wish  rather  to  address 
myself  to  the  general  question  which 
has  been  raised  in  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Qentieman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  and  to  ask  him  for  fur- 
ther information  than  the  Committee 
and  Parliament  have  yet  received.  I 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
say  that  the  strength  of  a  battalion 
at  home  was  to  be  in  no  case  less  than 
750.  There  was,  I  believe,  a  distinct 
understanding  to  that  effect.  The  right 
hon.  0«ntlemau  admitted  very  much  of 
the  contention  of  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  behind  me  (Qencval  Fraser),  that 
the  strain  on  the  resources  of  the  Army 
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auder  the  exiBting  aystem  during  the 
last  two  or  three  years  lias  been  exceed- 
ingly great,  and  that,  in  fact,  it  is  not 
possible  to  continue  it.  Then  the  right 
hon.  0«ntleman  went  on  to  say  that  in 
all  oases  in  which  the  two  batUlions  of 
a  regiment  were  abroad  a  depot  of  at 

^  least  600  was  to  be  maintaiaeil  in  this 
country.  That  was  the  arrangement 
which  wa9, 1  beliere,  laid  down  by  the 
late  GoTernment,  and  was  found  to  be 
absolutely  necessary  in  order  to  supply 

i.  the  drafts  that  were  requisite  to  keep  up 
the  battalions  on  active  serrice.  1  am 
exceedingly  glad  that  the  right  hon. 
G^entleman  has  followed  our  advice,  and 
that  he  has  oome  to  a  oonolusion  that  it 
is  necessary  to  maintain  that  ^stem,  so 
that  in  case  of  an  arrangement  for 
having  two  battalions  abroad  a  depot  of 
at  least  600  shall  be  retained  in  this 
country  to  supply  the  demand.  I  think 
I  h^ve  given  to  the  Committee  an  accu- 
rate representation  of  what  the  right 
Hon.  Gentleman  stated.  The  figures 
themselves  appear  in  the  EetimatM.  I 
find  that  tiie  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
under  the  circumstanoea,  has  asked  for 
an  Establishment  of  148,518  men,  and 
in  order  to  cany  out  the  engu^ement  he 
has  made  with  Farliament  and  the  coun- 
try it  is  neoessaiy  that  that  Establish- 
ment should  be  maintained.  I  think 
that  follows  as  a  matter  of  course.  The 
figures  lire  given  on  page  15  of  the  Esti- 
mates. I  find  that  last  year  the  Estab- 
lishments were  oonudorably  less  than 
they  are  this  year.  Idut  year  tiie  Estab* 
lishment  voted  was  188.986  men,  with  a 
total  number  of  142,194  men;  whereas 
in  the  present  year  there  is  an  Estab- 
lishment of  148,518  men,  and  a  total 
number  of  15 1 ,867  men.  The  gross  Esti- 
mates for  last  year  showed  an  outlay  on 
the  Army  of  £5,542,000.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  makes  a  rule-of-tl^ee 
sum  of  these  figures,  he  will  find  that 
if  142,194  men  cost  £5.542,000,  then 
151,867  men  would  cost  £5,919,000. 
Butthegross  Estimate  is  only  £d,657,  SCO, 
and,  on  the  basis  of  the  same  calculation 
as  last  year,  the  money  taken  is  £26 1 , 700 
less  than  last  year.  Therefore,  the  pro- 
portions in  the  Estimate  are  wrong  to 
that  extent.  Now,  Sir,  tiie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  took  credit  to  himself  for 
modesty  of  his  Estimates.  He  said  it 
was  inevitable  that  the  Estimates  should 
be,  to  a  Urge  extent,  conjectural;  that 
it  was  bettor,  more  satisfactory,  and 
Mr.  W.  S.  amifh 


more  r^rul"  ^  GoTemmani 

should  fix  the  Estimates  on  a  moderate 
rate  of  expenditure,  rather  than  esUmste 

for  a  larger  outlay  which  might  not  in 
reality  be  incurred.  I  do  not  wish  in 
the  slightest  degree  to  misrepresent  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but,  as  I  under- 
stand the  Estimatos,  they  are  based  upon 
the  necessities  of  the  Army,  and  the 
obligation  of  the  Government  to  main- 
tain a  certain  Force  in  ^^ypt.  The 
modest  Estimates— the  conjectural  Esti- 
mates—the  hypothetical  Estimates  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  do  more 
than  keep  up  an  Army  of  Occupation  in 
Egypt  of  8,800  men,  and  upon  that 
assumption  the  whole  provision  for  the 
Army  is  founded.  It  is  assumed  th^ 
a  Force  of  8,800  men  will  be  retained  in 
Egypt,  and  that  the  other  battalions — 
eight  or  nine  now  there — will  be  recalled, 
that  they  will  be  added  to  Uie  home 
strength,  that  it  will  not  be  necessary  to 
maintain  depots  of  600  for  these  bat- 
talions which  are  abroad,  and  that  a 
certain  number  of  depots— I  think  seven 
— will  be  reduced.  But  that  modest 
Estimate — that  conjectural  Estimate — 
based  on  the  lowest  Estimate  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  deems  to  be  a 
proper  and  reasonable  one — that  modest, 
conjectural,  and  hypothetical  "P-at'm^*", 
for  which  the  provision  of  only  151,867 
men  is  taken,  shows  that  the  proportion 
between  the  Establishment  and  the  total 
numbers  is  exactW'  the  same  aa  last 
year.  Therefore  I  infer  that  the  coat 
of  the  soldier,  the  proportion  to  be 
raised,  and  the  expenditure  to  he  in- 
curred, ought  to  be  precisely  in  the  same 
proportion,  and  therefore  I  maintain 
that  the  Estimates  have  been  framed 
not  only  on  a  modest  and  restrictive  view 
of  the  requirements  of  the  Service,  but 
that  they  are  also  framed  insufiBciently 
to  meet  those  modest  requirements.  I 
now  turn  to  a  noard  of  financial  wisdom 
which  was  given  to  the  world  some  years 
ago.  I  remember,  when  I  was  in  Office^ 
that  I  and  my  GoUeaguee  were  severely 
rated  by  the  present  Prime  Minister  for 
making  further  demands  on  the  Exche- 
quer &an  those  which  had  been  esti- 
mated for  in  the  first  instance.  I  wiU 
read  the  paragraph  from  the  ^eech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentieman  vdiidi  lays 
down  uie  canon  law  on  the  subject.  In 
a  speech  which  the  right  hoo.  Gcotie- 
man  delivered  in  Edinburgh,  in  187^  he 
said — 
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"  He  seoond  rule,  gentlnaen,  !■  ihU— and 
thii  is,  perhaps,  tlie  most  easontial  of  tbem  all — 
that  once  in  the  year,  and  only  once,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  shall  make  hie  Finan- 
cial Statemont,  Bball  Bay  such  vaa  my  income 
and  Buch  was  my  duum  for  the  ^ear  that 
liaa  expired,  ao  that  I^u-uamant  can  jndge  me 
upon  it;  snch  ia  my  estimated  income  ond 
Buoh  IB  my  estimated  char^  for  the  year 
that  n  to  come,  so  that  Parliament  can  form 
its  judgment  with  lefetence  to  the  condition 
of  tne  coQDtry,  whether  It  is  reasonable,  and, 
if  there  he  need,  what  measures  it  shall  take 
in  order  to  supply  the  means.  Now  there 
are  great  ocoasiona,  undoubtedly,  when  it  is 
nocessary  for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to  depart  from  such  a  rule.  A  war  ma^ 
break  out,  which  could  not  have  been  antici- 
pated, long  after,  months  after,  his  Budget — 
of  course  I  do  not  speak  of  cases  like  this. 
If  you  will  look  over  the  Bud^ts  of  the  last 
Qovemment,  you  wilt  see  that  in  almost  every 
case  we  spent  less  money  than  we  had  asked 
Parliament  to  giro  ub.  We  acted  upon  this 
old,  well-established— aye,  and  Twill  venture 
to  say,  oonaervative  pnnciple.  not  in  a  Party 
sense,  but  in  a  sense  higher  than  a  Party 
sense — this  oonservatiTe  principle  of  compel- 
ling the  Minister  to  state  all  the  ohazp;e  that  he 
is  likely  to  incur,  in  order  to  ^^^"tft^n  the  effi- 
cacy of  popular  control." 

I  would  add  far&ei>~in  order  also  to 
mamtain  the  effloieooy  of  the  ServioeB 
for  which  he  was  respoDsible.  We 
notice  that  in  the  present  case  there  will 

I  in  all  probability  be  a  Supplementary 
Estimate,  if  the  Force  in  Egypt  cannot 
be  reduced  to  the  number  mentioned  in 

-  tlie  Estimates.  Now,  I  say  that  that  is 
a  distinct  breach  of  the  canon  law  laid 
down  by  the  present  Head  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's QoTCTDment.  We  are  told  that 
it  is  the  duty  of  a  Minister  to  state  the 
outmde  expenditure  which  he  is  likely 
to  inear,  and  rather  to  ask  for  more 
money  than  he  expects  to  spend  than  to 
take  less  than  in  all  probability  will  be 
cequired.  Tet  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  excuses 
himself  for  not  stating  the  full  cost  of  the 
serrices  which  are  likely  to  be  entered  into 
on  the  ground  that  it  will  be  in  his  power 
to  ask  for  a  Supplementary  Estimate. 
It  is,  at  all  events,  an  unsatisfactory  de- 
parture from  the  sound  principles  laid 
down  some  six  or  seren  years  ago.  I 
will  now  pass  from  that  subject ;  but  I 
do  hope  that,  whatever  the  circumstances 
may  be,  the  engagement  which  has  been 
made  to  maintain  the  Force  at  a  strength 
for  each  battalion  at  home  of  at  least  750 
men  will  be  observed.  Let  the  Commit- 
tee consider  what  position  we  are  in.  We 
are  now  adding  100  men  to  the  strength 
of  each  battalion  in  India.   That  ad- 


dition of  100  men,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  us,  will  involve  a  large 
increase  of  the  drafts  required  from  year 
to  year  from  the  country.  Perhaps  irom  / 
170  to  180  men  will  be  reqaired  to  be| 
sent  out  to  the  battalion  on  foreign  ser-l 
vice  every  year.  If  it  has  only  750  men,  \ 
or  less  tlian  760  men,  yon  will  have  j 
something  which  really  is  not  a  battalion  t 
capable  of  service,  but  a  mere  de^dtj 
which  is  nothing  but  a  training  machine. 
You  recognize  this  by  saying  that  in  the  1 
case  of  double  battalions  abroad  you  \ 
will  supply  a  depot  of  600  each.  But  in  \ 
many  cases  last  year  it  is  notorious  that 
the  battalion  at  home  had  only  20,  80, 
or  40  men  for  duty,  after  the  drafts  for 
foreign  service  had  been  sent  out.  No 
one  can  justify  a  continuation  of  such  a 
condition  of  things.  I  wish  now  to  say 
a  word  or  two  about  another  item  whifdi 
appears  in  the  Estimates,  and  which  waa 
spoken  of  the  other  night.  With  regard 
to  Saakin,  we  are  told  that  £58,000  is  to 
be  taken  for  the  garrison  of  that  place. 
On  that  point  I  am  anxious  to  obtain 
from  the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  an  as- 
surance that  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
who  contribute  the  ftdl  cost  of  the  ser- 
vice, will  provide  that  at  least  the  officers 
in  charge  of  the  troops  at  that  place  shall 
be  British  officers.  I  have  heard  that 
there  is  likely  to  be  some  difficulty  on 
that  point,  and  therefore  I  think  it  ia 
necessary  that  we  should  have  an  assur- 
ance  from  the  Government  that  the 
troops  intended  for  the  defence  of  Egypt 
will  be  thoroughly  efficient.  While  in 
favour  of  the  employment  of  Native 
troops  in  Egypt,  I  believe  that  they 
can  only  be  enhiient  and  useful,  at  all  \ 
events,  for  two  or  three  years  to  come, 
under  the  direction  and  control  of  British 
officers.  lvalue  the Egyptiansvery highly 
indeed,  and  I  bdieve  that  the  ^mttiaa 
officers  would  be  of  value  in  the  direo* 
tion  and  discipline  of  their  troops  ;  but 
in  the  recent  past  they  have  not  been 
capable  of  leading  their  troops,  and  it  is 
necessary  that  for  the  present  British 
officers  should  be  employed.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  some  remarks 
about  recruiting.  As  regards  reoruitiug, 
it  has,  I  think,  been  most  satisfactory 
during  the  past  year ;  and  I  wish  to  join 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  giving 
the  highest  possible  tribute  of  praise  to 
General  Bulwer  for  the  services  he  has 
rendered  to  the  country  in  the  matter  of 
recruiting.   General  Bulwer  has  been  a 
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most  able  aod  efficient  reoruitiog  officer 
during  the  past  five  years,  aod  nis  sole 
objeot  has  been  to  make  the  Senrioe 
popular.  I  will  venture  to  say  that  in  a 
Volantary  Army  the  conditions  of  ser- 
Tioe  must  be  always  such  as  to  attract 
the  soldier  himself,  and  that  any  attempt 
to  enforce  the  regulations  and  conditions 
wbtoh  may  be  possible  with  a  Continen- 
tal Army  would  be  quite  out  of  place. 
In  this  country  we  appeal  to  the  public 
and  ask  them  to  jom  the  Colours  as 
volunteera,  and  not  as  foned  men  or  as 
conscripts;  and  therefcnre  the  general 
condition  of  the  soldier  must  be  suoh  as 
to  be  attractive  to  them,  and  give  them 
confidence  that  not  only  the  rate  of  pay, 
but  every  other  advantage  offered  to 
them,  will  be  maintained.  There  should 
be  nothing  excessive  in  the  way  of  duty. 
My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  Lambeth  (Qeneral  Fraser)  has  told 
the  Committee  that  under  the  present 
system  men  are  kept  out  of  their  beds 
for  three  or  four  nights  a-week.  I  believe 
that  if  proper  care  were  exercised  many 
of  the  inconveniences  which  now  arise 
would  be  remedied  to  a  lar^  extent.  In 
the  first  place,  the  constitution  of  the  re- 
cruit should  be  carefully  considered,  and 
there  should  be  no  atoain  pat  upon  him 
which  ifl  likely  to  lead  to  an  unsatisfac^ 
toiy  result,  and  which  frequently  be- 
comes the  cause  of  desertion.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  remarked  that  with  re- 
gard to  the  Militia  officers  there  have 
been  an  increase  in  the  number  of  160 
or  170  during  the  past  year,  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  222  subaltern 
officers  had  joined  the  Line  from  the 
Militia.  Now,  I  venture  to  think  that 
the  very  fact  that  these  subaltern  officers 
have  joined  the  Lino  from  the  Militia 
goes  y&c^  far  indeed  to  accotmt  for  the 
increase  in  the  number  of  Militia  officers. 
If  HiliUa  officers  find  that  they  can  get 
employment  in  the  Line  by  doing  their 
duty  well  in  the  Uilitia,  and  qualifying 
themselves  while  in  the  Militia  for  Line 
empbyment,  it  will  nndoubtedly  render 
the  Militia  Service  more  popular  by 
showing  that  it  is  a  channel  by  which 
young  and  energetic  men  can  obtain  an 
entrance  into  the  Hegular  Forces.  It 
certainly  affords  a  source  of  attraction 
to  young  men  to  join  the  Militia  which 
has  not  been  previously  experienced  or 
realized,  and  I  therefore  support  the 
view  which  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
has  adopted  in  regud  to  this  particular 
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matter.  Another  question  was  raised  by 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  Finsbury  (Colonel  Duncan),  who 
spoke  of  the  compulsory  retirement  of 
Captains  and  Majors.   Now,  I  cannot 
help  drawing  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  fact  that  the  Non-Effeo- 
tire  Vote  is  growing— perhaps  slowly, 
but  growing  year  by  year — and  assum- 
ing dimensions  which  are  now  really 
alarming,  and  form  good  ground  for 
serious  apprehension.    The  Vote  is ' 
growing,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
the  charge  for  pensions,  as  far  as  the 
soldier  is  concerned,  has  decreased.  The 
charge  for  long-service  pensions,  which 
was  so  large  some  years  ago,  has  been 
very  much  curtailed  owing  to  short  ser-  ' 
vice;  and  therefore  it  comes  to  this,  / 
that  the  increase  we  deplore  is  due  to  ^ 
the  fact  that  officers  are  forced  out  of 
the  Service  at  the  age  of  40,  or  45,  or  48, 
when  in  the  prime  of  life,  and  quite 
capable  of  discharging  their  duty  to 
the  country  and  the  Army.   Th^  are 
compulaorily    retired   at   a  moment 
when  tiiey  are  most  anxious  to  remun, 
and  their  retirement  is  a  loss  not  only 
to  the  country,  but  to  the  Army  itsw. 
I  hope,  most  sincerely,  that  the  atten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
his  CoUei^es  will  be  given,  not  ak>ne 
to  the  economy  which  may  be  effei^ed 
by  extending  the  period  of  service,  but 
to  the  increased  efficiency  of  the  Army 
which  may  be  secured.  There  are  many 
other  ways  in  which  economy  may  be 
effected ;  but  knowing  that  Uiese  sub- 
jects had  not  been  fully  investigated 
when  X  left  the  War  Office,  I  will  not 
now  enter  upon  them.   I  will  content 
myself  with  simply  expressing  a  hope 
that  both  economy  and  efficiency  will  be 
studied  together,  and  that  both  will  re- 
ceive the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
GK>vemment  and  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State,  with  spe- 
cial reference  to  the  charge  ica  uua 
branch  of  the  Swvice.   I  believe  tiwt 
nothing,  on  the  whole,  would  be  more 
popular  in  the  Service  itself,  and  that 
there  is  nothing  that  would  more  tend 
to  relieve  the  disagreeable  sensation  of 
a  man  of  40  years  of  age  who  finds  him- 
self compelled  to  be  a  pensioner  for  life, 
and  who  knows  that  he  has  render«d 
himself  unfit  for  any  other  useful  occu- 
pation by  the  17  or  18  years  of  his  life 
which  he  has  devoted  to  a  Military 
feeeion.   My  right  hoa.  Friend  made 

Digitized  by  Google 


1833  Supplif—  {Mabch 


25,  1886}       Army  EtttmaUi.  1834 


some  remarks  aa  to  the  amount  of  the 
estimates  which  he  has  submitted  to  the 
House.  No  doubt,  they  are  large  Esti- 
mates; but  he  has  explained  to  the 
House  tfaftt  these  Estimates  have  been 
rendered  inevitable  by  the  fact  that  the 
improvements  in  machinery,  and  the 
seientifio  disoovenes  of  the  last  few  years 
— ^the  march  of  invention,  in  point  of 
fact — ^have  made  it  absolutely  necessary 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government,  if  it 
did  not  excel,  should  at  least  follow,  the 
exertions  which  are  being  made  abroad 
in  qualifying  the  Forces  of  the  country 
for  any  service  they  may  be  called  upon 
to  perform.  Well,  Sir,  I  must  confess 
that  I  do  regret  that  some  of  the  work 
which  was  in  progress  has  been  stopped. 
I  am  very  far,  indeed,  from  advocating 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  should 
at  any  time  offer  employment  where 
there  is  no  work  to  be  done  that  is  ne- 
cessary in  the  interests  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  I  would  not  advocate,  under 
any  circumstances,  the  addition  to  the 
Ssbmates  of  a  single  £1  for  that  pur- 
pose. But  the  question  is — What  are  the 
neoessitiea  of  the  country  at  the  present 
time  ?  Oan  you  undertake  to  supply  her 
requirements  more  eoonomieally,  more 
BuccesefuUy,  and  more  effidently  no  w  than 

?ou  oan  in  a  time  of  panic  and  alarm  ? 
have  witDMsed  successive  panics  and 
successive  alarms,  and  I  have  been  con- 
scious of  the  fact  that,  under  the  pres- 
sure of  those  panics  and  alarms,  the 
money  voted  on  a  Vote  of  Credit  melts 
awa;  very  rapidly,  and  that  the  country 
rarely  gets  full  value  for  the  money  it 
expend^.  I  believe  that  a  judicious  ex- 
penditure of  money  now  in  bringing  up 
the  stores  required  to  the  amount  at 
which  a  sound  judgment  would  fix  them, 
would  be  an  economical  expenditure  of 
money,  because  yon  would  expend  that 
money  under  no  pressure,  with  no  panic, 
with  no  waste,  and  with  no  over-crowded 
D^artment  of  any  kind.  You  would 
have  the  full  control  of  your  machinery, 
fall  control  over  your  materials,  and  you 
would  be  able  to  produce  results  which 
would  give  confidence  and  a  sense  of  se- 
curity to  the  country.  A  few  days  ago 
a  Circular  was  issued  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
addressed  to  the  various  Local  Authori- 
ties throughout  the  Kingdom,  in  which 
he  suggested  to  them  that,  in  oonse- 
qnence  of  the  exceptional  depresnon 


which  has  prevailed,  they  should  under- 
take any  public  works  that  required  to 
be  undertaken,  and  that  if  they  required 
the  consent  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  the  borrowing  of  money  that 
consent  would  be  given.  I  do  not  ask 
even  for  the  application  of  that  pritt<aple 
in  this  particular  case  ;  but  the  present 
state  of  the  labour  market  affords  an  op- 
portunity which  would  render  a  judicious 
and  necessary  expenditure  in  this  direc- 
tion more  than  justifiable.  I  do  not  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  authorise 
loans,  or  any  extravagant  amount  of  ex- 
penditure ;  but  I  wish  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  to  this  fact— that 
Her  Majesty's  Govemmeot  are  discharg- 
ing some  400  or  500  men  at  Woolwich 
and  Enfield,  and  probably  at  other  Go- 
vernment works.  If  they  will  allow  the 
authorities  at  Woolwich  and  Enfield 
and  elsewhere,  money  to  carry  out 
those  works  which  are  deemed  to  be 
works  of  utility,  although,  perhaps,  not 
works  of  pressing  necessity,  the  ser- 
vices of  these  men  might  be  retained. 
What  I  maintain  is,  that  although  it 
might  not  be  an  example  to  be  followed 
except  in  exceptional  cironmstanoes,  it 
would  be  at  the  present  moment  a  wise 
and  judicious  expenditure,  and  probably 
one  which  would  not  only  be  economi- 
cal but  absolutely  justifiable  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  country  at  large.  I  do 
not  know  that  I  have  an^  furui^  occa- 
sion to  detain  the  Committee  from  the 
discussion  which  they  are  anxious  to 
enter  into.  One  point  to  which  I  wished 
specially  to  draw  the  attention  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  was  the  very  slow 
progress  which  has  been  made  with  the 
manufacture  of  the  new  rifie.  I  under- 
stand that  only  55,000  stand  are  to  be 
produced  during  the  year;  and  I  must 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
last  year  the  demand  ^m  India  and 
the  Colonies  was  very  large  indeed. 
Indeed,  there  is  a  danger  that  we  may 
almostcome  to  a  standstillfor  the  want  of 
small  arms,  unless  they  are  produced  at 
a  much  more  rapid  rate  than  &e  55,000 
stand  of  arms  authorized  in  the  coming 
year.  After  the  new  rifle  has  been 
sanctioned,  I  do  not  think  it  will  be 
wise  to  go  on  manufacturing  the  Mar- 
tini-Henry rifle,  for  it  is  <^uite  certain 
that  tiie  Martini-Henry  will  be  alto- 
gether superseded  in  the  course  of  a  few 
years.  The  new  arm  is  certain  to  be 
demanded ;  and  it  will  be  impossible,  if 
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the  expectations  now  formed  with  regard 
to  it  are  right,  for  any  authority  to  re- 
sist the  pressure  which  will  be  brought 
upon  it.  It  is,  therefore,  most  ondesir- 
able  that  the  Martini-Henry  shoold  be 
manufactured ;  but  the  new  arm  which 
is  to  take  its  place  should  be  pushed 
forward  with  the  utmost  rapidity.  In 
every  respect,  thorough  eflSciency  in  all 
matters  connected  with  the  Army  is  of 
the  utmost  importance.  Some  hon.  Qen- 
tlemen  seem  to  think  that  efficiency  is 
not  needed ;  but,  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, I  would  very  much  rather  have 
fewer  battalions  and  strong  battalions 
than  a  lander  number  of  we^  battalions. 
So,  also,  I  would  prefer  to  have  fewer 
ann^  than  arms  upon  which  no  reliance 
can  be  placed.  I  maintain  that  it  lb 
absolutely  essential  to  maintain  your 
Army  in  a  state  of  the  most  complete 
and  thorough  efficiency ;  and  rather 
than  reduce  the  efficiency  of  your  Army 
I  should  prefer  that  you  should  reduce 
its  strength. 

CoiORSL  8ALIS-S0HWABE  (Lan- 
cadiire,  S.E.|  Hiddleton) :  I  must  eon- 
gratulate  the  Secretary;  of  State  for  War 
on  the  dear  manner  in  which  he  has 
placed  the  Army  Estimates  before  the 
Oommittee.  At  the  same  time,  I  am 
prepared  to  admit  that  some  apprehen- 
sion has  been  created  among  hon.  Mem- 
bers at  the  enormous  size  of  these  Esti- 
mates, and  also  at  their  rapid  increase. 
They  have  now  reached  the  large  sum 
of  £18,000,000;  and  the  taxpayer  na- 
turally considers,  first,  whether  the  pro- 
posed Establishment  for  the  Army  is  ne- 
cessarv ;  secondly,  whether  the  proposed 
Estabushment  cannot  be  maintained  for 
less;  and,  lastly,  whether  the  countty 

getsthemazimumamoantof  efficient^for 
leamountof  money  that  isspent.  Now,  a 
great  OonserratiTe  Leader  has  laid  down 
uiat  "Establishments  must  depend  on 
policy ; "  and  I  must  say  that  I,  for  one, 
very  much  regret  we  meddlesome 
foreign  policy  which  was  really  com- 
menced in  1874,  and  has  continued, 
more  or  less,  ever  since.  But,  consider- 
ing what  our  foreign  policy  has  been, 
and  what  the  consequent  requirements 
are,  I  do  not  think  the  number  of  men 
voted  for  the  Army  is  too  many.  No 
doubt,  141,000  men  at  home  and  68,000 
in  India,  making  a  total  of  209,000,  is 
a  very  la^e  number  indeed.  ["  Hear, 
hear!"!  Those  hon.  Uembers  who  sit 
here  and  say  "  Hear,  hoot ! "  ought  to 
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keep  a  jealous  watch  over  our  fore^ 
pcdioy,  and  should  remember  that  the 
only  way  of  doing  &at  is  to  avoid  a  reck- 
less policy,  to  urge  arbitxation  in  Uen 
of  war,  and  not  to  undertake  to  be 
the  police  of  the  world.    It  ia  only  by 

Sursning  such  a  course  that  we  can  ever 
ope  to  be  able  to  reduce  our  arma- 
ments uid  effect  a  oorrwponding  reduc- 
tion in  the  Army  Estimates.   I  most, 
however,  say  that  the  Secretary  of  Stats 
for  War,  by  increasing  the  number  of 
men  in  each  battalion,  has  very  greatly 
contributed  to  the  efficiency  of  the  Army. 
As  has  been  stated  by  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  theMember  for  Lambeth 
(General  Eraser),  the  skeleton  battalions 
which  we  have  had  are  of  no  good  at  alJ, 
and  afford  no  opportunity  for  teaching 
the  officers,  non-commissioned  officers, 
and  men  the  mere  rudiments  of  their 
Profession.   It  is,  therefore,  desirable 
to  get  rid  of  skeleton  battalions  ss 
speedily  as  possible;  and  I  am  glad 
to  learn  that  in  future   we  shall 
have  no  battalion  of  smaller  sbength 
than  750  men.    But  in  regard  to 
the  second  and  thizd  points — whether 
the  proposed   Establishment  for  the 
Army  cannot  be  maintained  for  less, 
and  whether  we  get  the  maximum  effi- 
ciency for  the  amount  of  money  ve 
spend — I  must  say  that  I  entertain  very 
grave  doubts.    I  have  no  desire  to  de- 
tain the  Committee  at  any  length ;  but 
there  are  one  or  two  matters  I  should 
like  to  point  out  in  regard  to  which  I 
think  we  might  economize.    I  begia 
with  the  pay  of  the  General  Staff.  The 
General  Staff  pay  amounts  to  about 
£200,000,  while  that  of  the  Commis- 
sariat and  OCransport  Staff  amounts  to 
£90,000.   Now,  I  am  of  opinion  that 
these  tw.o  Staflis  may  vary  well  be  both 
amalgamated  and  reduced,  and  fluU  the 
amalgamation  would  lead  not  only  to 
economy,  but   to   greater  efficieni^. 
Then,  again,  the  War  Office  Staff  oosts 
£88,000  a-year,  making  a  total  for  the 
three  Staffs,  exclusive  of  clerks,  of 
£378,000.   It  appears  to  me  that  th« 
most  sensible  plan  would  be  to  assimi- 
late our  Home  Peace  Staff,  as  far  as 
possible,  to  the  system  carried  out  for 
the  Staff  on  active  service.  At  home,  the 
Military  Staff  is  divided  into  the  Adju- 
jutant  General's  Department  and  the 
Quartermaster  Genraal's  Department, 
wlw^  it  waa  decided  to  amalgamate  16 
years  ago,  but  whiob  am  still  maio- 
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iained  as  independent  Departments. 
The  GommisBariat  and  Transport  De- 
partment, the  Ordnance  Stores,  the 
Medioal,  Financial,  Yeterioary,  Artil- 
lery Stores,  and  other  Staffs,  are  all  more 
or  lees  independent  of  the  Military  Staff, 
and  of  each  other,  and  are  divided  in 
their  allegiance  between  the  Com- 
mander-in-Ohief,  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  and  the  Surveyor  General 
of  the  Ordnance.  The  result  natu- 
rally leads  to  great  expense,  very  great 
delay,  confusion,  want  of  efficiency,  and 
a  certain  amount  of  friction ;  and  I  do  not 
belieTe  that  Ute  maehinery  of  the  Army 
would  work  at  all  if  it  were  not  for  the 
fact  that  all  of  these  various  Depart- 
ments co-operate  loyally,  and  do  their 
best  to  work  harmoniously  together. 
Nevertheless,  the  system  is  a  very  bad 
one,  and  in  a  time  of  war  it  is  greatly 
sprained.  Now,  on  active  service  the 
Oeneral  in  command  has  a  Ohief  of  the 
Staff,  and  an  officer  commanding  the 
lines  of  communication  and  base ;  the 
Chief  of  the  Staff  looks  after  the  duties 
which  are  mani^^  by  the  Adjutant 
Oaneral's  Department  at  liome,  whereas 
the  officer  commanding  the  lines  of  com- 
munication and  base  superintends  the 
duties  wKtoh  at  home  are  under  the 
Quartermaster  General,  the  Commissariat 
Staff,  the  War  Office  Staff,  and  the  Sur- 
reyor  General  of  the  Ordnance's  Depart- 
ment. Thesecomprise  transport  of  every 
description,  the  Oommissanat  supply  of 
food,  fon^e,  and  all  requisites ;  supply 
of  clothing,  ordnance  stores,  such,  as 
tents,  pay,  medical  and  veterinary  ar- 
rangements, the  telegraph  and  post- 
office  service,  re-mounta,  and  military 
police.  Why  cannot  we  have  the  whole  of 
these  various  Departments  amalgamated 
at  home,  and  placed  under  that  time- 
honoured  officer,  the  Quartermaster 
General,  just  as  on  active  service  under 
the  offioer  commandtng  the  lines  of  com- 
munication and  base?  At  the  present 
moment,  in  each  district  of  any  size,  the 
General  commanding  has  a  Quarter- 
master General,  and  also  a  Commissariat 
Staff  o£Boer.  It  seems  to  me  that  if  you 
amalgamated  the  various  Sti^s,  one  Staff 
officer  would  do  the  work  of  two,  and,  in 
addition,  ke  would  superintend  all  the 
work  of  the  minor  Staffs.  The  Staff  of 
the  War  Office  itself  might  be  much 
reduced,  the  Army  would  be  placed 
in  a  much  higher  state  of  efficiency, 
and  the  count^  would  save  at  least 
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£100,000  a-year.  I  come  now  to  the 
qnestion  of  the  clerks,  because  each 
unnecessary  Staff  officer  requires  two 
or  three  unnecessary  clerks ;  and  I 
find  that  last  year— 1885-6— the  War 
Office  had  391  civil  clerks,  drawing 
salaries  which  amounted  to  £115,921 
per  annum.  I  regret  to  find  that  the 
number  of  clerks  is  goingto  be  increased, 
and  that  in  1886-7  there  will  be  406 
civil  clerks,  with  salaries  amounting 
to  £118,087.  Now,  the  civil  clerks 
are,  no  doubt,  very  hard-wo^nj^  and 
deserving  public  servants,  and  X  have 
nothing  to  say  against  any  one  of  them. 
They  work  very  bard,  and  at  present 
they  have  a  great  deal  of  work  to  do ; 
but  what  I  maintain  is,  that  they  are 
employed  in  very  useless  and  mischiev- 
ous work.  In  fact,  the  system  of  cen- 
tralization at  the  War  Office  has  a  most 
paralyzing  and  pernicious  effect,  in  addi- 
tion to  being  most  expensive.  The  offi- 
cer commanding  a  regiment,  who  is  per- 
fectly competent  to  settle  many  small 
matters  himself,  is  obliged  to  refer  to 
the  General  Officer  in  command  of  the 
district,  whereupon  the  General  Officer 
refers  to  the  War  Office,  and  thus  tiiis 
expensive  system  of  routine,  involving 
much  dday  and  inconvenience,  is  fol- 
lowed in  regard  to  every  trumpery  point, 
which  the  officer  in  command  of  the 
re^ment  is  qxdi»  capable  of  settling 
himself.  The  same  system  is  pursued 
in  regard  to  Betums.  Monthly  Betums 
might  be  substituted  fbr  weekly,  quar- 
terly for  monthly,  and  annual  for  quar- 
terly. A  whole  army  of  clerks  is  kept 
up,  not  only  at  the  War  Office,  but 
in  all  the  districts  and  all  the  battalions 
and  regiments.  The  re^ments  and 
battalions  are,  in  fact,  denuded  of  fight- 
ing men  in  order  that  they  may  carry  on 
a  constant  round  of  mischievous  and 
useless  correspondence  with  the  clerks 
who  are  at  the  War  Office.  Those  406 
civilian  derks  are  to  cost  the  country  in 
1886-7  aeum  of  £118,000,  or  an  average 
of  £290  each ;  but  I  find  that  there  are 
86  military  dorks  at  the  War  Office, 
and  that  the  average  salan^  of  each  is 
only  £105.  All  the  clerioaf  work  which 
is  absolutely  necessary,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  that  which  is  carried  on  in  the 
Accountant  General's  Office,  could  be 
done  by  military  clerks,  retired  non- 
oommissioned  officers,  or  retired  Quarter- 
masters, or  even  by  retired  officers  who 
have  oooupted  a  higher  rank.  The 
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country  would  by  this  means  eave  not 
only  the  difference  of  pay  between  dvil 
andmilitaryclerkStbutuiepensiooB  which 
these  retired  Quartermasters  and  other 
offioers  are  now  drawing.    I  think  that, 
in  thisway,byredaoin^thenamberofthe 
clerks  now  in  the  Semoe  and  employing 
military  clerks  instead  of  civilian  clerks, 
we  might  reduce  the  Estimates  for  the 
Army  by  another  sam  of  £160,000, 
makmg,  with  the  reduction  I  hare 
already  suggested,  a  saving  of  £250,000, 
without  losing  a  single  fighting  man, 
while,  at  the  same  time,  the  efflcienoy 
of  the  Army  would  be  greatly  increased. 
The  existing  system  has  a  bad  and  per- 
nicious teodenoy  to  take  all  power  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  Commanding  Officer. 
The  idea  seems  to  be  that  some  Com- 
manding Officers  are  not  to  be  trusted. 
If  you  utd  a  Commanding  Officer  is  not 
worthy  of  ^st,  let  him  be  ruthlessly 
sent  about  his  business ;  but  trust  those 
whom  you  do  keep.    Commanding  Offi- 
cen  natoially  wish  to  get  rid  of  men 
with  bad  oharactwa ;  but  confidentia]  in- 
Btruotions  are  forwarded  from  the  Ad- 
jutant General's  Office  not  to  allow  the 
men  to  be  discharged  except  under  cer- 
tain excesBirely  stringent  conditions.  The 
consequence  is  that  the  same  men  are 
tried  by  court  martial  over  and  over 
again,  but  are  not  discharged;  and  the 
cost  of  military  law  is  very  great — no  less 
than  £35,000.  I  think  that  this  item,  and 
£122,000  for  transport,  would  be  very 
considerably  reduced  if  the  Gommand- 
ing  Officer  were  more  trusted,  and  were 
allowed  to  discharge  any  bad  character 
he  wished  to  get  nd  of.   In  1885  there 
were  7,721  courts  martial  at  home,  which 
involved  6,681  sentences  of  imprison- 
ment ;  but  the  number  would  have  been 
greatly  reduoed  if  the  Oommandiag  Offi- 
eers  were  only  allowed  to  get  rid  of  bad 
characters.    Ihere  were  5,096  district 
courts  martial,  and  2,622  regimental 
courts  martial.    Now,  a  district  court 
martial oosts  thecountry  a  great  deal  more 
than  a  r^mental  court  martial,  because 
there  is  a  considerable  expense  incurred 
in  getting  the  officers  together  from  the 
out-stattODB  to  try  the  men.   There  is 
a  rule  that  no  non- commissioned  officer 
maybe  tried  by  a  regimental  court  mar- 
tial. No  doubt,  that  rule  was  introduced 
for  the  protection  of  the  non-commis- 
sioned officers;  but  the  non-commissioned 
officers  themselves  are  quite  filling  to 
be  tried  by  thdr  own  offloen;  uid, 
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therefore,  I  think  it  would  be  as  well  to 
revert  to  the  old  system  of  trying  non- 
commissioned officers  for  certain  oifencea 
hy  rogimental  courts  martial  instead 
of  district  courts  martial,  whereby  the 
country  would  save  a  considerable 
amonnt  of  expenm.    Ijitimately  oon- 
nected  with  the  soldier,  after  all,  is  the 
soldier's  weapon.   Well,  Sir,  I  think 
that  with  regard  to  the  £3,000,000 
voted  for  warlwe  nuUerial  and  clothings, 
there  is  undoubtedly  room  for  saving. 
Take,  for  instance,  the  Cavalry  swords. 
In  1882,  a  pattern  was  invented  by  a 
Birmingham  contractor  and  an  Assistant 
Adjutant  General.   A  few  were  issued 
to  certain  regiments  on  trial,  and  the 
Commanding  Officers  reported  on  their 
weight,  balance,  and  so  forth,  but  were 
not  called  upon  to  test  their  quality.  No 
one  tested  it ;  and  some  paramount  offi- 
cial in  the  Surveyor  Qeneral's  Depart- 
ment wrote  snubbing  letters  to  every 
Commanding  Officer  who  objected  to  bis 
men's  lives  being  endangered  by  worth- 
less weapons.   I,  myself,  when  in  com- 
mand of  the  16th  Ijuusen,  objected  to 
the  swords,  and  I  was  told  that  I  had  no 
business  to  test  them,  and  that  if  cuiy 
were  spoilt  in  being  tested  I  was  to  pay 
for  them  out  of  my  own  pocket;  if  I 
thought  them  unserviceable,  I  was  to 
report  them.  Of  coiirae,  I  could  not  find 
out  whether  they  were  serviceable  with- 
out testing  them,  and  the  result  was  that 
the  swords  were  re-tested  by  the  autho- 
rities and  withdrawn.    Not  only  was 
£2,000  paid  to  the  contractor  for  these 
worthless  swords,  but  there  was  also  the 
expense  of  issuing  and  taking  them  in, 
and  engaging  persons  to  test  tiiem.  The 
present  pattern  swords  have  beeA,  I  am 
glad  to  say,  tested  by  a  proper  Commit- 
tee.  They  were  tested  on  dead  horses 
and  sheep  by  men  riding  at  a  gallop  and 
in  every  possible  way.    The  right  hon. 
QenUeman  the  late  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  ordered 
£20,000  worth  of  these  swords  in  Ger- 
many.   Now,  I  do  not  seriously  quarrel 
with  himforhaving  ordered  them  in  Ger- 
many, because  it  is  quite  true  that  the 
taxpayer  ought  to  buy  in  the  cheapest 
market,  whether  at  home  or  abroad. 
But  an  exception  should,  perhafffi,  be 
made  with  regard  to  munitions  of  war, 
because  in  time  of  war  they  are  contra- 
band, and  we  might  not  then  be  able  to 
get  them.   Therefore,  I  think  we  ought 
to  encourage,  as  far  as  posnble,  the 
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mannfaoture  of  varlike  stores  at  home. 
It  seems  incredible  that  there  should 
not  be  a  single  manufacturer  in  the 
United  Kingdom  who  can  make  swords 
by  machinery  ;  there  is,  I  believe,  only 
one  place  where  it  caa  be  done,  and 
that  is  at  Enfield.    It  appears  that  no 
steps  were  taken  to  let  tbe  trade  know 
that  there  was  so  large  an  order  in  the 
market  for  swords  mannftictured  by  ma- 
chinery ;  and  I  cannot  but  think  it  likely 
that  if  the  trade  had  known  of  the  order, 
some  manufacturer  would  have  started 
the  plant  necessary  to  produce  them,  and 
would  hare  been  able  to  compete  with 
Cbrmany.  I  sincerely  hope  that  the  right 
hon.  Q«ntleman  the  Seravtary  of  Stote 
for  War  (Mr.  Oampbell-Banaerman)  has 
not  the  same  Tiews  aa  his  Predecessor 
with  regard  to  enlarging  our  Govern- 
ment Manufacturing  Eetablisbments.  I 
regret  to  see  that  the  sum  of  £30,000  is 
asked  for  enlarging  the  Establishment  at 
Enfield.   I  would  rather  this  Establisti- 
ment  were  reduced,  and  that  the  trade 
were  encouraged  instead.   I  should  like 
to  Bee  our  manufactures  for  military  pur- 
poses in  tbe  bands  of  manufacturers  at 
home,  so  that  the  country  might  not  be 
at  all  dependent  upon  foreign  countries. 
With  regard  to  the  suggestion  of  the 
m;ht  hon.  Qentleman  opposite  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith),  that  tiiis  is  a  good  time 
to  increase  our  stores,  if  you  get  more 
stores  than  you  require  they  will  only 
become  obsolete,  and  there  are  thou- 
sands of  obsolete  Cavalry  saddles  now 
at  the  Arsenals.    Besides,  I  think  the 
outcry  which  is  raised  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  fur  the  employment 
of  men  in  the  Government  Factories, 
because  it  is  a  time  of  distress,  is  unrea- 
sonable, because  most  of  the  taxpayers 
who  are  artizans  are  working  on  short 
time ;  and  it  is  hard  that  these  taxes 
should  be  increased  to  employ  men  in 
the  Government  Factories  on  work  which 
is  not  required.   Now  comes  the  ques- 
tion, whether  we   get   our  money's 
worth  fbr  the  £4,500,000  voted  for 
pay,  and  I  am  indined  to  be  a  little 
sceptical  on  that  point.    I  believe 
that  out  of  40,000  reoraits,  15,381,  or 
nearly  two-fifths,  were  under  8  atone 
13  lbs.  in  weight.   Kow,  an  Infantry 
soldier  has  a  large  weight  to  carry,  and 
small  and  weak  men  are  not  equal  to  it. 
These  men  are  all  probably  16  or  17 
years  of  age.    All  the  statemeots  made 
about  age  by  recruits  are  valueless.  It 


does  not  matter  what  age  a  recruit  says 
he  is ;  it  is  perfectly  well  known  what 
are  the  limits,  and  he  gives  any  age  be- 
tween 18  and  25.    If  these  men  remain 
in  the  Service  and  develop,  no  doubt  at 
the  end  of  two  or  three  years  they  be- 
come good  soldiers;  but  in  1885  therd 
were  3,497  desertions  by  men  of  under 
one  years*  service ;  and  it  is  very  natural 
that  they  should  desert,  for  being  ira- 
matare  they  get  sick  of  being  put  to  do 
tiie  work  of  men  which  they  are  not  fit 
for.    My  own  opinion  is  that  weak  men 
ought  not  to  be  put  on  full  duty — ^tbat 
it  ought  to  be  eased  for  them ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  I  do  not  see  why  they 
should  be  paid  as  men.    They  are 
merely  boys,  and  as  Such  I  tiiink  a  re- 
dnction  ahould  be  made  in  the  amount 
of  their  pay  until  such  time  as  they  can 
do  the  work  of  men.    Of  the  88,000 
men  said  to  be  effective,  at  home  there 
must,  I  think,  be  20,000  who  are  imma- 
ture, and  are  only  growing  into  effective 
men.    One  word  with  regard  to  the  Non- 
Effeotive  Vote  of  £3,000,000.    I  think 
there  are  grave  objections,  from  an  eco- 
nomical point  of  view,  to  the  {uresent 
system  of  pensions ;  but  taking  into  con- 
sideration the  pay  and  the  pensions  of 
non-commissioned  officers  and  men,  I  do 
not  think  they  are  at  all  highly  paid  aa 
compared  with  the  regular  rate  of  wi^es. 
I  must  consider  officers  aa  coming  under 
two  categories — ^purchase  and  non-pur- 
chase.  The  terms  of  the  purchase  offi- 
oers  are  finally  settled ;  but  I  regret  that 
there  is  an  enormous  number  of  officers 
drawing  public  money  in  the  shape  of 
half-pay,  who  are  both  able  and  willing 
to  serve.    The  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for   Finsbury  (Colonel  Duncan) 
made  a  very  strong  appeal  the  other 
night  in  connection  with  these  officers. 
He  made  an  appeal  from  their  point  of 
view,  and  there  was  much  of  his  speech 
with  which  I  quite  agree ;  but  I  should 
like  to  make  an  appeal  from  the  point 
of  view  of  the  taxpayers  of  the  country. 
The  retirement  scheme  was  drawn  up  in  "I 
187S,  after  several  years  of  comparative  I 
peace,  and  ia  totall;^  unnecessary  and  I 
extravagant  conadering  the  flow  of  pro-  / 
motion  which  has  resulted  from  the  f 
wars  of  tbe  last  12  years.   I  would  re-  ^ 
commend.  Sir,  that  there  should  be  no 
compulsory  retirement  except  for  in- 
efficiency, or  after  five  year's  non- 
emplojnoient.  Voluntary  retirements,  too, 
should  be  restricted  If  it  were  thought 
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that  promotion  did  not  go  on  fast 
enough  in  each  rank,  it  would  be  easy 
tor  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  to 
say  that  there  should  be  so  many  retire- 
ments open  during  the  year.  I  think 
that  plan  has  been  tried  in  the  Navy, 
nnd  that  it  has  to  some  extent  siiooeeded. 
I  hope  I  have  drawn  attention  to  some 
points  giving  room  for  economy  and 
efficiency ;  but  I  feel  that  reform  from 
trithin  is  hardly  to  be  hoped  for,  because, 
probably,  no  Secretary  of  State  for  "War 
single-handed  can  overcome  the  ru 
in*rtia  of  routine  and  vested  interests, 
and  we  miut  look  forward  not  only  to  a 
Parliamentary  Committee  to  go  into  the 
Estimates  in  their  complete  form,  but 
also  to  pressure  from  this  House,  for  a 
reorganization  on  the  lines  I  have  in- 
dicated, which  I  think  will  be  condudve 
both  to  economy  and  effioienoy. 

GoLONBL  BEIDGEUAN  (Bolton):  I 
think  the  question  of  deferred  pay  was 
started  10  yeaia  ago  by  Viscount  Cran- 
brook.  It  was  a  most  oxeellent  idea. 
It  was  thooght  that  the  soldier  when  he 
went  back  to  his  native  village  would, 
under  that  system,  have  a  certain  snm 
J~of  money  in  his  pocket,  and  that  this 
;  would  bo  an  inducement  to  other  young 
I  men  in  the  village  to  enlist.  I  am 
-  afraid,  however,  that  it  has  not  had 
(.  quite  the  effect  that  was  hoped  for. 
There  are  many  oases  of  men  leaving 
the  Army  who,  in  the  course  of  a  few 
weeks,  and  even  a  few  days,  come  to  the 
barrack-gate  to  ask  for  a  few  shillings 
to  carry  them  home,  having  spent  the 
whole  of  their  deferred  pay.  In  this  way 
the  taxpayer  does  not  get  the  advantage 
which  it  was  intendm  he  should  get, 
because  the  money  does  not  remain  in 
the  man's  pocket.  I  think  the  oonntry 
IB  also  disadvantaged  by  the  system, 
because  the  six-year8'*servioe  man  when 
he  leaves  the  Army  is  at  his  very  boat. 
He  is  a  well-trained  soldier ;  he  has  gone 
through  six  or  seven  courses  of  musketry, 
and  he  is  probably  25  or  26  years  of  age 
— the  very  age  at  which  you  wish  to  keep 
him — and  one  would  have  thought  it 
wise  that  he  should  be  offered  some  in- 
ducement to  remain.  But  instep  of 
that  you  offer  him  an  overpowering  in- 
duoement  to  leave  the  Colours,  because 
it  is  only  by  doing  so  that  he  can  ob- 
tain his  deferred  pay.  Therefore,  I  think 
we  are  doing  a  suicidal  thing  in  offering 
this  money  instead  of  an  inducement  to 
remain.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 


Secretary  of  State  for  War  sud  tbe 
other  night  that  when  a  man  is  satisfied 
with  his  career,  it  is  most  unfortnnste 
that  any  Regulation  should  debar  him 
from  continuing  in  it.  I  maintain  that 
this  is  a  Emulation  which  must  have 
the  effect  of  debarring  him  from  con- 
tinuing in  it,  because  the  only  way  he 
can  get  this  money  is  by  leaving  the 
Ooloom ;  and  I  wish  to  point  out  how, 
in  my  opinion,  deferred  pay  may  be 
made  much  more  beneficial  to  the  id- 
dier  and  to  the  country.  If  there  is  ooe 
thing  which  the  recruit  thinks  more  of 
than  anything  else— and  the  subject 
has  been  touched  upon  by  several  hon— 
Members — it  is  the  promise  of  a  free  ra- 
tion. When  a  man  enlists,  he  is  told  that 
he  will  have  It.  a-day  and  a  free  ration : 
and  not  unnaturally  he  thinks  he  will  be 
supplied  with  whatever  food  is  thought 
necessary  by  the  authorities.  But  the 
first  thing  he  discovers  when  he  joiu 
the  depdt  is  that  the  authorities  stop 
S^d.  out  of  every  1<.  He  immediatdj 
tiUnks  he  has  been  let  in,  and  this  fesl- 
ing  rankles  very  deeply  indeed ;  hefbek 
sore  about  it,  and  in  many  eases  thinks  lis 
has  been  allured  into  the  Service  under 
false  pretences ;  and  it  is  possible  that 
this  accounts  for  the  numerous  deser- 
tions which  take  place  in  the  first  three 
months  of  the  soldier's  career.  It  would, 
in  my  opinion,  be  well  if  the  Glovem- 
ment  undertook  this  charge  of  B^d.,  and 
if  the  recruit  were  told  that  he  woald 
receive  B^d.  per  day,  and  then  he  would 
not  consider  himself  deceived.  But  a 
better  plan  still  would  be  that  the  Oo*. 
vernment  should  give  the  la.  a-day,  to- 
gether with  the  extra  ration  now  paid 
for  by  the  soldier,  and  that  the  defmed 
pay  would  be  disoontinued  in  order  to,, 
meet  the  extra  expenditure.  The  Oo* 
vernment  could  buy  the  things  for  whidi 
the  stoppage  is  made  cheaper  than  the 
soldier  can,  because  it  conld  buy  them 
without  the  necessary  profit  which  goes 
into  the  pockets  of  the  tradesmen.  Tiie 
(iovemment  can  also  supply  tea  sod 
coffee  duty  free,  and  there  is  on  that 
ground  every  reason  to  believe  that 
it  could  supply  the  goods  at  3^.  instead 
of  the  3^d.  which  is  now  charged. 
I  think  this  plan  would  be  of  great 
advantage  both  to  the  soldier  and  the 
country,  because  the  soldier  would  have 
the  advantage  of  knowing  exactly  what 
he  Tould  get,  and  the  oouu^  would 
have  the  amntage  of  possosaiDg  a  sol- 
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dier  less  inclined  to  deeeit  or  purchase 
liis  discharge  during  the  first  three 
months  of  service. 

LoBD  ALGilBNON  PEBOY  (St: 
George's,  Hanover  Square) :  I  rise 
"vith  great  diffidence  to  speak  upon 
military  subjects  in  the  presence  of  offi- 
cers holding  high  commissions  in  Her 
Uajesfy's  Service  ;  but  having  held  an 
appointment  when  in  the  Army,  which 
^ves  considerable  knowledge  as  to  the 
interior  eoonomj  of  the  Service  and 
of  its  requirements,  I  venture  to  endorse 
vhat  has  fallen  from  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for Winohester(Mr. Tottenham) 
and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Iiambeth  N.  (Ifajor  General  Fraser), 
"with  regard  to  the  very  great  error  of 
insisting  upon  the  present  ^rstem  of 
feeding  the  battalion  abroad  from  the 
battalron  at  home.  We  are  all  perfootly 
aware  of  the  great  improvement  which 
lias  taken  place  in  consequence  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tlie  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  deciding  that  there  shall 
be  no  battalion  at  home  of  a  less  nominal 
,  strength  than  750  men.  Of  course,  this 
'  is  a  great  step  in  the  right  direction ; 
but  I  am  airaid  that  the  good  effect 
of  that  change  will  be  neutralized  or 
destroyed  if  the  present  system  of  feed- 
ing the  battalions  abroad  is  continued. 
The  stronger  you  make  the  battalion 
abroad  the  stronger  becomes  the  argu- 
ment wbich  I  lay  oefore  the  Oommittee. 
In  the  case  of  a  battalion  abroad  of 
850  men— and,  of  course,  many  are 
stronger— it  is  clear  that,  as  mlistmrat 
za  tm  seven  years,  one-seventh  will  be 
transferred  annually.  You  will  have 
120  men  going  to  the  Beserve,  and 
you  must  allow  also  for  the  ordinary 
waste  of  the  battalion  by  desertion, 
purchase,  sichness,  and  other  causes, 
which  it  is  not  too  much  to  say  will 
amount  to  5  per  cent.  That  will  give 
160  men  whom  the  battalion  abroad 
will  lose  annually,  and  which  must  be 
supplied  by  the  battalion  at  home  in 
order  to  fill  up  the  vacancies  thus  caused. 
But  then  you  must  also  take  the  vaoan- 
cies  occurring  in  the  battalion  at  home. 
Taking  the  strength  at  750,  one-seventh 
will  be  transferrwt  to  the  Army  Beserve 
yearly,  and  5  per  cent  will  represent  the 
waste  from  other  causes ;  and  thus  the 
nomber  of  men  required  to  fill  up  the 
Tseuioiofl  in  the  battalion  at  home  will 
be  140,  or  a  total  of  300  men,  whom  the 
battalion  at  home  must  recruit  in  order 


to  fill  up  its  own  vacancies  and  those  of 
the  battalion  abroad.    Therefore,  you 
will  have  in  Uie  home  battalion  only  450 
men  of  over  one  years'  service;  and  I  ven* 
ture  to  say  that  any  officer  would  admit 
that  a  battalion  of  750,  having  300  men 
under  one  year's  service,  is  not  in  a 
state  of  efficiency.  You  must  take  away 
all  the  "casuals,"  as  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Uember  for  Lambeth  has  said  ;  and 
everyone  is  aware  that  when  a  battalion 
is  supposed  to  stand  at  750  on  parade  it  is 
a  very  small  number  who  really  appear 
under  arms.   In  addition  to  what  Ihave  ^ 
shown  is  the  effect  of  the  present  system,  \ 
the  constant  ohanges  which  take  place 
in  battalions  are  ruinous  to  their  effi-  J 
cient^ — the  men  do  not  know  their  offi- 
cers, and  the  officers  do  not  know  their 
men.  It  seems  to  me  that  there  is 
only  one  remedy  for  the  present  condi- 
tion of  affairs,  and  that  is  to  make  the  7 
depots  real,  and  not  mere  shams  as  they  ^ 
are  now.    Let  the  depots  supply  both 
battalions ;  let  the  recruits  be  kept  at  the 
depots  until  they  are  fit,  or  nearly  fit, 
to  pass  into  the  ranks.   At  the  present 
time  the  recruits  dribble  into  the  depots ; 
they  thus  only  get  a  knowledge  of  the 
rudiments  of  drill,  and  I  know  Com- 
manding Officers  say  that  they  would 
rather  have  the  men  just  as  they  join 
as  recruits  than  aa  they  come  to  their 
battalions  from  the  depots.     In  then 
Guards  the  system  is  a  better  one ;  they  j 
have  a  large  recruit  establishment,  and  | 
the  men  recruited  are  bwA  down  to  that  J 
establishment.     There  th^  are  tho-  [ 
roughly  drilled,  and  when  sent  to  the 
battalion  they  take  their  place  in  the 
ranks  almost  immediately,  and  are  able 
to  perform  their  duties.    I  think  that 
the  waste  in  the  Army  is  a  subject 
which  is  not  sufficiently  considered  by 
the  authorities.  Looking  at  the  Return,  '\ 
we  find  that,  deducting  transfers  to  the  ' 
Beserve,  the  net  waste  averages  20,596 
men,  or  about  12  percent.    Wefind  that  i 
in  this  number  there  are  5, 1 47  desertions. 
Desertion  is  one  of  the  most  disgraceful 
forms  of  waste,  and  should  be  checked  if 
it  is  possible  to  do  so.    At  present  it 
constitutes  absolutely  one-fourth  of  the 
total  waste  in  the  Army ;  and,  the 
number  I  have  given,  1,653  represent 
desertions  in  the  fijrat  year  of  service. 
Then  must  be  added  the  namher  of 
those  who  purchase  their  discharge.  I 
venture  to  endorse  entirely  what  has 
fallen  from  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
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on  my  left  (Oolonel  Bridgeman).   It  is 
p^ectly  clear  that  there  is  disooDtent, 
and  the  cause  of  the  disoontent  which 
leads  to  this  desertion  and  purchase 
of  discharge,  is,  I  am  conTinced,  the 
stoppages  made  from  the  pay  of  the 
soldier.    I  know,  of  my  own  personal 
knowledge,  how  much  the  men  dislike 
j  the  stoppages.   I  say  that  stoppages 
/  should  be  confined  to  punishment.  If 
^a  man  gets  drunk,  or  wilfully  damages 
his  clothing,  for  instance,  let  his  pay 
be  stopped;  but  it  is  absolutely  unfair 
and  imjost  to  stop  the  pay  of  a  sol- 
dier to  make  good  accoutrements  worn 
out  by  no  fault  of  his  own,  and  in 
the  peiformance  of   his   duty;  and 
that  is  the  condition  of  affairs  at  the 
present  moment.   My  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  If  ember  for  Bolton  (Oolonel 
Bridgeman)  has  spoken  <»E  ute  free 
rations  which  the  recruit  is  told  on  join- 
ing he  will  hare,  and  upon  that  subject 
I  will  not  touch ;  but  he  is  undoubtedly 
led  to  believe  that  he  will  have  free  ra- 
tions and  a  free  kit,  but  upon  joining  he 
finds  he  receives  neither  one  nor  the 
^  other,  and  I  am  justified  in  saving  that, 
as  a  rule,  recruits  are  about  £1  in  debt 
f  at  the  end  of  the  year  for  clothing  or 
[^"necessaries"  which  have  to  be  re- 
placed by  them.  Now,  that  seems  to  be  a 
Tezybad  system  indeed,  and  nothing  csn 
be  more  disheartening  to  the  recruit  than 
that  he  should  find  himself  in  this  posi- 
tion from  no  fault  of  his  own,  but  simply 
because  he  has  been  engsged  in  very 
heavy  duty.   Under  the  present  system 
the  soldier  is  given  boots  to  be  kept 
black,  and  a  bdt  to  be  kept  white;  but 
in  order  to  do  that  he  has  to  buy  the 
necessary  materials,  which  I  think  is 
hardly  fair,  and  undoubtedly  it  is  the 
cause  of  much  dissatisfaction.  The 
soldier  is  stopped  3^1^.  per  day  for  his 
evening  meal,  and  ii.  for  his  washing; 
.  80  that  while  the  country  leads  the  re- 
I  cruit  to  believe  that  he  will  get  1«. 
]  a-day,  in  no  instance  can  he  get  more 
^  than  Zd.    This  is  a  most  important 
question,  and  it  is  one  to  which  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  would  do  well  to  give 
his  attention.    Of  course,  we  shall  be 
told  that  we  are  creating  expense, 
and  increasing  the  Estimates;  and, 
perhaps,  if  the  Prime  Minister  were 
in  the  House,  he  would  say  that  I 
am  taking  an  unconstitutional  course 
in   advocating  such  a  course.  But 
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thore  are  many  pmnts  in  o(nutection 
with  which,  aa  has  been  pointed  eat  by 
several  hon.  and  gallant  Oentlemen, 
economies  may  take  place ;  and,  indeed, 
the  stopping  of  desertion  Toald  be  a 
saving  of  expense,  as  every  deserter 
costs  the  country  a  considerable  amonnt. 
Then  with  regard  to  the  question  of 
deferred  pay.    I  think  there  is  much 
to  be  said  in  favour  of  the  opinion 
that  the  system  of  deferred  pay-  ehoold 
be  discontinued ;  and,  if  it   were,  it 
would  set  free  a  considerable  sum  whidt 
could  be  devoted  to  giving  the  soldier 
free  rations,  and  relieve  him  from  the 
system  of  stoppages.    Another  point 
where  a  saving  could  be  made  woiud  be 
be  by  discontinaing  the  system  ander 
which  the  men  who  join  the  Army  from 
the  Militia  receive,  after  43  days,  £1 
as  bounty.    Under  this  system  it  is  to 
the  interest  of  the  man  to   go  into 
the  Militia  first,  instead  of  direct  into 
the  Line,  because,  in  the  latter  case,  he 
would  get  no  bounty  at  all.    This  seems 
to  me  to  be  a  very  unnecessarily,  expen- 
sive way  of  recruiting.    With  regani  to 
the  clothing  and  aoooutrementa  of  the 
Reserve  men,  it  seems  to  me  that  these 
should  be  kept  at  the  depots,  where  every 
man's  clothing  should  be  ticketed,  so  as  ^ 
to  be  known  exactly  ;  and  not  at  Wool- 
wich, as  at  present    In  the  event  of 
the  Keserve  being  called  out,  there  is 
great  delay  and  expense  in  sending 
the  clothing  to  the  depots.  In  time  of 
war  this  mischievous  system  might  faara 
terrible  results.  In  1878,  1  remembw, 
the  men  of  the  Army  Beserre  were 
not  clothed  for  something  like  two 
months.   As  we  have  a  small  Army,  it 
is  of  vital  importance  that  there  should 
be  rapidity  of  equipment,  in  order  that 
the  men  of  the  Reserve  may  be  ready 
the  instant  they  are  required,  and  a 
large  Force  placed  in  the  field  as  quickly 
as  possible.   It  may,  perhaps,  be  said 
that  these  are  small  matters;   but  I 
venture  to  remind  the  Committee  that 
it  is  upon  small  ruatters  that  the  con- 
tentment of  the  soldier  depends,  and 
that  in  small  matters  of  detail  the 
efficiency  or  non-efficiency  of  an  Army 
consists. 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHUKCHILL 
(Paddington,  8.) :  I  do  not  think  that 
I  ought  to  aUow  the  presmt  opportunity 
to  go  by  without  making  some  observa- 
tions on  the  increase  which  the  prraent 
Government  has  sanctioned  in  the  nnm- 
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bei  of  troops  in  India.  I  own  that  it 
was  with  an  immeose  feeling  of  relief 
that  I  read  in  the  Estimates  that  an  in- 
crease was  to  be  provided  for,  because 
the  rumours  that  were  about  shortly 
before  with  regard  to  the  GoTernment 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
gave  me  a  very  uneasy  moment  as  to 
whether  the  right  hoo.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  might  not  be 
foroed  to  curtail  or  retard  that  increase 
'  of  troops  in  India.  Howerer,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  been  able  to  hold 
his  own,  and  I  would  respeotfuUy  con- 
gratulate him  upon  haTing  been  able 
to  oTeroome  any  opposition  which  the 
Treasury  might  have  offered.  I  say 
might  have  offered;  for  nothing  will 
induce  me  to  believe  that  it  was  not 
offered.  There  is  nothing  that  is  of 
more  vital  importance  to  the  safety  of 
India  than  that  that  increase  should  be 
carried  out,  and  carried  out  without  loss 
of  time ;  and  I  am  indeed  glad  that  the 
Government  determined  to  take  steps  to 
raise  the  Army  in  India  by  the  end  of 
the  next  recruiting  period  by  10,000 
men.  But  there  is  one  remark  I  am 
anxious  to  make,  to  extract,  if  possible, 
some  kind  of  assurance  irom  the  right 
hon.  G^tleman  opposite  (Mr.  Oampbell- 
Bannwman),  and  that  is,  that  this 
10,000  increase  to  the  British  Forces  in 
India  shall  not  be  a  mere  paper  ioorease 
or  an  illusory  increase.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  no  doubt  aware  that  there 
have  been  among  the  Yiceroy's  military 
advisers  men  of  position  and  authority, 
who  advocate  an  increase  of  15,000  men, 
which  they  consider  to  be  absolutely 
essential.  But  oue  of  the  chief  reasons 
'for  advocating  that  larger  increase  of 
1 1 5, 000  men  to  the  British  Army  in  India 
/  was  that  the  Military  Authorities  felt  no 
confidence  whatever  that  the  War  Offtce 
at  home  would  keep  tiie  strength  of  the 
Indian  Army  up  to  that  number  which 
is  absolutely  neoessaty  for  the  safety  of 
India,  and  therefore  they  asked  for  a 
considerably  larger  number  of  men  than 
they  thought  necessary  in  order  to  be 
certain  tiiat  what  they  did  get  from  the 
War  Office  would  be  sufficient  to  main- 
tain their  military  strength.  The  Viceroy 
and  hie  Council,  however,  were  not  im- 
pressed with  the  value  of  that  advice, 
and  thought  it  better  to  ask  for  the  pre- 
cise number  which  were  absolutely  re- 
quired ;  therefore,  they  did  not  agree 
with  the  Military  Authorities  to  whom  I 


have  alluded.  But  what  I  wish  to  im- 
press upon  the  Committee  is  that  the 
Viceroy  and  his  Council,  in  coming  to 
that  decision  not  to  ask  for  more  than 
10,000  men,  have  confided  in  the  deter- 
mination of  the  War  Office  at  home 
never  to  let  the  Army  be  practically  one 
man  below  its  strength ;  and  I  think  it 
is  not  at  all  unreasonable  that  I  should 
make  that  remark.  The  Committee  will 
bear  in  mind  that  only  in  1884  the  Army 
in  India  was  allowed,  from  some  motive 
connected  with  recruiting,  or  for  some 
obscure  reason,  to  fall  noleasthan  8,000 
men  below  its  proper  strenj^.  Now, 
of  course,  if  disturoancss  with  Eussia 
in  Central  Asia  had  taken  place  that 
year,  the  situation  would  have  been  of  a 
most  desperate  character ;  and  I  do  most 
earnestly  appeal  to  the  Committee  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  represent- 
ing the  Government — as  representing  a 
Liberal  Government  and  the  Liberal 
Party — to  give  an  assurance  and  gua- 
rantee that,  so  far  as  he  is  concerned, 
and  so  far  as  his  Colleagues  are  con- 
cerned, this  increase  to  the  British  Army^ 
in  India  is  to  be  a  bond  fide  and  genuine 
increase,  and  that  under  no  circum- 
stances whatever  will  he,  so  long  as  he 
remains  in  ^wer,  allow  the  British 
Army  in  India  to  undergo  that  which 
took  place  in  1884.  I  wish  to  extract 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  gua< 
rantee  which  shall  be  binding  on  the 
War  Office  whilst  be  is  there.  I  see  no 
reason  why  my  right  hon.  Friend  sitting 
near  me  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  should  not 
be  willing  to  give  a  similar  guarantee. 
[Mr.  Labouohgbk  :  Hear,  hear !]  The 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  may  ob- 
ject to  the  policy  of  the  increase;  but 
I  am  certain  that  even  he  will  go  with 
me  in  this,  that  if  there  is  to  be  an  in- 
crease it  ought  to  be  a  genuine  one.  I 
am  certun  he  would  not  wish  to  see  the 
increase,  if  an  increase  is  decided  upon, 
a  sham  one.  If  we  are  to  have  an 
Army  in  India  at  all,  it  should  be  a  real 
one.  The  hon.  Member  may  think  that 
we  have  no  need  for  such  an  Army.  If 
he  does,  I  shall  be  quite  ready  to  argue 
that  point  with  him  on  a  fitting  occasion  ; 
but  I  do  not  think  that,  nowadays,  that 
point  is  likely  to  be  very  seriously  dis- 
puted by  any  man  of  common  sense. 
What  I  want  is,  that  all  rational  beings 
in  the  House,  or,  at  all  events,  aU  ra- 
tional beings  in  the  two  great  Parties, 
should  entw  into  a  covenant  that  Uiey 
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will  not  allow  tiie  decrease  of 
and  tbe  consequent  military  risks  which 
wore  run  to  occur  again.  There  should 
be  an  understanding  and  an  undertaking 
between  the  two  sides  of  the  House  that 
the  OoTernment  of  India  shall  not  suffer 
through  having  made  upon  us  a  less 
demand  than  the  Military  Authorities 
deemed  it  necessary  to  make.  These 
are  praotioally  the  only  remarks  I  wish 
to  make  to  the  Oommittee,  with  the  6x< 
ception  of  some  observations  on  the  new 
rine.  I  own  I  join  entirely  with  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
in  the  great  regret  he  has  expreesed  that 
the  right  hon.  Gtontleman  opposite  has 
not  been  able  to  provide  for  a  more 
rapid  manufacture  of  the  new  rifle.  It 
was  my  earnest  hope  that  before  the 
end  of  the  year  1888  the  whole  Indian 
Army,  both  British  and  Native,  might 
have  been  provided  with  a  similar 
weapon,  so  that  there  might  be  no  longer 
that  distinction  between  the  Snider  and 
the  Martini-Henry  which  exists  in  the 
Indian  Army.  I  had  hoped  that  the 
very  best  weapon  that  modem  science 
can  produce  might  have  been  issued  to 
the  whole  of  the  Indian  troops,  Native 
as  well  as  British ;  and  I  think  I  may 
sa^  that  to  brin^  about  that  state  of 
things  was  the  policy  of  the  late  Oovem- 
ment.  That  waa  uieir  intention;  but 
now  I  understand  that,  owing  to  the 
decision  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^ 
the  new  rifle  this  year  will  be  manufac- 
tured in  very  small  quantities  indeed, 
and  that  it  is  no  use  looking  forward  to 
the  Indian  troops  possessing  in  the  near 
future  that  efficient  weapon  which  is 
tiie  latest  development  of  modem  times. 
"We  must  rest  content  with  the  know- 
ledge that  these  troops  will  have  to  de- 
fend themselves  for  years  to  come  with 
the  Martini-Henry.  One  great  objection 
to  the  use  of  the  Martini- Henry  in  India 
is  that  many  of  the  Native  troops  will 
be  unable  to  use  it  with  efficiencnr  on  ac- 
count of  the  recoil.  It  is  likely  to  try 
very  severely  many  of  our  regiments  of 
Native  Ijifantry,  who  do  not  possess  the 
strong  physiqae  of  British  troops.  There 
is  one  further  point  to  which  I  wish  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
I  Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  aware  that  there  were  great  military 
raancsuvres  a  short  time  ago  in  India, 
and  that  they  were  carefully  watched  by 
military  men  representing  every  Power 
in  Europe.    But  I  do  not  know  whether 
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he  is  aware  that  whilst  tiiese  foreini 
critics  were  greatiy  impressed  by  me 
general  aspect  of  the  troops  that  wen 
assembled  and  the  general  developmeDt 
exhibited  of  Indian  military  resonm^ 
there  was  one  thing  upon  which  thej 
unanimously  formed  an  unfavonrabls 
opinion.  They  all  commented  upon  the 
absolute  uselessness  of  our  Artillery,  if 
opposed  to  European  troops.  Tbis  I 
happen  to  know  as  a  fact.  The  ArtiUeiy 
— I  am  speaking  now  of  the  gunsalone, 
and  not  the  equipment — was  the  object 
of  universal  condemnation  amongst  du  , 
foreign  representatives  at  Delbi.  Ton 
cannot  exdude — ^it  would  beladicnmsto 
exclude— the  fact  that  there  may  be  no  , 
very  long  time  before  your  Indian  Amy  ' 
ia  called  upon  to  meet  European  tiDow, 
That  being  tbe  case,  I  should  be  god 
to  know  from  the  right  hon.  GentI«DU 
that  he  does  contemplate  progreenn; 
rapidly  with  the  construction  of  field 
guns  and  tbe  sending  out  of  new  bat- 
teries to  India,  of  a  type  similar,  if  pos- 
sible, to  those  at  homo.  These  are  all 
the  remarks  I  wish  to  make  to  the  Com- 
mittee. While  congratulating  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  increase  he  bat 
decided  to  make  in  the  Indian  Army,  I 
would  venture  to  express  a  hope  th^ 
he  will  give  us  some  guarantee  that  it 
is  his  intention  "to  keep  up  the  atreiig^ 
of  the  Army  to  the  fuUest  extent. 

The  SEOSETABT  of  STATE  m 
WAB  (Hr.0AiiraKLE^BAinfEBauF](8tn^ 
ling,  &c.) :  I  hare  no  desire  to  intOTmpt 
the  course  of  the  discussion,  and  I  hope 
it  will  not  be  thought  I  am  anxious  to 
do  so  by  making  a  few  observations  at 
this  point.    I  think,  however,  I  most 
answer  at  once  the  appeal — the  Bolemn 
adjuration — which  the  noble  Lord  ha» 
addressed  to  me  on  the  subject  of  the 
condition  of  the  Army  in  India.  The 
noble  Lord,  in  solemn  and  impreeare 
tones,  asks  for  a  guarfmtee  from  me  u 
to  what  the  future  course  of  events  will 
be.    [Lord  Bakbolph  Ohubchill  ;  No, 
no!]  Well,  as  to  the  maintenance  of  w8 
EBtablishmen  t  of  the  Indian  Army  in  tw 
future ;  and  he  alludes  to  circametuKM 
which  have  happened  in  the  P**'"^ 
the  year  1884-5--with  regard  to  w 
number  of  men  falling  below  the  Betal^ 
lishment.    Now,  I  confess  that  I  did  not 
at  the  time  follow  the  course  of  ewn^ 
and  I  am  not  aware  of  the  cause  to  wla« 
they  may  have  been  due ;  but  if  voi 
cause  again  ariaee— and  it  iS)  donb^ 
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poaeible  that  it  may — I  can  assure  the 
noble  Lord  that  I  have  no  desire,  and 
that  my  Colleagues  have  no  desire, 
to  do  otherwise  than  maintain  the  full 
EstablishmeDt  in  India.  For  my  own 
part,  hoffever,  I  cannot  help  the  fact 
that  I  am  only  a  human  beiog,  and 
only  a  transient  human  being ;  and  not 
having  been  long  in  the  Office  I  now 
hare  «ie  honour  to  bold,  I  can  gire  no 
promise  or  pledge  of  the  serious  nature 
called  for  by  the  noble  Iiord;  but  I  can 
assure  him  that  Uiere  is  no  intention  on 
the  part  of  the  Goremment  to  do  other 
than  giTe  the  Indian  Gh>Temment  the 
Force  they  desire,  and  to  maintain  it  with 
full  efficiency.  I  explained  the  other 
night  the  exsct  composition  of  the  aug- 
mentation. That  will  be  done  which 
India  desires ;  and  I  can  assure  the  noble 
Lord  there  is  no  desire  to  commit  the 
shortcomings  to  which  be  has  alluded. 
With  regard  to  the  new  rifle,  as  I  said, 
55,000  are  to  be  produced  at  Enfield 
next  year,  but  that  is  for  Imperial  pur- 
poses ;  and  the  Indian  Government  will 
also  receive  such  quantity  of  rifles  as 
they  require.  The  demand  of  the  Indian 
Goremment  is  not,  in  my  opnion,  a 
very  hi^e  one.  From  the  point  of  view 
of  the  War  Office,  it  would  have  been 
satisfactory  if  it  had  been  largei,  be- 
cause, of  course,  it  would  hare  kept  our 
Establishments  going  and  our  workmen 
onployed.  But  all  I  will  say  is  that  we 
are  prepared  to  furnish  the  OoTemment 
of  India  with  the  quantity  of  new  rifles 
^t  they  require  during  the  year.  At 
present,  the  number  proposed  to  be 
mauufactured  on  repayment  is  20,000. 
I  speak  from  recollection,  however,  and 
am  not  cwtain  as  to  the  flguxes.  At  aU 
events,  the  exact  number  to  be  produced 
is  not  a  matter  for  my  decision,  but  will 
be  fixed  at  the  request  of  the  Indian 
Government.  I  wish  to  take  this  oppor- 
tunity of  relieving  the  noble  Lord  from 
the  apprehension  he  seems  to  be  under 
as  to  the  disposition  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
In  the  final  determination  of  the  Esti- 
mates, I  may  say  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  not  only  met  me  in  a  most 
leasonable  spirit,  but  in  a  generous 
frame  of  mind.  Any  impression  to  the 
contrary  is,  therefore,  entirely  erroneous. 
He  may  be  full  of  proposals  of  economy, 
and  I  believe  he  is;  but  whenever  I 
have  put  before  him — as  I  have  on  one 
w  two  matters — the  strength  of  an  in- 


dividual case,  I  hare  found  him  ex- 
tremely ready  to  listen.  So  that  nothing 
is  to  be  feared  in  that  direction,  I  think. 
As  regards  field  guns,  we  are,  I  admit,  > 
not  pushing  forward  quite  so  fast  as  [ 
the  Service  would  have  us ;  but  there  \ 
are  so  many  things  we  would  like  to  do 
and  cannot  do  with  the  money  we  have 
at  our  disposal  that  we  are  obliged  to 
dela^  those  which  we  think  most  sus- 
ceptible of  being  postponed.  As  I  am 
speaking,  perhaps  I  may  answer  ctne  or 
two  of  the  observations  which  fell  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ifember 
for  the  Strand  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith).  He 
pointed  out  that  the  sum  of  money  taken 
in  Vote  1  is  not  proportionately  as  great 
for  the  Establishments  as  that  taken  last 
year.  But  I  think  the  difference  is  to  be 
accounted  for  in  this  way — that  the  num- 
ber of  soldiers  is  at  present  under  the 
Establishment,  and  the  Estimates  are 
framed  with  that  in  view.  Again,  the 
increase  is  in  privates  alone,  and  not  in 
officers,  which  makes  a  considerable  dif- 
ference. I  believe  that  for  the  total 
number,  if  they  were  now  actually  in 
the  ranks,  the  additional  cost  for 
the  whole  year  would  be  £172,000, 
whereas  the  amount  provided  iait  in 
the  Estimates  is  £146,000.  These  two 
facts  will,  no  doubt,  cover  the  dif- 
ference pointed  out  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman made  some  caustic  observa- 
tions on  the  strength  of  the  Force  we 
propose  to  provide  for  in  Egypt.  Well, 
what  I  said  was  simply  this— that  it 
was  impossible  for  us  to  be  perfectiy 
certain,  in  the  present  condition  of  things 
in  that  country,  that  we  can  reduce  the 
Force,  as  we  desire  to  do,  to  8,000  men. 
But  we  do  hope  to  be  able  to  effect  this 
reduction.  I  said,  however,  that  if  we 
were  disappointed  in  that  expectation 
we  should  undoubtodly  require  more 
money  than  is  provided  in  these  Esti- 
mates. As  to  the  troops  at  Suakin,  I 
may  say  that  it  is  intended  to  ^ut  British 
officers  over  them.  Then  this  terrible 
question  of  the  dead-weight  of  the  Non- 
Effective  Vote,  and  especially  the  ques- 
tion of  compulsory  retirement,  was  re- 
ferred to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentieman. 
It  is  very  easy  to  rail  against  compulsory 
retirement ;  but  if  you  have  no  compul- 
sory retirement,  you  must  have  something  i 
else  to  keep  a  proper  flow  of  promotion.  I  I 
know,  by  my  experience  in  these  matters,  ' 
how  delicate  and  difficult  a  thing  it  is  to 
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adjust  the  flow  of  promotion  bo  as  to 
deal  fairly  and  reasonably  with  the  whole 
career  of  the  officers.  The  slightest 
ohaoffe  at  any  one  point,  and  especially 
I  in  what  is  often  called,  by  the  use  of 
a  common  expression,  the  "  neck  of 
the  bottle" — namely,  the  promotion  to 
Field  Officer — the  slightest  change  there, 
I  say,  has  a  wonderful  e£feot,  and  one 
which  experience  proves  to  be  much 
grsater  uan  might  be  expected  all 
through  the  junior  ranks.  In  a  Betum 
which  was  moved  for  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  fat  Korth-East  Uanchester 
(Sir  James  Fergusaon),  and  which  I  laid 
on  the  Table  to-night,  I  was  astonished 
myself  to  find  that  the  total  number  of 
officers  who  have  been  compulsorily 
retired  from  the  ranks  of  Major  and 
Captain  since  1870  in  the  Cavalry  and 
Infantry  is  only  214.  So  that  I  do  not 
think  that  that  in  itself  accounts  for 
the  great  increase  of  the  Non-Efifective 
Charges ;  but  if  I  may  quote  another 
figure  from  this  Betum,  it  certainly  does 
appear  that  the  increased  charge  on  this 
account  is  very  great.  The  total  cost  of 
pensions  and  gratuities  on  retirement 
borne  on  the  Estimates  was  £504,388 
in  1855,  and  this  year  it  is  £1,354,000. 
That  is  a  very  startling  state  of  things, 
and  it  will  go  on  increasing.  I  quite 
admit  to  the  full  this  very  serious  result ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  it  is  not  easy  to 
decide  how  it  can  be  avoided.  The  same 
principle  of  compulsory  retirement,  or 
a  substantially  similar  system,  prevails 
in  the  Navy.  It  would  be  difficult  to 
interfere  in  any  sweeping  way  with  the 
one  Service  without  re-arranging  the 
other ;  and  I  am  rather  disposed  to  be 
cautious  in  making  any  change,  however 
slight  and  harmless  it  may  appear,  be- 
cause my  experience  shows  me  that  a 
small  change  sometimes  produces  much 
more  extended  results  than  one  would 
anticipate.  As  to  the  double  battalion 
system,  X  am  afraid  I  cannot  enter  again 
into  the  old  aivuments  with  which  we 
have  all  been  familiar.  I  was  rather 
astonished  that  the  leading  attack  upon 
the  double  battalion  system  should  have 
been  made  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Winchester  (Mr.  Tottenham), 
and  that  he  should  have  been  supported 
more  prominently  than  by  anybody  else 
by  two  gallant  Officers  in  the  Guards. 
I  am  astonished  at  this,  because  the  very 
idea  of  the  double  battalion  system  was 
derived  from  the  Bifle  Brigade,  to  which 


the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  'Vm- 
Chester  belonged,  and  from  the  Qnards. 
I  should  have  thought  that  hm.  and 
gallant  Members  who  have  had  expe- 
rience of  the  beneQts  of  having  at  least 
two  battalions  to  support  each  other 
would  have  been  most  in  favour  of  the 
double  battalion  system.  I  think  it  wUl 
be  generally  admitted,  at  all  events,  even 
by  those  who  are  opposed  to  the  system, 
that  in  what  we  have  done  in  raising  the 
establishment  of  even  the  weakest  bat- 
talions in  this  oountiy  to  750  men,  we 
haye  taken  a  atop  tovrards  meeting  the 
diffloulty.  We  have  been  asked  if  we  i&- 
tend  to  maintain  the  establishment,  and 
make  it  a  real  establishment.  Again,  I  say, 
we  have  no  other  intention  than  to  do  so. 
My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  who,  I 
am  afraid,  has  now  lei^  the  House— I 
allude  to  the  Member  for  one  of  the 
Divisions  of  Lancashire  (Colonel  Salie- 
Schwabe) — made  a  number  of  sugges- 
tions on  the  score  of  economy  in  connec- 
tion with  these  Army  Estimates.  He 
suggested  instances  in  which  mens; 
could  be  saved  in  order  to  supply  funu 
for  improvements.  He  alluded  to  the 
large  number  of  civil  clerks  in  the  War 
Office,  and  suggested  that  greater  powen 
should  be  ^iven  to  Commanding  Officers. 
But  what  18  the  cause  of  the  amount  of 
oentralization  with  whioh  we  are  afflii^ 
at  the  present  time  f  I  would  point  ont 
to  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  tiiat  the 
maintenance  of  all  these  clerks  in  the 
War  Office,  and  the  degree  of  oentraliza- 
tion which  exists,  are  due  in  a  large  part 
to  the  House  of  Commons  itself.  The 
House  of  Commons  insists,  and  very  pro- 
perly insists,  on  a  most  rigid  and  accu- 
rate account  of  every  item  of  expenditure. 
Every  shilling  that  is  spent  has  to  be 
submitted  to  the  Auditor  and  the  Ao- 
counts  Committee  of  Uiis  House.  la 
order  to  have  that  exact  and  rigid  ac- 
count kept  of  every  penny  uiat  is 
spent,  we  must  maintain  this,  I  admi^ 
somewhat  clumsy  and  involved  aystemf 
and  we  must  keep  all  these  pnbHe  set- 
Tutts  working  hard.  When  we  come 
to  a  state  of  war,  things  are  widely  dif- 
ferent ;  the  purse-strings  are  thrown 
away,  and  the  General  Officer  command- 
ing in  the  field  may  do  as  he  likes, 
because  there  is  no  time  to  appeal  to 
Auditors  General  or  Committees  of  this 
House.  But  so  long  as  this  House  insists 
upon  having  an  account  kept  of  every 
penny  spent,  we  shall  have  to  keep  these 
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olarka,  and  we  shall  not  be  able  to  get 
rid  of  this  large  item  of  expense  of 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
spoke.  Allusion  has  been  made  to  the 
well-known  topic  of  Qerman  swords. 
I  can  speak  of  the  German  swords  with 
a  perfectly  clear  conscience,  because  the 
whole  transaction  occurred  before  I  had 
anj  Tesponsibility  in  the  matter  at  all. 
The  trath  is  this— that  the  sword  trade 
is  an  exceedingly  small  trade.  I  have 
no  doubt  the  <%mmittee  will  be  as  as- 
tonished as  I  was  when  I  heard  it  to 
learn  that  for  years  back  there  have  been 
only  two  manniactnrera  of  swords  in 
this  country,  and  that  one  of  them 
struggled  on  for  some  time  and  expired 
in  a  nbusiness  sense  some  years  ago. 
For  a  good  time  back  there  has  been 
only  one  man  in  the  country  who  can 
take  an  order  for  swords,  and  he  is  a 
small  manufacturer  who  can  make  com- 
paratively few  ;  and  what  was  the  ex- 
perience on  this  last  occasion  ?  He  was 
invited  to  tender.  I  may  say  that  not 
only  is  the  trade  a  small  one,  but  the 
work  of  manufacture  and  the  knowledge 
of  the  technical  part  of  it  was,  I  believe, 
confined  to  two  individual  families  of 
workmen  in  the  country.  This  one  manu- 
facturer was  invited  to  tender,  and  he 
received  an  order  for  the  largest  number 
of  swords  that  he  ooold  undertake  to 
produce.  The  rest  were  givon  to  a 
Solingen  firm  at  a  smaller  rate  than  we 
paid  him ;  bnt  he  had  the  power  to  make 
as  many  as  he  could.  But  before  many 
weeks  were  over  he  had  to  come  to  the 
War  Office,  hat  in  hand,  confess  that  he 
could  not  make  the  swords,  and  ask  our 
permission  to  substitute  Solingen  blades 
for  blades  of  British  manufacture.  When 
I  state  these  facts,  I  think  the  Committee 
will  agree  that  all  the  stories  about  a 
penurious  Public  Department,  out  of 
mere  wantonness  of  economy,  employing 
the  wretched  foreigner  to  do  things 
cheaply,  and  thereby  giving  the  go-bye 
to  British  manufacturers  at  home,  are 
actually  without  foundation.  So  far  as 
I  have  been  able  to  investigate  the 
matter,  no  supplies  for  the  War  Depart- 
ment are  sought  for  on  the  Continent, 
except  in  respect  of  arUdee  which  cannot 
be  produced  in  this  country.  I  listened 
with  great  interest  to  the  speeches  of 
the  noble  and  gallant  Member  for  St. 
G«orge*8,  Hanover  Square  (Lord  Alger- 
non Percy)  and  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  oppoeite  (Colonel  Bridgeman). 

VOL.  OOdlZ.     [tHIBD  8BBIE8.] 


There  was  one  point  dwelt  upon  which 
I  should  be  sorry  to  believe  was  true 
to  any  great  extent,  and  that  was  the 
allegation  that  the  recruit  is  misin- 
formed at  the  time  of  his  enlistment  as 
to  the  real  nature  of  his  pay.    I  hope'l 
it  is  not  true  that  the  recruit  is  told  that  / 
he  is  to  get  1*.  a-day  and  a  free  ration./ 
I  am  very  certain  that  if  my  &iendl 
General  Bulwer,  or  any  of  his  officers, 
caught  a  sei^^eant  telling  men  anything 
of  that  sort,  the  sergeant  would  imme- 
diately be  pot  to  some  other  duty.  But 
I  will  undertake  to  make  inquiry,  and 
discontinue  any  practice  which  may  lead 
to  misapprehension  on  the  subject. 

Sir  AliOHIBALD  CAMPBELL 
(Renfrew,  W.) :  There  are  one  or  two 
points  that  I  should  like  to  bring  before 
the  Committee.  They  have  not  been 
touched  upon  by  any  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  have  addressed  the  Committee 
up  to  the  present,  and  my  apology  for 
referring  to  them  is  that  I  approach 
them  from  a  point  of  view  which  is  that 
not  altogether  of  an  officer  of  the  Anny, 
though,  having  served  for  a  long  time 
in  the  Army,  1  have  some  experience  of 
the  Service.  I  have  had  experience  of 
the  Reserve  Forces,  having  commanded 
a  regiment  of  Yolunteeis,  and  Z  have 
also  the  honour  of  commanding  the 
regiment  (Kf  Militia  in  my  county.  In 
these  positions  I  hare  had  exceptional 
opportunity  of  seeing  what  becomes  of 
the  men  who  pass  out  of  the  Army.  Aa 
a  result  of  my  experiences,  I  thinJc  that 
a  step  might  very  well  be  taken  in  the 
direction  which  has  already  been  taken 
by  my  gallant  friend  General  Bnlwer, 
than  whom  there  is  no  better  officer  in 
Her  Majesty's  Service,  and  under  whom 
I  was  proud  to  serve  on  more  than  one 
occasion.  I  am  very  glad  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  Campbell -Bannerman) 
spoke  of  lum  in  such  admirable  terms, 
because  I  feel  sure  he  has  done  every- 
thing he  possibly  could  for  the  good  of 
the  Army,  and  has  moved  in  the  direc- 
tion I  should  like  us  to  move — the  direc- 
tion indicated  in  his  recommendations 
upon  the  Service  and  upon  the  duties  of 
a  man  when  he  enters  the  Service.  There 
is  one  thing  which  always  struck  me  as 
Y«ej  necessary,  and  that  is  that,  inas- 
much as  our  Army  is  a  voluntary  one, 
we  ought  to  endeavour  to  make  it  as 
easy  as  possible  to  men ;  and,  in  fact,  to 
work,  if  we  can,  upon  the  feelings  of  the 
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recruits.  What  I  found  when  in  the 
Army  was  that,  whatever  the  term  of 
enlistment  was,  if  you  asked  a  man 
whether  he  would  like  to  leaTe  he  would 
assuredly  answer  "Yes."  The  men 
wanted  to  g^t  their  liberty  again ;  but 
when  they  did  go  away  and  fonnd  that 
their  home  or  the  place  whioh  knew 
ilaxim  before  knew  them  no  more,  and 
that  it  was  very  difficult  to  get  work,  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  two-thirds  of 
them  would  have  gladly  returned  to  the 
Service.  Having  in  view  this  indisposi- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  men  who  have 
left  the  Army,  I  wish  to  offer  a  few 
observations  to  the  Committee.  At  the 
present  time  a  recruit  enters  the  Line 
for  seven  years ;  but  at  the  end  of  three 
years  he  can  re-engage,  and  make  up 
his  term  of  service  to  12  years.  Now, 

,  what  I  propose  is  this — that  at  the  end 
of  seven  years  men  should  be  allowed 
to  go  away  from  the  Service  for  a  year, 
and  that  at  the  end  of  that  period,  if 
they  found  it  would  be  an  advantage  to 
lliem  to  come  back,  they  might  re-enlist 

*-  for  12  years,  if  they  chose,  and  thus 
earn  their  pension.  I  believe  that  by 
adopting  this  plan  we  should  get  back 
all  me  very  best  men.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  we  need  only  take  back  those  men 
who  bore  good  characters.  We  should 
get  trained  men  into  the  ranks;  we 
should  have  men  of  good  age  mixed  up 
with  the  recruits,  and  that  would  be  of 
immense  advantage,  and  would  be  the 
means  of  preventing  a  great  deal  of 
the  waste  which  now  goes  on  in  the 
Army.  What  has  happened  since  1870 
has  shown  quite  plainly  that  our  young 
soldiers  are  bold  enough,  but  that  they 
are  not  strong  enough.  The  consequence 
is  that  at  the  beginning  of  a  campaign 
there  is  always  very  great  waste.  A 
short  and  stiff  campaign  they  may  be 
able  to  stand ;  but  if  the  struggle  con- 
tinues for  anything  like  six  months,  it 
is  found  that  the  young  soldiers  become 
sick  and  have  to  be  sent  home.  The 
fact  of  the  matter  is  that  in  six  months 
one  sees  a  tremendous  change  worked 
in  the  young  men  forming  the  Army. 
Why,  the  men  of  the  Militia  regiment 
under  my  command— unfortunately  it 
has  often  been  the  case,  and  I  am  afraid 
I  shall  see  a  repetition  of  it  this  year — 
get  into  their  clothes  with  great  ease  in 
the  first  few  days  of  training ;  but  when 
they  have  been  a  fortnight  or  three 
weeks  in  camp  they  are  fbund  to  be  veiy 
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different  men.  Th^  are  better  and 
stronger  in  every  way.  All  I  want  ii 
to  get  men  who  have  left  to  rejoin  the 
ranks.  I  believe  we  could  get  hack 
voluntarily  most  of  the  men  if  we  only 
g^va  them  the  opportunity  of  retnraiog 
when  they  have  tasted  the  disagreeable- 
nesB  of  being  at  home  and  of  being 
unable  to  obtain  sabsiBtence,  as  many 
of  them  are.  We  need  not  take  back 
any  of  those  we  do  not  require.  I  be- 
lieve the  change  I  propose  would  prove 
a  great  boon  not  only  to  the  men,  but  to 
the  country.  Of  course  I  would  allov 
them  when  re-enlisting  to  enter  any 
regiment  they  chose,  and  also  to  fall  ia 
at  the  bottom  of  their  rank ;  if  they 
went  away  as  non-commissioned  officers 
they  might  come  in  again  as  non-com- 
missioned officers,  but,  of  course,  tit  the 
bottom  of  the  list. 

SiB  HHNEY  HAVELOOK-ALLAN 
(Durham,  S.E.) :  Mr.  Courtney,  in  the 
few  remarks  I  propose  to  address  to  the 
Committee  I  wish  to  confine  myself  prin- 
cipally to  those  subjects  taken  up  and 
dealt  wiUi  BO  ably  by  my  hon.  and  gal* 
lant  Friend  the  Member  for  Lambeth 
(General  Eraser)  and  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  who  opened  the  die- 
cussion  (Mr.  Tottenham),  because  it  so 
happens  that  I  have  unfortunately  been 
unable  to  bring  on  the  Motion  I  have 
had  on  the  Paper  for  several  weeks  with 
regard  to  the  points  upon  which  they 
touched.  The  ballot  was  on  every  occa- 
sion very  uopropitious  to  me ;  and  not 
being  desirous  on  the  first  occasion  the 
Army  Estimates  came  on  to  stand  be- 
tween the  Committee  and  the  Statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman).  I  felt  it  right  to  defer  any 
remarks  I  had  to  make  imtil  a  time  like 
the  present.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  glad  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  fev 
remarks  he  has  just  made,  and  which 
appeared  to  me  to  be  interjected  exaotly 
at  the  right  moment,  hae  dispelled  the 
illusion  which  seems  to  prevail  that 
he  has  been  engaged  in  some  active 
stru^le  with  the  right  hon.  Gentlemim 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir 
William  Haroourt),  and  that  it  has  only 
been  with  the  greatest  difficult  he  has 
been  able  to  present  the  present  Esti- 
mates, which,  I  am  pleased  to  see,  pro- 
mise much  greater  efficiency  than  those 
of  the  last  few  years.  I  should  say 
tiiere  oould  be  no  greater  illusion  than 
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to  sappose  that  the  present  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (8tr  William  Har- 
coort)  or  the  Prime  Minister  (Mr.  W.  £. 
Gladstone)  baSf  in  any  degree,  desired 
to  see  efficiency  sacrificed  to  false  eco- 
nomy. If  I  may  be  allowed  to  quote 
the  Estimates  of  the  present  year  as 
testimony  to  the  contrary,  I  should  say 
1  we  have  now,  for  the  first  timo,  some 
/  hope  of  the  realization  of  those  improve- 
j  ments  which  military  reformers  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  have  been  impress- 
/  ing  on  successive  Governments  for  the 
last  10  years.  For  instance,  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  whom  I  have  alluded  have 
dwelt  in  strong  terms,  though,  I  am 
bound  to  say,  not  in  too  strong  terms, 
on  the  deplorable  state  of  things  which 
has  been  caused  by  the  endeavour  to 
feed  battalions  abroad  from  too  small 
bases  at  homo.  Perhaps  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
will  pardon  me  when  I  say  that  that  is 
one  point  in  his  Estimates  in  regard  to 
which  I  cannot  entirely  concur  wi;h 
him,  because  tho  evil  that  has  been 
pointed  out  by  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friends  the  Members  for  Lambeth  and 
Winchester  does  not  appear  to  be  met 
by  any  remedy  in  the  present  Estimates. 
We,  undoubtedly,  do  suffer  from  the  fact 
that  when  the  new  scheme  was  set  into 
'  operation  in  the  year  1872  or  1873  there 
:  was  a  miscalculation  made  as  to  the 
/  number  of  battalions  which  it  was  likely 
would  be  sent  abroad  compared  with 
tho  number  of  those  which  it  was  likoly 
would  be  retained  at  home.  Perhaps, 
as  it  is  a  matter  of  history,  I  may  be 
allowed  to  recall  to  the  recollectioa  of 
tho  Committee  what  was  the  arrange- 
ment that  was  then  come  to  with  the 
common  concurrence  of  both  sides  of  the 
House.  The  Infantry  of  the  British 
Army,  exclusive  of  the  seven  battalions 
of  Guards,  is  divided  into  141  bat- 
talions. The  141  battalions  were  eo 
divided  as  to  be  grouped  into  70  abroad 
and  7 1  at  home.  It  stands  to  reason  that, 
with  a  margin  of  only  one  at  home,  there 
was  little  material  with  which  to  cope 
with  any  of  those  small  Colonial  or 
foreign  wars  of  which  we  have  had  so 
-  many.  Very  nearly  all  the  evils,  and 
the  extraordinary  sbiiin  to  which  in  8uc> 
I  cessive  years  our  system  has  been  sub- 
f  iected,  have  sprang  from  this  misoalou- 
~  lation.  It  does  not  appear  to  me  that 
in  theEfltimates  which  we  havenowbefore 
us,  excellent  as  I  believe  they  are  in 


many  respects,  that  blot  has  been  en- 
tirely remoTcdf  nor  do  I  see  any  indica- 
tion that  a  remedy  is  contemplated. 
Now,  the  idea  of  the  new  organization 
was,  as  I  have  said,  that  there  should  be 
70  battalions  abroad  and  71  at  home; 
but  what  has  actually  turned  out  to  be 
the  case  ?  Beginning,  I  think,  about 
1876,  we  have  down  to  the  present  day 
been  engaged  sometimes  in  a  small  Colo- 
nial war,  sometimes  in  a  considerablo 
one— on  one  or  two  occasions  we  have 
had  two  Expeditions  going  on  in  dif* 
ferent  parts  of  the  world  at  the  eame 
time ;  and  the  result  has  been  that  we 
have  been  endeavouring  to  carry  on  war 
or  warlike  operation,  or  whatever  we 
choose  to  call  it,  upon  a  purely  peace 
footing.  As  a  consequence,  the  whole 
of  that  system,  which  was  based  on  the 
idea  that  there  would  remain  at  home 
one  or  two  battalions  more  than  were 
abroad,  has  completely  broken  down, 
with  the  deplorable  results  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  have  so  minutely 
described.  It  appears  to  mo  that  there 
is  not  in  the  near  or  remote  future  any  f 
probability  that  the  state  of  things  with  / 
regard  to  the  balanco  between  the  num-/ 
bcF  of  battalions  serving  abroad  and  the 
number  of  battalions  serving  at  home  isj 
likely  to  be  remedied.  Furthermore, 
one  of  the  points  insisted  upon  to-night 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  late  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill),  and  with  whose  remarks  re- 
garding the  desirability  of  making  the 
increase  of  the  Army  in  India  a  real, 
and  not  a  sham  or  delusive  inorease,  I 
entirely  ^ee,  was  that  the  Establish- 
ment in  India  should  be  permanently 
increased  from  50,000  to  53,000.  Then, 
Sir,  we  cannot  suppose  that  any  cause 
will  arise  which  will  diminish  the  num- 
ber which  are  serving  in  the  Colonies, 
in  the  Mediterranean,  China,  and  so  on; 
that  will  always  remain  at  the  fixed 
number  of  25  battalions.  53,000  iu 
India  and  25,000  in  the  Colonies  and 
China  make  a  total  of  78,000  ;  and  in 
addition  to  that  we  have,  at  the  present 
moment,  the  disturbance  of  the  arrange- 
ment seriously  aggravated  by  the  fact  A 
that  we  have  no  less  than  17 — I  think  \ 
17i — ^battalions  of  Infantry  iu  Egypt.  \ 
I  must  confess  I  am  not  so  sanguine  as 
those  hon.  Members  who  have  spoken 
of  the  probability  of  a  very  large  and 
serious  reduction  being  mado  thia  year 
in  the  number  of  battaliona  serving  in 
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Egypt.  Therefore,  it  followB  tliat  the 
present  state  of  things  will  be  more  or 
leas  continued .  Lord  Aire  j's  Oommittee 
has  been  spoken  of.  and  perhaps  the 
Oommittee  will  allov  me  to  offer  a  few 
observations  in  regard  to  the  proceed- 
ings of  that  Oommittee,  haring  paid,  as 
I  aid,  considerable  attention  to  the  eri- 
denoe  giren  and  to  the  Be^rt  which 
waspublished.  Now, Lord Airey's Oom- 
mittee appear  to  have  hit  upon  the  idea 
that  it  was  desirable  that  we  diould 
revert  to  the  system  which  had  been 
formerly  extensively  tried  and  aban- 
doned— namely,  the  system  of  large 
dep6t8.  I  was  struck  with  the  fact  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Tottenham)  who  opened  the  discussion 
this  evening  did  not  tell  us  why  it  was 
that  the  Beport  of  Lord  Airey's  Com- 
mittee in  this  particular  was  never  acted 
upon.  That  this  recommendation  was 
not  respected  was  the  more  singular 
because  the  Government  who  were  in 
power  at  the  time  Lord  Airey's  Com- 
mittee presented  their  Be^rt  continued 
in  power  for  some  considerable  time 
afterwards.   U  the  recommendation  re- 

garding  the  importance  of  large  depdts 
ad  commended  itself  to  the  minds  of 
the  Government  then  in  power,  I  think 
they  would  have  taken  some  means,  be- 
fore quitting  Office,  of  carrying  it  out. 
The  Liberal  Government  came  into 
power  in  1880,  and  in  the  latter  part  of 
that  year  or  of  the  following  year  there 
was  a  general  concurrence  of  opinion 
amongst  men  of  both  political  Parties 
that  it  would  be  undesirable  to  re-estab- 
-lish  the  system  of  large  depots  as  recom- 
mended by  Lord  Airey's  Committee.  But 
j  there  was  one  recommendation  simulta- 
;  neously  made  which,  I  am  sorry  to  say, 
has  not  been  carried  out ;  and  as  it  is 
the  one  which  bears  more  immediately 
on  the  question  of  the  strain  which  at 
present  exists,  I  trust  the  Oommittee 
will  pBrailt  me  to  say  a  few  words  upon 
it.  The  recommendation  to  which  I 
allude  was  that,  whenever  both  the 
linked  battalions  of  a  regiment  were 
abroad  at  the  same  time,  a  large  depdt 
of  some  600  men  should  be  raised  at 
home  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  the 
two  battalions  supplied.  Perhaps  the 
Oommittee  are  not  aware  that  in  no  case 
has  that  recommendation  been  fully  car- 
ried out.  In  only  six  cases  has  it  been 
partially  carried  out ;  but  I  am  happy 
to  say  that,  ftcm.  the  Evtimates  now  pre- 
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sented  to  us,  there  is  reason  to  hope 
that,  concurrently  with  some  of  the  bat- 
talions being  withdrawn  home,  that 
sound  recommendation  of  Lord  Airey's 
Oommittee  will  be  carried  out.    The  tact 
exists  that,  at  this  moment,  there  are  no 
less  than  1 3  regiments,  consisting  of  two 
linked  battalions  each,  which  have  both 
their  battalions  abroad,  and  in  only  six 
out  of  the  26  has  this  particularly  sound 
and  good  recommendation  of  Lord  Airey's 
Committee  been  adopted,  and  that  only 
partially.   I  find  that  the  strength  of 
the  depots  in  the  six  instances  of  which 
I  speak  falls  very  far  short  of  the  600 
men  which  was  recommended  by  Lord 
Airey's  Committee ;  in  no  case  does  the 
number  rise  to  over  520  men,  and  in 
some  cases  the  number  is  only  a  few 
men  over  400.    Therefore,  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  it  is  no  matter  of  surprise  to 
me  at  all  that  the  whole  system  during 
the  last  four  years  should  have  been 
perfectiy  disjointed,  and  that  the  state 
of  things  has  existed  which  has  been 
ruinous  to  the  etprit  ds  eorpt  of  the 
Army,  and  which  has  almost  broken  the 
hearts  of  some  of  the  most  able  men  in 
the  Army.  I  repeat,  Sir.  that  I  oon- 
sider  it  is  one  of  the  best  features  of  the 
recommendations  made  in  the  Estimates 
which  have  been  submitted  to  the  Com- 
mittee by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  that  this  de- 
plorable state  of  things  is  now  likely  to 
come  to  an  end.   But,  Sir,  this  will  not, 
even  if  carried  out,  entirely  remove  the 
evil,  for  we  shall  still  have  the  fact  that 
the  number  of  battalions  abroad  will  be 
very  large  indeed  in  comparison  with 
the  number  at  home ;  and  as  long  as 
some  means  are  not  taken  to  adjust  the 
balance  between  the  two  states  of  things 
I  am  afraid  that,  in  a  lesser  or  greater 
degree,  the  evil  will  still  continue.  At 
the  risk  of  being  supposed  to  recom- 
mend that  which  may  inonr  additional 
expense,  which  is  not,  in  the  slightest 
degree,  my  intention,  I  do  desire  to  put 
before  the  Committee  the  serious  consi- 
deration as  to  whether  it  would  not  be 
desirable  to  face  this  Committee  with 
what  has  been  suggested,  but  which 
was  only  slightly  touched  upon  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentieman  the  Member  ' 
for  Winchester  (Mr.  Tottenham),  and  , 
that  is  a  permanent  increase  in  the  nnm- 
ber  of  units.    For  instance,  if  it  should 
be  decided  after  consideration — and  it  is 
a  matter  which  only  ought  to  be  decided 
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upon  after  full  consideration,  although  1 1 
believe  that  already  it  has  the  weight  of 

/  being  recommended  by  the  highest  au< 
thority  we  have  on  such  matters,  Lord 

!  Wolseley — if  it  should  be  decided  that 

^the  number  of  battalions  should  be  in- 
creased from  141  to  160  it  would  always 
be  possible,  oven  in  times  of  Colonial  war, 
to  have  80  battalions  abroad  and  80  at 

'  home ;  and,  at  the  same  time,  there  need 
not  necessarily  be  a  single  man  added  to 
the  number  provided  for  in  the  Esti- 
mates of  the  present  year.  And  this 
brings  me  to  the  point  on  which  I  ren- 
ture  to  disagree  with  some  of  the  recom- 
mendations which  have  been  made  as  to 
the  dead  level  of  strength  being  750  a 
battalion.  Now,  Sir,  one  of  the  prin- 
cipal defects  that  have  existed  since  the 
year  1882,  when  the  Expedition  went  to 
Egypt  and  fought  the  battle  of  Tel-el- 
Kebir,  has  been  this— that  whereas  in 
1876,  when  the  system  of  linked  batta- 
lions was  agreed  upon,  it  was  fixed  that 
there  should  always  be  kept  in  this  coun- 
.  try  at  the  head  of  the  list  of  the  batta- 

f  lions  which  were  first  for  foreign  ser- 

/  vice  12  battalions  of  the  strength  of  950 
/  or  1,000  men,  the  idea  being  that  the 
_  12  battalions,  in  conjunction  with  the 
nine  battalions  which  are  always  kept  in 
the  Mediterranean,  should  form  a  eorpt 
d*arm4s  ready  at  the  shortest  notice,  the 
result  has  been  that  owing  to  the  various 
Expeditions  of  which  I  have  spoken, 
and  which  began  in  1878,  that  arrange- 
ment—that salutary  and  good  arrange- 
ment—has been  entirely  lost  sight  of. 
Not  only  was  it  the  case  a  few  months 
ago,  but  it  is  partially  the  case  still,  that 
\ie  have  86  battalions  abroad  and  55  at 
home,  not  one  of  which  comes  within 
250  or  300  of  its  strength;  and  if  any 
complicatiou  had  arisen,  or  were  to  arise 
,  elsewhere^  calling  for  other  troops,  they 
could  not  have  been  provided  without 
Bending  some  portion  of  the  Beserve,  or 
else  disjointing  the  whole  Keservo  sys- 

„  tem.  I  earnestly  put  it  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  should  not  take  into  con- 
sideration, coincident  with  the  question 
of  the  desirability  of  increasing  the 
number  of  our  units  so  as  to  preserve  a 
balance  between  the  number  of  batta- 
lions abroad  and  at  home,  the  necessity 
of  returning  to  that  wholesome  aud 
salutary  system  of  retaining  at  home  a 
number  of  battalions,  be  it  12  or  14,  of 
the  prescribed  strength,  and  ready  to 


take  the  field  ?   I  cannot  see  that  any 
harm  would  be  done  if  we  were  to  re- 
turn to  the  principle  of  a  gi'aduated 
scale  of  strength  ;  that  instead  of  keep- 
ing all  the  battalions  at  home  at  750  we 
should  keep  the  12  first  on  the  list  for 
foreign  service  at  950,  and  the  battalions , 
at  the  bottom  of  the  list,  those  which 
were  not  likely  to  be  called  upon  to  go 
abroad  for  at  least  five,  six,  or  seven 
years,  at  the  reduced  strength— that  is 
to  say  600—600  being,  I  believe,  the 
number  fixed  upon  by  Lord  Air^s 
Committee  as  likely  to  suffice  to  meet 
the  annual  waste.   While  I  think  we  ^ 
should  return  to  the  wholesome  practice  / 
which  existed  in  1876  aud  1878  of  keep-  I 
ing  a  certain  number  of  battalions  al-  J 
ways  ready  to  be  called  upon,  and  at  / 
the  proper  strength  to  take  the  field  / 
without  any  addition  from  the  Reserve, 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  the  criticisms  that 
have  been  made  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House  have  come  at  a  somewhat  unfor- 
tunate time,  because  it  does  so  happen 
that  the  Estimates  now  presented  to  us  . 
are  the  very  first  which  have  given  us  | 
an  assurance  that  we  should  have  an  1 
effective  strength  both  at  home  and  ^ 
abroad.   With  regard  to  the  question 
of  the  intn^ase  of  the  Army  in  India,  I 
do  not  Icnow  at  all  on  what  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Paddin^tou  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill]  based  his  assump- 
tion. I  think  it  was  an  entirely  ground- 
less assumption  that  there  was  any  de- 
gree of  disinclination  on  the  part  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  to  effect  the 
reinforcement  of  the  Army  in  India  as 
soon  as  possible.   I  do  not  think  the 
previous  history  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  any  of  the  Departments  in 
which  he  has  served  so  well  shows  that 
be  will  be  guilty  of  delaying  a  step 
which  is  acknowledged  to  be  necessary. 
Well,  Sir,  having  said  this  much  as  to 
the  defects  which  still  seem  to  exist  in 
our  system,  may  I  be  permitted  for  one  -. 
moment  to  congrattilate  the  Committee 
and  the  country  upon  the  real  and  sub- 
stantial effects  which  have  been  pro- 
duced in  the  last  12  years  by  tiie  work-  \ 
ing  of  the  short- service  system.   It  is 
satisfactory  to  think  that  this  year  we 
have  obtained  something  like  42,000 
recruits  for  the  Line,  and  that  40,000 
men  have  voluntarily  engaged  for  ser- 
vice in  the  Militia.    Now,  Sir,  when 
I  recall  the  forebodings  which  were 
uttered  in  this  House  and  in  the 
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Frees  all  over  the  coantry  some 
yean  ago  as  to  the  effectiveness  of 
the  short  -  service  system — when  I  re- 
collect hov  continually  we  were  told 
that  the  short-serrice  sjrstem  would  not 
only  destroy  the  fighting  line  altogether, 
bat  would  not  give  us  the  proper  num- 
ber of  men,  I  am  bound  to  say  one  word 
in  commendation  of  those  who,  through 
thick  and  thin,  supported  the  new  sys- 
tem. Upon  the  result  the  country  may 
be  justly  congratulated.  Who  would 
have  thought  some  years  ago  such  a  re- 
sult possible  ?  In  every  way  the  men 
entering  the  Army  nowadays  are  of  a 
Buporior  quality.  "Who  would  have  sup- 
posed that  we  should  have  been  able, 
under  a  voluntary  system,  to  have  in 
one  year  some  82,003  effective  men  en- 
tering the  Military  Service  ?  In  speak- 
ing of  the  degree  in  which  the  short- 
servico  system  has  commeuded  itself  to 
the  minds  of  those  classes  of  the  popula- 
tion who  enlist,  I  must  not  lose  sight  of 
the  fact  that,  in  addition  to  the  82,000 
of  whom  I  have  spoken,  7,000  men  had 
entered  the  Beserve.  On  the  whole, 
however,  I  think  that  we  may  congratu- 
late ourselves  that  the  short-service  sys- 
tem has  worked  well,  and  that  none  of 
those  forebodings  which  the  croakers 

fave  utterance  to  souie  years  ago  have 
een  realized.  We  were  told  that  we 
should  have  large  numbers  of  our  men 
breaking  down  wbon  it  came  to  a 
strained  campaign  ;  but  I  do  not  know 
that  in  the  recent  war  in  Egypt,  during 
the  arduous  march  up  the  Nile,  that 
foreboding  with  regard  to  our  soldiers 
was  carried  out.  I  may  mention  one 
thing  to  show  that  the  men  enlisted 
under  the  short-service  system  are  not 
inferior.  A  regiment  in  which  I  once  had 
the  honour  to  serve  performed  the  ex- 
traordinary feat  of  marching  towards 
Gubat,  in  the  Expedition  up  the  Kile, 
1 20  miles  on  foot  in  six  days— an  aver- 
ago  of  20  miles  a-da^  on  foot  under, 
perhaps,  the  most  trying  climate  in  the 
world,  and  over  a  route,  it  must  be  re- 
collected, which  was  thought  so  imprac- 
ticable that  it  was  traversed  before  only 
by  men  carried  on  camels.  All  the  men 
inarched  120  miles,  and  not  a  single  one 
of  them  gave  way  on  the  journey.  I 
think  that,  having  regard  to  these  facts, 
we  must  be  satiofied  that  the  short-ser- 
vice system  has  not  led  to  the  deteriora- 
tion of  our  soldiers.  Then  I  come  to 
another  point— namely,  the  recruiting 
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for  the  Army ;  and  I  cannot  give  a  better 
illustration  of  the  successful  wsy  in  vluch 
that  is  done  than  by  referring  to  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  the  Brigade  of  Guardi. 
They  have  had  a  good  turn  during  the' 
last  three  years,  for  out  of  seven  batta- 
lions they  have  bad  six  battalions  in  the 
field.  Now,  Sir,  what  has  resulted  from 
that  state  of  things  ?  Have  those  hatta. . 
lions  been  so  depleted  that  they  could 
not  turn  out  now  ?  On  the  contrary,  we 
find  that  the  Brigade  ia  not  only  up  to 
its  full  strength,  out  it  has  300  mea  be- 
yond its  establishment ;  and  instead  of 
the  physique  falling  off,  I  think  it  is 
the  opinion  of  everybody  who  has  aoj 
acquaintance  with  matter  that  a  more 
magnificent  body  of  men  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  find.   That  shows  that  all 
the  predictions  of  evil  have  fallen  to  the 
ground.    The  condition  of  the  Quards 
is  owing  to  the  admirable  manner  in 
whioh  they  carry  out  the  short-serriie 
system  ;  and  the  only  difference  betrfen 
it  and  any  other  service  is  that  the 
torm  of  service  is  shorter  in  the  Goardj 
than  in  any  other  Corps.    Men  are 
enlisted  only  for  three  years,  with  nine 
years  further  service  if  they  like;  and 
the  results  which  are  obtained  bjthe 
system  ehow  how  wise  it  is  that  re- 
cruits should  have  it  in  their  power  to 
ohoose  their  length  of  service  at  the  be- 
ginning.   When  I  returned  to  the  Ser- 
vice from  India  I  found  a  marked  and^ 
very  great  improvement  in  the  conduit 
of  the  men ;  but  that  was  not  ta  le 
wondered  at,  seeing  the  better  and  more 
extended  system  of  education  which  was 

£iven  to  the  youth  of  the  country  by  the  - 
iberal  Party  in  1871.  TheyoungwI- 
diers  we  get  now  perform  their  duty  ad- 
mirably, and  it  is  almost  impossible  to 
make  too  great  a  demand  upon  their 
zeal.  I  thank  the  Committee  very  much 
for  the  kindness  with  which  they  hare 
listened  to  me,  and  I  beg  to  commend 
the  suggestions  which  I  have  made  fo 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secs^tary  of 
State  for  War.  With  those  exceptions 
which  I  have  mentioned,  I  congratnlale 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  hariog 
given  the  country  something  in  the  na- 
ture of  value  for  their  money,  and  of 
having  delivered  one  of  the  most  in- 
teresting Army  Statements  that  has  been 
delivert^  in  this  House  for  the  hut  20 
years. 

Sib  FEEDERIOK  FITZ-WTGEA« 
(Hants,  Famham) :  Ur.  Courtney,  Sir, 
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in  the  face  of  the  very  large  Estimates 
which  have  been  presented  to  this  House 
I  shall  not  venture  to  ask  for  them  to  be 
very  considerably  increased ;  but  I  hope 
to  make  some  Buggestions,  which,  if 
acted  upon,  will  very  considerably  im- 
prove the  Service  without  very  greatly 
increasiog  the  Estimates  for  the  year. 
I  will  deal  first  with  the  Infantry,  be- 
cause, first  of  all,  I  think  it  is  the  moat 
important  portion  of  the  Army;  and, 
secondly,  because  it  is  less  organized 
than  any  other  part  of  the  Army.  No 
Infantry  regiment  can  move  out  of  camp 
without  an  escort  of  Cavalry,  without 
transport, without  a  Commissariat  Corps, 
without  an  Ambulance  Corps  borrowed 
from  the  Army  Hospital  Corps,  and 
without  Royal  Engineers  for  the  pur- 
pose of  throwing  up  trenches,  making 
bridges,  and  such-Iike  duties.  I  think 
such  an  organization  as  this  is  incom- 
plete, and  I  think  that  it  would  bo  ad- 
vantageous, if  possible,  to  make  every 
regiment  almost  complete  within  itself, 
so  aa  to  be  independent,  to  a  large  ex- 
tent, of  these  auxiliaries.  I  should  like 
to  see  a  large  percentage  of  men  in  every 
regiment  trained  to  some  useful  military 
trade,  such  as  carpenters,  bricklayers, 
plumbers,  &c.,  and  so  on,  as  they  might 
be  in  times  of  peace.  Probably  10  per 
cent  of  the  men,  or  80  out  of  600,  might 
be  so  (rained ;  and  then  I  should  like 
to  see  them  formed  into  an  Industrial 
Company,  call  it  a  Pioneer  Company  j 
they  would  be  able  to  pay  for  the  train- 
ing they  obtained  by  doing  barrack 
work.  Then  I  should  like  to  see  these 
men  employed  upon  barrack  repairs, 
and  such  like,  which  could  be  done  with 
advantage  to  themselves.  Infantry  sol- 
diers might  even  be  employed  in  the 
building  of  their  own  barracks,  and 
thus  useful  employment  would  be  fouud 
for  thousands  of  men  who  now  idle 
about  in  the  afternoon,  and  in  whom  an 
industrious  spirit  might  be  developed  if 
they  were  encouraged  to  devote  them- 
selves to  useful  work  for  which  at  pre- 
sent civilians  have  to  bo  employed.  I 
live  near  a  town — Portsmouth — where 
there  are  a  large  number  of  convicts  who 
are  trained  to  do  useful  work  ;  and  I  am 
sure  that  if  convicts  can  be  so  trained  it 
ought  to  he  easy  to  teach  our  soldiers  to 
do  repairs  about  the  barracks.  I  think 
that  every  soldier  in  the  Army  ought  to 
be  made  as  useful  as  he  can  possibly  be ; 
and  if  it  can  be  done  without  seriously 


increasing  the  Estimates,  I  shall  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  "War  to  take  the 
suggestion  into  his  very  serious  con- 
sideration. I  believe  that  if  an  Indus- 
trial  training  can  be  introduced  into  the 
Army  it  will  m^e  the  soldier  moro 
happy  and  contented,  and  will  greatly 
tend  to  the  efficiency  of  the  Service.  > 
The  next  point  I  wish  to  refer  to  is  the 
question  of  transport.  An  Infantry 
regiment  cannot  move  without  trans- 
port borrowed  from  the  Commissariat 
and  Transport  Corps.  In  fact,  we  re- 
quire two  kinds  of  transport— a  gene- 
ral transport  by  a  special  corps,  and 
also  a  regimental  transport.  The  exist- 
ing Commissariat  andTransport  Corps  do  / 
their  work  very  well,  but  they  are  in-/ 
sufficient  for  carrying  on  the  whole/ 
transport  of  the  Army ;  and  I  believe  i| 
would  be  a  great  advantage  to  them  i£ 
they  were  relieved  of  the  regimentalV 
transport  by  training  Infantry  regiments  [ 
to  undertake  transport  duties  for  them-  / 
selves.  If  the  Qovemment  would  supply 
each  regiment  with  12  horses  and  6  carts 
that  would  do  very  well  to  instruct  the 
men  in  transport  duties.  There  might 
be  75  men  in  each  regiment  so  trained 
in  transport  duties,  such  as  the  care  of 
horses,  saddling  and  driving,  and  the 
loading  of  carts,  which  are  duties  not 
to  be  learned  in  a  day  or  a  week,  or  a 
month.  This  would  give  the  men  a  know- 
ledge of  horses  which  is  always  useful  to 
the  soldier.  As  it  is  at  present,  when 
emergencies  arise — as  in  the  case  of  the 
Egyptian  War — men  w  ere  sent  in  b  a tches 
of  30  to  spend  the  ridicidously  short  term 
of  three  days  in  being  trained  to  these 
duties.  Of  course,  I  am  aware  that 
there  will  be  some  expense  connected 
with  this  change ;  but  I  do  not  think  it 
need  be  a  large  one.  The  horses  might 
be  provided  &om  those  which  are  unfit 
to  carry  heavy  weights,  and  are  there- 
fore cast  by  the  Oavury,  but  which  would 
be  sufficient  for  harness  work.  And  I 
would  also  remind  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  "War  that  at  present  there  is  very  con- 
siderable expense  in  hired  transport  at 
different  regimental  stations.  The  third 
point  on  which  I  think  our  regimental 
organization  is  incomplete  is  in  regard 
to  the  ambulance.  It  is  at  present  very 
successfully  carried  on,  and  with  great 
skill,  by  the  Army  Hospital  Corps.  By 
the  present  system  an  Ambulance  detach- 
ment is  sent  with  each  regiment  and  acts 
quite  well  asfar  as  it  goes ;  out  a  regiment 
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is  often  broken  up  into  wings  and  com- 
panies, and  my  oontention  is  that  each 
company  ought  to  have  a  certain  num- 
ber ol  men  trained  to  ambulance  duties. 
I  would  go  a  step  farther,  and  would  ask 
theOorernmeut  to  provide  each  company 
with  two  mules;  and  I  think  tt  would 
be  a  very  good  thing  indeed  to  tell  off  a 
certain  number  of  men  in  each  regiment 
to  take  caie  of  the  mules  and  be  trained 
in  fitting  them  with  ambulance  saddles, 
which  require  careful  adjustment.  It  is 
exceedingly  necessary  to  train  men  in 
the  care  of  mules,  because  if  a  mule  is 
ill-treated  it  becomes  vicious  and  kicks  a 
great  deal,  and  that  may  increase  the 
sufferings  of  any  wounded  man  who  was 
placed  on  such  an  animal.  There  is 
another  matter  on  which  I  think  the 
Xnfantry  are  singularly  inefficient,  and 
that  is  in  regard  to  scouting.  Our 
regiments  are  aeflcient  in  the  means  of 
doing  their  own  seoutiiig,  and  they 
cannot  move  without  an  escort  of 
Cavalry.  Scouting  cannot  be  done  by 
men  ou  foot,  for  the  quickest  running 
would  be  too  slow  to  give  the  necessary 
security.  It  will  probably  be  in  ^e 
recolleotiott  of  the  Committee  that  an 
Infantry  regiment  was  taken  by  sur- 
prise at  Pretoria  by  the  Boers,  and 
that  this  was  the  commencement  of  all 
our  troubles  in  the  Transvaal.  That 
difficulty  would  never  have  occurred  if 
that  regiment  had  had  mounted  scouts 
with  them.  Of  course  reconnoissances, 
when  large  bodies  of  troops  are  pushed 
forward  considerable  distances,  can  only 
be  made  by  Cavalry ;  but  minor  scouting 
duty — that  is,  the  care  of  the  immediate 
front  and  flank  of  a  marching  column 
— can  be  very  well  done  Mounted' 
In£antry;  and  I  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  to  ^ve  12  horses  to 
each  regiment  for  this  purpose,  and  to 
see  that  these  men  are  told  off  to  look 
after  them,  and  trained  to  this  work. 
This  is  a  matter  which  concerns  the 
safety  of  the  immediate  front  and  flank, 
and  I  think  it  ought  to  be  undertaken 
by  Infantry  scouts.  In  this  way  you  will 
get  rid  of  a  great  difficulty  in  regard  to 
the  movement  of  Infantry — that  is,  if  you 
supply  them  with  scouts,  with  their  own 
Commissariat  arrangements,  and  with  an 
Ambulance  Ooxps.  I  do  not  see  why  In- 
faotry  soldiers,  especially  in  the  present 
day — ^intelligent  as  they  are— should  not 
be  as  welltn&ied  as  the  Boyal  Engineers. 
No  men  in  the  Service  are  more  usaM 

Sir  Fhthrick  Fitz-  Wygram 


than  the  Boyal  Engineers ;  and  if  &e 
men  were  trained  to  useful  trades  there 
is  no  reason  why  a  regiment  might  not 
dispense  with  the  section  of  Soyal  Engi- 
neers which  is  now  almost  esseDtul. 
For  my  part,  I  want  to  see  every  por- 
tion of  the  British  Army  trained  aod 
made  as  competent  as  it  can  be.  There 
is  another  point  connected  with  regiments 
of  Infantry  to  which  I  desire  to  refer— 
and  that  is  the  art  of  shoeing.  The 
breakdown  in  all  our  Transport  Depart- 
ments of  late  years  is  due,in  a  great  mea- 
sure, to  the  difficul^of  getting  horses  and 
mules  shod.  The  iron  trade  has  been  ac- 
tive for  many  years  past,  and  the  resott 
is  that  there  has  been  very  little  indnce- 
ment  to  workers  in  iron  to  enter  the 
Army,  and  the  Cavalry  have  to  tnun 
their  own  farriers.  Now,  Sir,  the 
farriers'  art  is  not  to  be  leumt  in  a  day. 
There  are  two  branches  of  the  trade- 
one  is  that  of  the  farrier  who  can  make 
shoes,  which  takes  a  couple  of  years  to 
learn,  and  I  do  not  suggest  that  this  art 
should  be  taught;  but  there  is  the  trade 
of  the  shoeing  smith — that  is,  nailing  on 
ready-made  shoes,  which  are  alirayi 
supplied  on  service — and  that  can  be 
learnt  with  comparative  ease  in  a 
few  weeks.  I  believe  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  <A 
State  for  War  will  give  12  horses  for 
transport,  12  for  scouting,  and  six  moles, 
there  will  be  no  difficulty  in  training  30 
men  per  year  in  this  very  useful  art 
of  nailing  on  and  taking  off  shoee; 
and  by  adopting  the  principle  which  I 
suggest  you  wUl  have  90  men  in  the 
course  of  three  years  in  each  regiment, 
well  qualified  in  a  most  useful  way,  the 
want  of  which  qualification  has  caused 
more  losses  in  our  transport  than  I  care 
to  name.  Of  eonrse,  there  is  the  ques- 
tion of  expense.  Well,  as  regards  the 
Industrial  Company,  which  I  spoke  of 
first,  of  80  men  to  undertake  barrack 
repairs,  new  buildings,  and  the  repair 
of  fortifications,  there  would  be  no  cost  at 
all,  because  the  saving  to  the  country  of 
civilian  labour  would  be  greater  than  the 
cost  of  military  labour.  The  cost  of  25 
men  for  iasfruction  in  transport,  25  foi 
mules,  25  for  scouting,  and  25  for  shoeing, 
at  2rf.  a-day,  would  oe  about  16«.  a-day, 
or,  say,  £300  a-year.  I  multiply  this  by 
60,  the  number  of  resiments  at  home, 
and  I  find  the  cost  of  thorough  icdas- 
trial  training  would  be  about  £1B,000 
a<year ;  but  I  have  to  odd  to  that  tiie  coat 
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of  forage  for  30  horses  for  60  regiments. 
There  would  be  1,800  horses  on  the 
average,  and  that,  I  admit,  would  re- 
present a  large  sum — say  from  £65,000 
to  £80,000  a-year.  Adding  the  same 
establishment  for  the  15,000  men  iu  the 
fortresses,  and  at  Gibraltar  and  Malta, 
I  take  the  whole  cost  to  amount  to 
£100,000,  and  I  am  ablo  to  say  that  the 
State  would  gain  considerably  more  by 
this  expenditure  than  it  would  lose.  It 
would  make  the  Army  for  more  efficient 
than  it  is  at  present ;  and  it  would  be  a 
great  advantage  to  the  soldiers  on  enlist- 
ing, who  would  know  that  they  could  em- 

Sloy  their  spare  time  in  the  ranks,  and 
lat  they  would  learn  in  the  Army  a  trade 
against  the  time  when  they  would  join 
the  Seserre.  We  have  a  large  portion 
of  our  Army  in  India,  and  this  matter 
is,  of  course,  one  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Indian  GoTemment ;  but  I  believe 
that  the  Indian  Government  would  be 
ready  to  adopt  any  scheme  which  would 
abridge  the  many  idle  hours  which  the 
soldier  has  when  serving  in  a  tropical 
olimate,  and  which  he  cannot  use  him- 
self. But  there  is  an  argument  against 
this ;  and  I  shall  be  told  that  tne  In- 
fantry soldier  has  no  time  for  this  sort 
of  industrial  training.  But  the  Cavalry, 
the  Soyal  Horse  Artillery,  the  Military 
Sn^neers,  and  the  Transport  Corps 
hare  time  for  these  duties.  They  spend 
some  six  hours  a-day  in  industrial  em- 
pl<^ment ;  like  the  Infantry,  they  are  on 
sliort  serrioe,  and  what  they  do  I  am 
satisfied  the  other  branch  of  the  Service 
can  do  as  well.  I  shall  be  told  that  the 
Infantry  take  general' fatigue  duty,  and 
that  the  other  branches  do  not ;  but 
general  fatigue  duty  may  be  an  hour's 
or  half-an -hour's  work.  Suppose  that 
six  hours  were  spent  in  indnstrial  duty 
— strike  off  one  hour  for  general  fatigue 
duty — and  you  will  have  five  hours  a-day 
in  which  this  useful  training  may  be 
carried  on,  as  I  believe,  without  the 
least  detriment  to  the  drill  of  an  Infantry 
regiment.  Then  I  may  be  told  that 
drill  oconpies  a  long  time,  and  must  do 
so.  Well,  but  there  is  drill  in  the 
Cavalry  as  well  as  in  the  Infantry,  the 
only  difference  being  that  the  one  learns 
two  sets  of  drills  and  the  other  only  one 
set.  When  I  look  at  an  Infantry  soldier 
in  the  streets,  I  do  not  think  that  he 
looks  any  better  or  smarter  than  his 
brother  who  joius  a  Cavalry  regiment. 
I  beUeve  that  the  Infantry  soldier,  em- 


ployed as  I  have  indicated,  would  be 
far  more  efficient  than  he  is  at  present. 
But  I  wish  to  advocate  the  scheme  for 
training  the  Infantnr  soldier  not  merely 
on  the  ground  of  what  is  good  for  the 
Army,  but  what  is  good  for  the  Reserve 
man.  At  the  present  time  we  take  a 
young  man  in  the  prime  of  life,  and  wo 
keep  him  in  almost  complete  idleness 
for  six  years  \  if  he  has  learnt  a  trade  ho 
has  no  chance  of  exercising  it,  and  he 
loses  his  handiness,  and  the  consequence 
is  that  when  he  re-enters  civil  life  he 
finds  himself  strange  to  it;  and,  besides, 
not  having  been  kept  at  work,  he  has 
an  indisposition  to  work,  and  the  result 
is  that  many  Infantry  Eeserre  men  are  to 
bo  seen  loafing  about  the  streets.  I 
at^ibute  the  large  number  of  loafers  in 
the  streets  to  the  fact  that  the  men 
have  got  out  of  the  habit  of  work. 
Nearly  all  the  loafers  I  see  come 
from  the  Infantry  regiments.  I  have 
commanded  a  Cavalry  regiment  myself, 
and  not  once  in  a  year  have  I  had  an  ap- 
plication from  a  man  of  that  regiment 
to  find  him  employment ;  tho  men  are 
kept  at  work  steadily ;  they  have 
learnt  a  trade,  and  in  consequence 
they  aro  very  easily  absorbed  into  the 
industries  of  the  country.  Another 
point  I  am  very  keen  about  is  that  of 
Mounted  Infantry.  That  is  growing 
into  importance  every  day.  The  last 
Kile  Campaign  was  carried  on  almost 
entirely  by  Mounted  Infantry.  If  you 
are  to  have  Mounted  Infantry  you  must 
take  care  that  the  men  have  a  know- 
ledge of  horses,  and  know  how  to  sit 
steadily  on  tho  horses,  or  else  they  will 
very  soon  have  sore  backs.  Now,  I  do  not 
want  to  put  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  to  any  expense  for  horses  for  the 
Mounted  Infantry.  I  think  the  training 
could  be  done  without  any  fresh  horses 
being  added.  We  have  15  Cavalry 
regiments  at  home,  exclusive  of  the 
Household  Cavalry ;  and  I  should  like 
to  see  detachments  of  30  Infantry  sol- 
diers sent  to  the  Cavalry  regiments 
during  the  winter  season,  to  remain 
with  them,  and  be  thoroughly  trained 
in  mounted  duties  during  two  montlia 
and  a-half,  and  I  should  at  the  end 
of  that  time  like  them  to  be  ex- 
changed for  another  similar  detachment. 
I  am  satisfied  that  there  would  be  no 
opposition  on  the  part  of  Uie  Cavalry 
regiments  to  this  arrangement.  The 
Oaraliy  hare  always  in  the  winter 
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more  horses  than  they  want.  The 
state  of  the  country  renders  it  impoBsible 
to  h,ave  field  days,  and  the  men  are  gene- 
rally Allowed  freely  to  be  absent  on  leave ; 
and,  therefore,  I  say  there  would  bo  no 
opposition  whatever,  nor  would  there  be 
any  jealousy  on  the  part  of  the  Cavalry 
regiments  towards  the  Mounted  Infantry 
men,  because  the  two  classes  of  duties 
are  totally  different.  The  Cavalry 
fight  on  horseback ;  their  weapon  is  the 
sword ;  and  their  secondary,  or,  perhaps, 
their  primary  duty,  in  the  present  day, 
is  that  of  scouting  and  reconnoisance, 
which  can  only  be  performed  by  highly- 
trained  Cavalry  soldiers.  But  the 
Mounted  Infantry  man  fights  on  foot, 
with  a  long  rifle.  He  only  uses  his  horse 
as  a  means  of  transport,  by  which  he  is 
enabled  to  made  longer  and  quicker 
journeys  than  on  foot ;  but  he  fights  on 
foot ;  he  remains  to  the  end  of  the  day 
essentially  and  primarily  an  Infantry 
soldier,  and  I  think  it  will  be  admitted 
that  this  work  does  not  interfere  with  any 
Cavalry  duties  properly  so-called.  I  sug- 
gest this  scheme  because  it  can  be  carried 
out  without  any  expense  to  the  country, 
and  because  the  Infantry  soldiers  will 
like  it  very  much.  There  are  always  a 
certain  number  of  men  in  a  regiment 
fond  of  horses,  and  who,  as  they  would 
take  kindly  to  it,  are  very  easily  trained. 
In  a  Cavalry  regiment  we  are  obliged  to 
train  every  man,  whether  he  is  a  horse- 
man or  not ;  and  that  difficulty  which 
we  have  to  contend  with  would  not  arise 
where  you  had  to  select  SO  men  out  of, 
say,  850  Infantry.  There  would  be  no 
difficulty  in  getting  men  ready  to  be 
trained.  If  you  were  to  send  60  men 
every  year  to  each  of  the  15  Cavalry 
regiments,  you  would  have  1,280  men 
trained  every  year  to  perform  these 
duties,  and  that,  at  the  end  of  three 
years,  would  give  3,700  available  for  the 
duties  of  Mounted  Infantry,  which  year 
by  year  aro  becoming  more  important 
fud  absolutely  necessary.  But  I  must 
remind  the  Committee  that  the  men 
must  be  thoroughly  trained  to  manage 
horses,  and  the  necessary  knowledge 
can  only  be  gained  by  sending  batches 
of  Infantry  soldiers  to  be  instructed 
in  Cavalry  regiments.  I  have  not 
much  to  say  about  industrial  employ- 
ment for  Cavalry;  but  I  do  nope 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  will  see 
the  ^reat  importance  of  giving  earnest 
consideration  to  the  duties  specially  be- 
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longing  to  Cavalry  of  mounted  si^al- 
men  and  mounted  pioneers.  Signallers 
are  men  who  should  know  not  only  the 
alphabet  of  signalling,  but  men  who 
can  use  their  brains  as  well  as  their 
eyes;  they  should  be  men  who,  whon 
pushed  forward  to  collect  information, 
will  collect  reliable  information,  for  it 
is  upon  the  information  transmitted  by 
signals  that  the  safety  of  the  army  and, 
perhaps,  the  success  of  the  oampai^  de- 
pends. The  theatre  of  war  Las  been 
very  much  extended  in  the  present  day. 
The  facilities  aflforded  by  eteamers  and 
other  means  for  the  conveyance  of  troops 
make  it  absolutely  necessary  to  transmit 
information  to  a  great  distance  in  dis- 
tricts where  we  cannot  lay  down  our 
electric  wire.  By  means  of  the  helio- 
graph in  Afghanistan  messages  were 
transmitted  to  a  distance  of  40  miles, 
and  in  most  countries  in  which  we  have 
to  carry  on  war  there  is  the  advantage 
of  the  sunlight,  which  can  be  made  use  of 
for  heliograph  signalling.  We  hare  in 
these  days  mounted  pioneers,  who  are  a 
very  groat  aod  prominent  feature  in  war ; 
they  carry  dynamite,  and  when  such  a 
body  of  man  are  pushed  forward  in  a 
country  it  is  impossible  to  say  how  much 
mischief  they  may  do.  I  should  like 
to  see  men  appointed  in  every  regiment 
as  signallers  and  pioneers — that  is  to  say, 
32  men  to  be  instructed  in  each  capacity. 
If  these  men  are  to  be  really  effective 
they  must  be  kept  in  practice  every  day  in 
pioneer  duty.  They  may  learn  at  Chatham 
things  thoroughly ;  but  unless  they  are 
kept  in  practice  OTcryday  their  training 
will  be  soon  lost,  and  it  is  for  that  reason 
that  I  ask  that  a  regularly  established 
corps  of  signallers  and  pioneers  may 
be  Jcept  up  in  every  regiment.  These 
men  would  need  some  little  extra  pay.  I 
wish  to  say  a  few  words  about  our  Cavalry 
regiments.  Are  they  too  weak  ?  There 
ia  not  the  least  doubt  in  the  world  that 
they  are.  Every  Cavalry  regtmtfit 
ought  to  have,  I  was  going  to  say, 
five  squadrons.  We  want  four  squadrons 
in  the  field  and  one  at  home,  the  latter 
not  merely  as  a  reserve,  but  because 
there  are  a  number  of  recruits  and  unfit 
men  in  each  of  the  squadrons.  Now,  I 
am  not  going  to  ask  for  this  squadron, 
because  I  know  that  in  the  present  state 
of  the  Estimates  it  cannot  be  given ; 
but  I  believe  that  the  Cavalry  regiment?, ' 
as  they  are  now,  are  inefficient  for  the 
purposes  of  war.   Skeleton  regim^ts 
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may  be  valuable  in  the  Infantry  where 
"they  can  be  filled  up  with  trained  men  ; 
but  you  cannot  train  up  a  dragoon  in  a 
i  year ;  and,  therefore,  I  say  you  ought  to 
keep  up  your  Cavalry  regiments  to  the 
war  strength  at  all  times,  but  I  cannot 
ask  for  that  now,  and  if  I  were  to  do  so 
I  know  that  I  should  not  get  this  squad- 
\  ron.    But  in  the  interests  of  efficiency  I 
/  would  rather  see  thenumberof  regiments 
/  reduced.    By  reducing  tho  three  junior 
^  regiments  you  will  gain  12  squadrons, 
and  by  that  reduction  you  would  pro- 
bably be  able  to  furnish  a  fifth  squadron 
to  each  of  the  regiments  at  home.  I 
say  that  an  additional  squadron  for 
each    regiment   is    absolutely  essen- 
tial to  their  efficiency.    The  Cavalry 
regiments  in  India  will  require  no  fur- 
ther increase,  as  the  Indian  Government 
hare  just  added   an  extra  squadron. 
There  is  a  common  opinion  with  re- 
gard to  Cavalry  regiments  that  the 
horse  is  a  more  valuable  article  than 
the  man,  and  accordingly  the  idea 
is    that    the    regiments    should  be 
kept  as  strong  in  horses  as  possible.  But 
I  think  that  if  you  ask  the  opinion  of 
anyone  competent  to  spea^  on  the  sub- 
ject of  Cavalry  regiments,  you  will  find 
that  there  is  a  oonourrftnee  of  opinion 
that  the  largest  number  of  men  would 
be  kept  at  drill  on  the  smallest  number 
of  horses,  that  is  to  say,  that  the  man  is 
the  essential  part  of  the  Cavalry  regi- 
ment, and  that  the  horse  is  not  so.  If  you 
give  to  500  trained  horsemen  500  horses 
untrained,  I  think  I  can  guarantee  that, 
so  far  as  military  duties  are  concerned, 
the  men  will  quickly  obtain  command  of 
the  horses.    Thai  was  proved  to  be  the 
case  recenUy,  when  the  1 5th  Hussars  was 
ordered  from  Bombay  to  Natal  without 
horses.    On  arrival  they  were  supplied 
with  horses  which  had  never  seen  a 
dragoon.    They  were  very  soon  under 
the  control  of  the  men,  and  in  a  few 
days  were  sent  to  tho  front.  General 
Sir  Evelyn  Wood  told  me  himself  that 
they  did  their  work  capitally  in  the 
field.    Therefore,  I  think  it  should  be 
our  endeavour   to  keep  the  largest 
number  of  men    who  can  be  kept 
efficient  on  the  smallest  number  of 
r^orses.    The  Cavalry  regiments  first  for 
!  foreign  service  are  600  men  and  400 
horses.   I  should  like  to  see  the  number 
J  of  horses  reduced  to  350  and  the  number 
of  men  increased  to  700  ;  and  in  regard 
to  regiments  of  lesser  strengUt  I  should  i 


wish  to  see  the  300  horses  reduced  to 
250,  and  the  number  of  the  men  in- 
creased from  400  to  600.  I  am  satisfied 
that  in  that  way  you  will  get  a  more 
efficient  body  of  Cavalry  than  you  have 
now ;  and  in  making  this  statement  I 
believe  I  shall  carry  with  me  the  opinion 
of  every  Cavalry  man  in  the  Army. 
Threte  field  days  a-week  are  enough  to  1 
keep  men  in  drill.  Thus  350  horses  will  [ 
kee^  700  men  in  training.  I  would  \ 
remmd  the  Committee  that  when  yon 
speak  of  700  men  you  are  not  speak- 
ing of  700  trained  men,  because  you 
must  remember  that  the  Cavalry  are 
short-service  men  as  well  as  the  In- 
fantry ;  and  as  it  would  take  more  than 
a  year  to  train  a  man,  you  generally  have 
about  100  who  are  not  fit  for  service  in 
each  regiment,  so  that  the  700  men  are 
practically  reduced  to  600,  which  could 
supply  four  squadrons  of  1 50  men 
each  for  service  in  the  field,  and  I 
think  you  would  then  have,  without 
any  extra  expense,  a  thoroughly  effec- 
tive force  for  the  service  of  the  country 
in  time  of  war.  Then  there  is  another 
subject  on  which  I  wish  to  make  some  re- 
marks. The  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  has  furnished 
some  information  on  crimes  and  punish- 
ments in  a  Seturn  which  is  of  a  veiy 
remarkable  character.  There  exists  a 
greater  discrepancy  in  the  behaviour  of 
regiments  than  can,  I  think,  be  well  ox- 
plained,  seeing  that  they  are  serving 
under  the  same  Mutiny  Act,  and  foraiod 
from  the  same  class  of  men.  It  appears, 
according  to  tho  Beturn  I  have  alluded 
to,  that  the  best-behaved  men  in  the 
Army  are  the  Household  Cavalry.  Each 
regiment  has  an  average  of  eight  courts 
martial  in  the  year,  and  about  200  minor 
offenoes.  Considering  that  these  regi- 
ments are  quartered  in  London  and  at 
Windsor,  and  that  they  are  exposed  to  all 
the  temptations  of  this  great  Metropolis, 
I  think  this  state  of  things  is  highly 
creditable  to  them.  The  average  number 
of  courts  martial  in  each  battalion  of 
Foots  Guards  is  about  50,  and  of  minor 
oflfences  1,400.  Well,  Sir,  I  do  not  think 
this  is  very  unfavourable,  although  it  is 
certainly  not  so  good  as  the  Household 
Cavalry.  But,  considering  that  the  Devil 
finds  works  for  idle  hands,  I  think  it 
compares  fairly.  The  lowest  number 
of  courts  martial  in  the  Cavalry  regi- 
ments for  last  year  was  18,  as  com|>arcd 
wiUi  74  the  highest.    This  is  higher 
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than  it  should  be ;  but  when  I  come  to 
the  Infantry  raiments  of  the  Line  I 
find  a  far  greater  discrepancj.  I  find 
that  in  one  regiment  there  were  110 
(»urt8  martial,  and  4,437  minor  o£fences; 
in  another,  107  courts  martial  and  3,500 
minor  offences.  Then  I  contrast  the  case 
of  a  regiment  in  which  there  were  U 
courts  martial  and  450  minor  offences, 
and  another  of  15  courts  martial  and 
450  minor  offences.  Now,  Sir,  I  want  to 
know  what  is  the  cause  of  this  ?  I  shall 
not  believe  that  it  is  due  altogether  to  the 
locality  in  which  one  regiment  is  raised 
as  compared  with  auother,  or  to  the 
difference  between  the  localities  in  which 
they  are  quartered.  I  admit  that  there 
is  a  great  deal  in  those  points.  No 
doubt  regiments  abroad,  especially  those 
in  India,  are  under  far  less  temptations 
than  those  at  home;  but  I  take  an  in- 
stance, shown  in  this  Betum,  in  which 
two  battalions  of  the  same  regiment, 
raised  in  the  same  part  of  the  couutry, 
and  both  of  them  abroad,  presented  a 
very  different  Eetum,  tliere  being  in  one 
case  21  courts  martial,  and  in  the  other 
[109.  I  ask  why  is  this?  The  com- 
/  mand  of  a  regiment  is  the  most  im- 
/  portant  post  in  the  Army.  There  has 
•^Deen  a  tendency  of  late  years  to  give 
undue  prominence  to  Staff  employment. 
My  opinion  is — and  I  think  the  Army 
will  go  with  me — that  the  command  of 
regiments  are  the  most  important  posts 
in  the  Army.  Too  much  promiuence  and 
too  much  reward  cannot  be  given  to  men 
who  have  successfully  commanded  your 
regiments.  Beg^ents  are  the  backbone 
of  an  Army,  not  the  Staff,  and  the  Com- 
manding Officers  are  the  backbone  of  the 
regiments ;  and  in  the  selection  crit  offi- 
cers to  oommand  regiments  too  much 
care  cannot  be  taken.  I  admit  that  with 
every  care  mistakes  may  be  made — 
that,  with  the  most  favourable  antece- 
dents, it  is  possible  that  a  Commanding 
Officer  may  turn  out  to  be  not  what 
could  be  wished.  I  think  the  burden 
of  the  selection  of  Commanding  Officers 
is  too  great  to  be  laid  on  the  Com- 
F  mander-in-Chief  or  the  Military  Secre- 
'  tary.  I  think  that  the  arrangements 
touching  all  promotion  should  be  placed 
-  in  the  hands  of  a  Military  Board.  Such 
a  Board  should  be  formed  at  the  Horse 
Guards,  and  should  have  upon  it  the 
Adjutant  General,  the  Military  Secre- 
tary, the  Quartermaster  Oeneral,  tho 
Deputy  Adjutant  General  (Boyal  Artil- 
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lery),  the  Deputy  Adjutant  Q^neral 
(Boyal  Engineers),  and  the  Inspector 
General  of  Cavalry.  I  do  not  aay  that 
that  Board  would  act  vith  greater  im- 
partiality than  the  Commander-in-Chief 
has  acted  hitherto.  I  have  not  a  word 
to  say  against  His  Boyal  Highness  the 
Commander-in-Chief,  or  the  Military 
Secretary,  under  whose  advice  he  acts ; 
but  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  a  Board 
such  as  I  suggest  would  speak  with 
much  more  firmness.  It  is  a  very  pain- 
ful thing  for  any  single  individual  to  feel 
that  he  has  upon  his  own  shoulders  the 
responsibility  for  all  the  promotion  of 
the  Army.  Individuals  who  think  them- 
selves hardly  treated  can  complain,  and 
quarrel  with  him  ;  but  were  these  pro- 
motions the  work  of  a  Board  it  woald 
be  another  affair  altogether.  Supposing 
a  Board  were  appointed,  and  an  ofScer 
came  to  complain  that  his  merits  had 
not  been  duly  recognized,  the  reply 
would  probably  be — "Well,  Sir,  the 
Board  have  carefully  considered  your 
case,  and  do  not  view  your  merits 
in  the  same  light  that  you  do  your- 
self." There  is  one  thing  I  wish  to 
say  as  to  confidential  Beports.  These 
Heports  contain  a  number  of  venr 
stringent  questions,  which  are  answered 
very  fairly  and  honourably  by  the  officers 
commanding  regiments—  although  some- 
times it  is  a  very  disagreeable  duty.  But 
there  is  oneqaestion  that,  for  some  reason 
or  other,  has  been  omitted  from  these 
confidential  Beports,  and  it  is — "Is this 
officer  strictly  sober  ?  "  Why  that  ex- 
tremely important  and  pertinent  ques- 
tion should  be  omitted  I  do  not  know. 
I  think  it  is  a  great  pity  that  it  is 
omitted.  Where  a  number  of  stringent 
questions  are  asked,  and  no  information 
is  sought  to  be  obtained  upon  a  par- 
ticular point,  there  will  be  a  tendency  on 
the  part  of  the  signing  Commanding 
Officer  to  avoid  reference  to  the  subject 
about  which  he  has  not  been  questioned. 
I  think  the  question  of  sobriety  is  one 
that  is  essential  to  the  discipline  of  the 
Army,  and  ought  to  be  dealt  with  in  the 
confidential  Beport.  I  should  be  glad 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  would  take  a  sug- 
gestion from  so  humble  a  Member  as  my- 
self on  another  matter.  Inthepresentday 
it  not  unfrequently  happens  that  officers 
are  reported  upon  uimiTourably  either 
as  "Idlers,"  "Stupid,"  "Drones." 
"A  Bad  Example,"  or  something  else 
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of  that  kind;  a  Beport  goes  up  to 
the  Horse  Guards,  and  tn«e  comes 
doirn  a  serious  lecture  from  the  Oom- 
mander-in- Chief,  these  officers  being 
informed  that  if  they  do  not  mend  their 
manners  something  will  be  done.  But 
nothing  is  done,  and  things  go  on  like 
that  for  years,  the  officers  who  are  com- 
plained of  remaining  in  the  Army, 
though  an  evil,  and,  as  drones  and  idle 
men,  setting  a  bad  example  to  other 
officers.  I  do  not  wish  to  raise  a  cry ; 
but  X  do  say  most  emphatically  that  it 
would  be  a  great  advantage  to  the  Army 
if,  in  oases  where  officers  nave  been  un- 
farourably  reported  upon  for  three  years 
in  Bncoession,  Her  Majesty  should  be 
advised  to  accept  their  resignation.  I 
do  not  think  there  would  be  any  unfair- 
ness in  that,  though  it  might  be  said 
that  tbere  would  be.  It  might  be 
argued  that  an  officer  might  have  his 
character  taken  away  by  a  senior  with 
whom  he  bad  quarrelled ;  but  at  each 
annual  inspection  an  inquiry  is  made 
into  the  complaint  by  the  Inspecting 
Genera],  and  he  gives  his  optDion  as  to 
the  justice  of  the  complaint  to  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief. I  thank  the  Commit- 
tee for  having  listened  to  me,  the  more 
because  I  am  fully  aware  that  the  de- 
tails into  which  I  have  entered  are  hardly 
suitable  for  the  consideration  of  a  non- 
military  Assembly. 

TisooirifT  WOLHEB  (Hants,  Feters- 
field):  I  do  not  propose  to  stand  for 
more  than  a  couple  of  minutes  between 
the  Committee  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Bfr.  Labouobere) ;  but  t 
should  like  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  to  look  into  one  or  two  details 
connected  with  the  Militia.  The  points 
I  would  bring  under  his  notice  have  this 
extraordinary  merit — thatthey  would  cost 
no  money ;  on  tbe  contrary,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wilt  pay  attention  to  the 
points  I  shall  raise  he  will,  I  think,  be 
able  to  save  a  considerable  sum.  It  is 
in  oonneotion  with  the  absenteeism  of 
Militia  recruits  that  I  would  speak.  Be- 
fore tiie  year  1881  every  Militia  recruit 
on  enlistment  received  the  sum  of  10«. ; 
he  then  went  about  his  business,  and 
very  often  -was  not  seen  agaio,  though 
he  ought  to  have  come  up  at  the  time  of 
training.   Now,  in  the  last  year  of  that 

Sitem  there  were  8,358  absentees, 
ter  1880  every  Militia  recruit  was 
drilled  on  enlistment ;  and  the  result  of 
that  was  that  last  year— 1886 — ^there 


were  4,429  Militiamen  wbo,  having  been 
drilled  as  recruits,  did  not  appear  again 
when  the  regiment  was  called  up  for 
training.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  per- 
centage of  absenteeism  has  slightly  de- 
crease. It  was  12  per  cent  in  1880, 
whereas  it  is  only  10  per  cent  now ;  but 
the  difference  in  the  cost  to  the  State  is 
enormous.  In  the  case  of  the  3,858 
absentees  in  1880  the  State  only  lost 
I0«.  per  man;  but  in  tbe  case  of  the 
4,429  men  who  did  not  appear  last  year 
every  one  of  them  cost  tbe  State,  at  the 
lowest  computation,  £6,  and  that  is  not 
including  any  charge  for  wear  and  tear 
of  arms  and  other  military  stores,  or  for 
ammunition,  travelling  e^tenses,  or  fees 
to  civilian  mediciU  praotinoners,  nor  is 
any  allowance  made  in  the  calculation 
for  the  cost  of  the  permanent  Staff  em- 
ployed in  instructing  the  recruits.  The 
whole  difference  arises  from  the  fact,  as 
you  will  see,  that  the  men  now  go 
through  a  training  of  56  days  on  enlist- 
ment and  before  the  annual  training ; 
whereas,  under  the  old  system,  no  cost 
was  incurred,  except  the  lOi.  bounty 
prior  to  that  annual  training.  I  have 
made  a  calculation,  and  I  find  that  in 
tbe  last  five  years  previous  to  1880  the 
Militia  absenteeism  cost  the  State, 
vou^hly  speaking,  £16,000;  whereas 
during  the  past  five  years  it  has  cost/ 
something  over  £  100,000.  If  the  right! 
hon.  Gentleman  can  see  his  way  in  any 
manner  to  deal  with  this  question  he  will 
save  a  great  deal  of  mon^ ;  and  if  he 
will  allow  me  I  will  respeotf^y  make 
one  or  two  sumestione  to  him.  The 
first  is  this — I  do  not  think  any  ade- 
quate step  is  ever  taken  to  bring  these 
men  to  justice.  It  is  within  my  expe- 
rience—an experience  of  seven  years — 
that  in  connection  with  that  part  of 
the  Militia  of  which  I  have  knowledge 
no  single  man  has  ever  been  appre- 
hended and  brought  to  justice  for 
absenteeism  who  did  not  give  himself  up 
voluntarily.  In  the  second  place,  I 
would  suggest  that  ^e  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  make  inquiry  into  the 
reason  why  some  regiments  have  no 
absenteeism,  whilst  oUiers  number  ab- 
sentees by  hnndreds.  If  he  were  to 
send  out  some  competent  officer  to  make 
inquiries,  I  think  he  would  frequently 
fiod  that  this  absenteeism  is  due  to  die 
carelessness  of  the  recruiting  officer.  In 
the  case  of  a  regiment  about  which  I 
happen  to  know  something,  out  of  123 
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absentees  63  were  known  to  have  given 
as  their  address  common  lodging  houses 
in  a  poor  street  of  a  neighbouring  town. 
Most  of  these  men  were  simply  tramps, 
whose  profession  it  was  to  go  round 
from  depot  to  depot  eolistiug.  If  the 
recruiting  officer  had  gone  into  the 
question  of  their  residence,  he  would 
have  found  that  they  were  not  suitable 
men  to  enlist.  The  present  system  of 
training  men  for  the  Militia  has  not 
been  a  good  thing  for  that  branch  of 
the  Service,  although  it  has  been  excel- 
lent for  the  Army.  The  men  are  by  no 
means  as  well  drilled  at  the  depots  as 
they  nsed  to  be  daring  the  preliminary 
drill.  Thoy  do  not  get  trained  in  mus- 
ketry at  all.  I  find  that  recruits,  wheu 
they  come  up  now  to  a  regiment  have 
none  of  them  been  put  through  a  course 
of  musketry  in  the  dopot,  and  I  need 
not  say  that  a  Militiaman  who  does  not 
know  the  use  of  tlio  rifle  is  utterly  use- 
loes.  I  have  no  doubt,  as  I  have  said, 
that  the  present  system  of  training  Mi- 
litia recruits  is  good  for  the  Army ;  it 
has  done  much  to  widen  and  strengthen 
the  foundation  of  the  territorial  system. 
There  is  only  one  other  point  with  which 
I  will  trouble  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
—only  one  other  matter  of  detail  upon 
which  I  would  respectfully  make  a  sug- 
gestion, and  that  is  with  regard  to  a 
question  of  morality.  You  are  aware 
that  many  regiments  do  not  go  into  camp 
or  barracks,  but  are  put  into  billets.  It 
is  the  invariable  practice  to  put  at  least 
two  men  into  one  bed ;  and  any  hon. 
Qentleman  who  can  form  an  opinion  as 
to  the  condition  of  things  in  low  public- 
houses  will  see  that  this  is  the  worst  pos- 
sible moral  training  that  can  be  given 
to  these  young  lads.  If  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  will  give  that  his  best  atten- 
tion I  think  it  will  be  a  considerable 
benefit  to  the  Militia  Service. 

Mk.  NORTHCOTE  (Exeter):  Though 
this  disoussion  has  travelled  over  con- 
siderable ground,  there  are  one  or  two 
questions  £  should  like  to  put  to  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman;  but  before  doing 
80  I  should  like  to  make  just  one  com- 
ment upon  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Qentleman  tho  Member  for  South- 
East  Durham  (Sir  Henry  Havelock- 
Allan),  whom  I  am  glad  to  see  iu  the 
House.  I  wish  to  correct  him,  if  I  may 
venture  to  do  so,  upon  a  matter  of  fact 
on  which  I  think  he  was  mistaken.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Qentleman  said,  speak- 

VitcoMnt  Whlmtr 


ing  of  the  Beport  of  Lord  Airey's  Com- 
mittee, that  it  was  made  some  time  prior 
to  the  period  at  which  the  Conservatire 
Government  left  Office  in  1880. 

Sir  henry  HATELOCK-ALLAN 
(^Durham,  S.E.):  I  think  I  Eaid  some 
months. 

Me.  NOBTHOOTE  :  But  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  is  mistaken,  for, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  Report  was 
only  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Earl  of 
Beaconsfield's  Government  the  day  Uie 
Dissolution  was  announced.  It  wu, 
therefore,  impossible  to  ta^e  action  on 
that  Report.  There  was  another  punt 
in  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem'ber's  speedi 
to  which  I  should  like  to  direct  hia  atten- 
tion, because  he  referred  on  no  less  than 
three  occasions,  in  terms  of  the  sttongeat 
possible  eulogy,  to  the  Estimates  the 
right  lion.  Qentleman  has  presented  to 
the  House.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Ur. 
Labouchere),  whom  we  shall  soon  have 
theprivilege  of  hearing,  will  join  with  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  in  those  terms 
of  unqualified  eulogy  of  the  Estimates 
that  are  now  before  us ;  but  I  would 
point  out  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man that,  at  all  events,  whatever  credit 
or  discredit  may  be  dne  to  Ministers  fin 
their  Estimates,  it  must  be  shared  \x- 
tween  the  two  political  Farties.  It  most 
not  be  forgotten  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  is  to  a 
oonsiderable  extent  responsible  for  tkeee 
Estimates.  They  were  in  a  large  degree 
framed  before  he  left  Office,  though  they 
had  not  formally  come  before  him.  At 
all  events,  I  do  not  think  the  present 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  will  be  io- 
olined  to  claim  any  credit  for  hariog 
made  any  increase  in  the  Estimatea 
in  the  shape  in  which  we  now  find 
them.  Therefore,  when  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  says  that  these  are 
the  first  satisfactory  Estimates  that  hare 
been  presented  to  the  House  of  Com* 
mons  for  a  considerable  number  of 
years,  I  am  rather  sorry  that  the  riglit 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  is 
not  here  to  appreciate  the  compliment 
I  will  not  weary  the  Committee  by  tra- 
velling over  some  of  the  points  upon 
which  I  hod  wished  to  say  a  few  words, 
but  which  have  already  been  touched  on 
by  hon.  Members  of  greater  experience 
than  myself ;  but  I  would  like  to  point 
out,  with  reference  to  some  remarks  that 
were  made  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gea* 
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tleman  (Colonel  Salis-Schwabe),  that  he 
complained  of  the  total  of  the  Estimates, 
and  I  should  not  be  surprised  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  followed  his 
example.  I  should  rather  like  to  ask 
any  hon.  Gentleman  below  the  Gangway 
who  may  feel  disposed  to  rise  and  pro- 
pose a  raduotton  in  these  Estimates  if  he 
can  point  out,  with  somewhat  more  aocu- 
raoy  than  we  have  hitherto  seen,  where 
the  redactions  are  to  come  from,  and  also 
how  he  can  expect,  with  so  many  burn- 
ing questions  coming  before  the  War 
Office,  that  there  is  any  hope  at  all  of 
seeing  anything  like  a  reduction  for 
many  years  to  come?.  I  would  just 
quote,  for  the  benefit  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
Uemao,  some  of  the  principal  questions 
that  were  under  the  consideratioa  of  the 
War  Office  during  the  short  time  I  was 
connected  with  it— questions  which  still 
remain  unsettled,  but  which  will,  no 
doubt,  receive  attention  from  Ministers. 
/There  is  the  question  of  barrack  accom- 
L  modation.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any- 
-  one  who  is  acqufunted  with  the  condi- 
tion, or,  I  would  rather  say,  the  extent, 
of  the  accommodation  we  have  at  our 
barracks,  or  who  knows  anything  about 
the  condition  of  the  huts  at  Aldershot, 
who  does  not  see  that  before  long  con- 
siderable expenditure  will  have  to  be 
incurred  for  enlarging  our  barracks  and 
rehousing  our  troops  at  Aldershot.  Then 
]  there  is  the  great  question  of  our  mili- 
£tary  and  commercial  ports,  the  expendi- 
ture on  which  is  hung  up  at  present,  but 
in  regard  to  which  it  is  believed  by  both 
sides  of  the  House  that  considerable  ex- 
penditure will  have  to  take  place  before 
;  long.  There  is  also  the  question  of  in- 
creasing the  Artillery,  and  of  the  pro- 
duction of  new  small  arms.  I  do  not 
suppose  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  will  deny 
that  new  small  arms  will  have  to  be  pro- 
Tided  in  considerable  quantities.  A^in, 
j  there  is  the  question,  which  was  discussed 
/  in  this  House  a  few  nights  ago,  of  the 
L.  Capitation  Grants  to  Volunteers.  I  ven- 
ture to  hope  that  the  result  of  inquiries 
will  be  to  secure  an  increase  in  those 
I  grants.  Another  question  is  that  of  the 
/  purchase  of  horses,  and  a  great  many 
' — hon.  and  gallant  Members  in  this  House 
take  an  interest  in  the  question  of  an  in- 
crease in  the  amount  of  rations  supplied 
to  the  troops.  I  commend  these  five  or 
six  quesHona  to  the  attention  of  eoono- 
xmats  below  the  Gangway  such  as  the 


hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Hling- 
worth)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere);  and  I  ask 
if,  when  there  are  these  questions,  the 
importance  of  which  has,  I  think,  been 
pretty  fully  admitted  by  responsible 
Ministers  on  either  side  of  the  House, 
before  us,  is  there  any  great  probability 
that  we  1^11  see  very  much  lower  Esti- 
mates for  some  time  to  come  in  connec- 
tion with  the  War  Office?  I  do  not 
think,  myself,  that  there  is  any  such 
chance,  I  must  honestly  say.  To  refer 
again  to  the  great  question  of  military 
and  commercial  ports,  I  must  confess 
that  I  was  very  sorry  to  hear  tlie  argu- 
ments which  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  used  the  other 
night,  because  I  thought  they  pointed  too 
much  to  the  undue  prolongation  of  the 
time  within  which  works  for  the  defence 
of  our  commercial  ports  should  be  under- 
taken. I  do  think  hon.  Gentlemen  and 
the  country  generally  should  remember 
that  in  the  16  or  16  great  commercial 

forts  of  this  country  property  exists  that 
believe  is  valued  at  £1,500,000,000  or 
£1,600,000,000.  It  is  a  serious  ques- 
tion how  far  we  fire  wise  in  delaying  an 
expenditure  which  I  admit  is  serious, 
but  yet  which  is  a  trifle  compared  with 
the  value  of  these  ports.  The  wisdom 
of  expending  money  on  this  object  is 
questioned  on  two  grounds — first,  be- 
cause expense  cannot  be  properly  under- 
taken now ;  and,  secondly,  because  it 
cannot  be  properly  undertaken  at  all, 
for  the  reason  that  works  of  defence  are 
improving  and  increasing  from  day  to 
day,  and  in  a  short  time  what  is  done 
now  will  be  of  little  value.  It  is,  of 
course,  quite  true  that  weapons  of 
offence  and  defence  are  constantly  im- 
proving ;  but  that  is  no  reason  for 
putting  off  necessary  works  of  defence. 
If  we  wait  for  finality  either  in  weapons 
of  offence  or  defence  these  ports  will 
never  be  defended  at  all ;  therefore,  I 
feel  sorry  to  hear  proposEds  for  serious 
delay  in  the  construction  of  these  works. 
No  doubt  it  is  possible  that  wc  may  not 
be  able  to  erect  the  very  best  defensive 
works  ;  but  I  cannot  agree  that  science 
has  not  reached  a  point  at  which  we  cau 
put  up  defensive  works  which  will  not 
only  be  better  than  none  at  all,  but  which 
will  come  high  up  in  the  second  class  of 
any  improved  defensive  works  which  it  is 
possible  to  conceive  at  present.  I  will 
not  mention  the  question  of  small  arms 
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and  artOlery,  because  it  has  alreadj  been 
suffioiently  disouased.  But  as  to  the 
question  of  the  Capitation  Grants,  I  do 
nope  that  it  the  inquiiy  the  Secretary 
of  State  makes  should  result  in  his 
ooxaing  to  the  opinion  that  an  in- 
crease in  the  grants  is  desirable  and 
proper,  he  will  accompany  his  proposal 
with  an  increase  in  the  qualification  for 
efficiency  in  shooting.  The  oonditiouB 
on  which  the  Volunteers  attain  to  this 
efficiency  are  unsatisfactory  I  think ;  and 
if  we  are  about,  as  I  hope  is  the  case, 
to  improve  their  condition,  we  should 
accompany  the  pecuniary  improvement 
ure  grant  with  a  more  stringent  test  of 
proficiency  in  this  special  work  of  shoot- 
ing. As  to  the  Volunteers,  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  Fiaanoial  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  or  the  Secretary  of  State, 
whether  I  am  correct  in  supposing  that 
there  has  this  year  been  no  increase  made 
in  the  numbers  of  any  of  the  Rifle  Volun- 
teer dorps?  because  I  think  I  notice 
that  there  is  a  sum  of  £5,500  lees  taken 
for  the  Volunteers  than  was  contem- 
plated when  I  had  the  honour  to  hold 
Office.  I  am  inclined  to  assume — and  I 
should  like  to  ask  if  that  is  so — that 
that  decrease  may  be  due  to  the  fact 
that  no  increase  has  been  sanctioned  as 
regards  Bifle  Volunteer  Corps  as  dis- 
tinct from  Artillery  and  Engineer  Volun- 
teer  Corps?  Then,  as  to  the  purchase 
of  horses,  I  am  rather  sorry  to  see  that 
eo  small  a  provision  is  made  for  the 
acquisition  ox  an  increased  number  of 
horses.  I  think  Sub-head  M  gives  the 
figure  £10,000.  I  had  the  honour  of 
serving  upon  a  Committee  which  made 
some  inquiry  into  the  subject  of  horse 
purchase  whilst  I  was  in  Office^the 
Oommittee  which  went  into  the  ques- 
tion of  the  organization  of  the  Artil- 
lery. It  became  our  dnfy  inoidentallj 
to  make  some  inquiry  into  the  question 
of  the  horse  supply  for  the  year.  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
whether  it  is  intended  that  the  Beport 
of  the  Committee  shall  be  published, 
and  whether  he  has  had  it  under  his 
consideration,  and  whether  any  deci- 
sion has  been  arrived  at  in  reference 
to  it  ?  At  all  events,  in  the  course  of  our 
inquiry  we  had  to  make  some  examina- 
tion into  the  question  of  the  supply  of 
horses  which  are  so  valuable  for  Artil- 
lenr  purposes ;  and  I  regret  to  say  that 
although  the  basie  on  which  we  were 
appointed  to  act  was  to  uoertain  how 

Mr,  NorthcoU 


far  the  supply  of  horses  was  equivalent 
to  the  demands  of  two  ArmyCorptia 
the  field  we  found  that  the  snpi^jaf 
horses  was  barely  sufficient  to  meet  the 
demands  of  one  Army  Corps.  I  tlunk . 
that  some  active  steps  should  be  taka 
by  the  Qovemment  to  increase  ths 
number  of  horses,  and  to  develop  tha 
field  from  which  horses  may  be  obtained 
in  the  future,  and  I  should  say,  notably, 
our  Colonial  Possessions.  Another  sob- 
ject  which  has  been  referred  to  inthe 
Navy  Estimates  is  the  question  as  to  tlie 
manufacture  of  stores  by  the  Army  D^ 
partment  for  the  benefit  of  the  Na?y; 
and  I  think  it  seemed  to  be  the  general 
opinion  of  the  Committee,  when  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  Navy  Estimates  was 
taken,  that  it  would  be  desirable  to 
make  the  Navy  responsible  for  their  own 
Estimates,  and  the  manufacture  of  that 
own  guns.  I  know  there  are  grave 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  carrying  out 
such  a  proposal. 

General  Sib  OKOBQE  BAI;F0TJB: 
No,  no ;  no  difficulty  at  all ! 

Mb.  NOBTHCOTE:  The  hen.  and 
gallant  Member  says — "  No  difficalfyat 
all : "  but  I  believe  that  it  wonld  be 
somewhat  difficult  to  diatingQieli  at 
Woolwich  and  elsewhere  between  the 
stores  for  the  Army  and  for  the  Navy, 
and  to  say  which  materials  were  intoided 
for  naval  guns  and  which  for  Amy 
guns.  I  feel  sure  that  some  difficnhy 
would  be  experienced  in  regard  to  the 
interohangeability  of  military  and  naval 
stores  for  Malta  and  other  places;  bat, 
on  the  other  hand,  I  do  think  the  jnin- 
ciple  is  a  sound  one,  and  one  theriglit 
hon.  Qentleman  Uie  Secretary  of  Stota 
should  do  his  utmost  to  carry  ont  and 
enforce.  The  result  of  the  preeeot 
system  is  that  the  Nav^  tries  to  get  u 
much  as  possible  of  their  demands  stodc 
into  these  Estimates,  whilst,  on  theother 
hand,  the  Army  is  always  trying  to  cnt 
out  that  item  of  expenditure  under  the 
belief  that  the  Navy  can  afford  to  do 
without  guns,  and  the  result  is  ave^ 
unsatisfactory  state  of  things.  There  ii 
another  matter  to  which  I  should  like 
to  draw  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  at- 
tention, and  which  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther he  has  had  brought  before  his 
notice— I  allude  to  the  financial  position 
of  the  Surveyor  General  of  the  Ordnance. 
1  must  say  that  I  think  the  Surreyor 
G^eral  of  the  Ordnance  is  placed  in  » 
T«y  hard  poatitm  indeed,  beoaiue  he  i> 
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specially  and  primarily  reBponslble  for 
what  I  may  call  the  most  contentious 
Votes — namely,  those  &om  9  to  13, 
which  include  stores,  clothing,  transport, 
and  in  fact  all  those  Votes  which  hon. 
Members  are  specially  apt  to  take  ex- 
ception to,  and  to  move  the  reduction  of, 
and  upon  which  it  is  considered  that  a 
great  saving  might  be  effected,  and 
which  are  inTariably  more  keenly  de- 
bated than  any  other  Army  Votes  with 
the  pmsible  exceptipn  of  Vote  I.  The 
Surveyor  (General  of  the  Ordnance  has 
no  special  finaudal  adviser.  The  Finan- 
cial Seeretaiy — and  I  am  sure  in  this  be 
will  bear  me  oat— has  every  day  to  be 
indebted  to  the  great  ability  of  Mr.  Enox, 
the  Accountant  General,  whose  services  I 
am  convinced  every  Minister  will  always 
speak  of  in  terms  of  the  highest  praise. 
But  with  regard  to  these  particularly 
difficult  Votes  the  Surveyor  General  has 
not  the  same  direct  and  immediate  assist- 
ance as  the  Financial  Secretary  possesses, 
and  he  has  to  depend  to  a  great  extent 
on  the  Inspector  General  of  Fortifica- 
tions, tiie  Director  General  of  Artillery 
and  others,  who  hold  their  appointments 
only  for  a  term  of  years  and  who,  being 
officOTS  of  the  highest  abilily,  yet  are 
officers  with  whom  I  may  say,  with  all 
respect,  I  do  not  think  economy  is 
always  the  first  oonrideratton.  I  do  not 
know  that  it  ia  natural  to  expect  that  it 
should  be,  and  I  do  not  for  a  moment 
mean  to  say  that  they  are  inteotionally 
or  wilfully  extravagant,  but  they  are 
officers  who  have  to  consider  what  is 
called  efficiency  in  the  first  place  and 
economy  in  the  second ;  and  I  do  think 
that  when  you  consider  these  Votes  from 
9  to  13,  which  amount  this  yearto  some- 
thing like  £8,168,000,  it  would  be  a  wise 
and  economical  proceeding  if  somespecial 
financial  adviser  to  the  Surveyor  General 
were  appointed  who  would  be  a  per- 
manent official  and  able  to  keep  on  the 
track  of  the  Inspector  General  of  Forti- 
fications and  the  Director  General  of  the 
Artilleiy,  and  make  economical  financial 
transactions  his  veiy  first  consideration. 
Before  I  fdt  down  I  diould  like  to  say 
one  word  in  reference  to  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  (Oolonel 
Salis-Sohwabe).  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  made  one  or  two  suggestions 
•with  regard  to  a  more  ecooomical  work- 
ing of  the  War  Office  ;  but  he  prefaced 
his  suggestions  by  one  remark  I  think 
it  right  to  contradict,  because  it  was  an 

VOL.  OOOm.  [thibd  bbkixs.] 


iinfair  one.  He  taxed  my  right  hon* 
Friend  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  wii£  having 
suggested  that  work  should  be  found  at 
Enfield  and  at  Woolwich  for  the  unem* 
ployed.  My  right  hon.  Friend  said  pre- 
cisely the  reverse — I  appeal  to  any  hon. 
Gentieman  who  was  in  the  House  if  that 
is  not  the  case.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
said  he  did  not  wish  that  work  should 
be  .purposely  found  for  the  unemployed ; 
bat  if  tiiiere  was  any  work  whidi  the 
War  Office  wanted  to  have  done  this 
was  a  good  time  to  do  it,  there  being  so 
many  people  unemployed.  I  have  ven- 
tured to  suggest  one  or  two  points  upon 
which  I  hope  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  or  one  or  other  of  the  Gentlemen 
who  officially  represent  the  War  Office 
in  the  House  will  kindly  say  a  few  words. 
I  thank  the  Committee  for  the  patient 
hearing  they  have  accorded  me. 

SiE  GEOEQE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  Sir,  I  have  given  Notice  of 
a  Motion  for  the  reduction  of  this  Vote; 
but  before  I  speak  to  that  Motion  I 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words  in  regard 
to  the  question  which  I  put  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  at 
the  beginning  of  the  sittiug  as  to  the 
three  years'  enlistment  system.  I  am 
very  sornr  my  right  hon.  Friend  could 
not  see  his  way  to  give  me  a  more 
sympathetic  answer  to  the  Question.  He 

E remised  to  consider  it.  Now  it  has 
een  long  before  the  War  Office;  not 
only  has  it  been  long  before  the  War 
Office,  but  it  was  specially  considered 
and  dealt  with  by  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  when  Secretary  of 
State  for  War.  Only  very  recently  the 
noble  Marquess  expressed  a  particularly 
favourable  view  of  the  system  of  three 
years*  enlistment,  and  I  think  a  great 
many  leading  men,  men  much  more 
qualified  to  form  a  just  opinion  than 
myself,  have  expressed  a  favourable 
opinion  of  the  system.  I  do  hope  that 
still  we  shall  have  a  more  sympathetic 
utterance  from  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  on  tlie  sub- 
ject than  tiiat  he  gave  ns  earlier  in  the 
evening.  I  have  kmg  held  the  opinion, 
as  many  very  experienced  men  do,  that 
the  present  system  amounts  to  neither 
long  or  short  service.  The  result  of 
the  system  now  adopted  is  that  the  man 
who  wants  to  merely  pass  through  the 
ranks  and  qualify  as  an  efficient  soldier 
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js  unable  to  do  so,  because  the  chances 
are  he  will  be  sent  to  India,  and  possi- 
bly deprived  ol  any  opportunity  of  ob- 
taining any  dvil  employment  when  he 
leaves  the  Army.  On  the  other  band, 
the  system  now  prevailing  spoils  the 
long  service.  It  does  seem  to  me  tiiat 
as  we  have  a  voluntary  Army  sjrstem,  it 
is  very  much  better  for  all  parties— for 
Beserves  and  for  men  going  foreign 
sorvice—tbat  men  should  be  allowed 
to  choose  between  really  abort  service 
.  and  really  long  Bervice.  The  system 
which  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  commenced  with 
every  promise  of  success  was  to  allow 
men  to  enlist  for  three  years  with  the 
Colours  in  the  first  instance.  The  men 
who  enlisted  for  this  term  were  practi- 
cally not  liable  to  be  sent  to  India ;  th^ 
knew  that  all  they  had  to  do  was  to 
qualify  as  soldiers,  tiiat  when  their  term 
was  up  they  might  join  the  Beserve, 
follow  their  civil  pursuits,  and  be,  in 
fact,  armed  and  trained  civilians,  which 
I  venture  to  think  are  the  best  men  the 
oountiy  can  have.  On  the  other  hand, 
if  after  their  experience  of  the  Army 
the  men  were  willing  to  accept  long 
service,  and  our  officers  thought  they 
were  fit  to  be  retained  for  long  service, 
they  would  have  the  opportuoity  of  en- 
listtng  for  the  longer  term.  It  seems  to 
me  that  is  really  the  best  system  for  all 
parties.  The  noble  Marquess  will  bear 
me  out  in  saying  that  he  has  expressed 
a  very  favourable  opinion  of  the  system. 
I  do  earnestly  hope  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman)  will  favour- 
ably consider  the  subject.  Now,  I  come 
to  the  Motion  of  which  I  have  given 
Notice,  and  I  hear  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chore)  say  he  will  oppose  it. 

Mb.  LABOTTOHEBE  (Northampton) : 
I  said  that  I  should  oppose  it  if  the  bon. 
Gentleman  does  not  carry  it  a  little  fur- 
ther, and  ask  for  a  greater  reduction. 

Sia  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL:  I  pro- 
pose to  move  a  reduction  of  the  money 
which  is  to  be  devoted  to  the  service  of 
the  Army  in  Egypt.  If  my  hon.  Friend 
"  wishes  to  move  a  larger  reduction  than 
that  I  propose,  £.  1 7,500, 1  will  give  way 
and  allow  him  to  take  my  place.  I 
brought  this  subject  before  the  House 
the  other  day ;  but  I  was  not  able  to 
take  a  division  upon  it.  I  hope  I  may 
be  able  to  do  so  now.  I  confess  that  on 
the  former  oooasion  to  which  I  allude,  I 
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was  very  seriously  disappdnted  at  ths 
tone  in  whiob  the  introduction  of  the 
subject  was  met  by  those  who  repte* 
sented  the  Government.    I  did  hope 
that  we  should,  on  that  oocasion,  km 
had  a  more  i^mpathetio  reception  of 
proposal,  and  wat  measures  would  bs 
taken  to  withdraw  our  Arnty  fnnii 
Egypt  at  the  very  earliest  period.  We 
know  that  when  the  late  Government  of 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  wuin 
power,  they  expressed  their  desire  to 
withdraw  the  Army  aa  early  as  possible. 
The  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington),  in  perfect  good  faith,  told 
us  several  years  ago,  very  soon  after  the 
battle  of  Tel-el- Kebir,  that  they  hoped 
to  withdraw  our  troops  from  Egypt  in 
about  six  months.    We  know  tluii  con- 
tinually, year  after  year,  and  in  state- 
ment ^er  statement,  we  were  g^ven  to  I 
understand  that  the  late  liberal  Go- 
vernment hoped  to  withdraw  the  Army 
from  Egypt  at  the  vary  earlier  o^por- 
tuni^.   I  was  veiy  much  disappomtad 
the  other  night  to  mid  that  in  the  ^nA 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  Uie  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  A&in 
(Mr.  Bryce)  there  was  not  one  word  in 
regard  to  the  probability  that  the  troops 
would  be  witndrawn  from  E^ypt  I 
know  that  it  is  a  very  unpopolsr  thing  I 
to  talk  of  this  withdrawEU.  I  biov  I 
there  are  many  people  who  are  laj  , 
much  interested  in  keeping  our  FtvoH  j 
in  Egypt,  and  who  are  continually  t^- 
icg  us  that  the  worst  thing  we  coiUd  & 
would  be  to  withdraw.    If  you  are  not 
going  to  withdraw,  if  your  object  is  to 
stay  in  Egypt,  I  admit  it  does  do  a  gteit 
deal  of  harm  to  talk  of  withdrawing. 
But  if  yoo  wish  to  withdraw,  you  hw 
better  say  so  frankly  and  honestly.^  1 
do  not  believe  you  will  be  able  to  viA- 
draw  unless  you  oonvinoa  the  pei^ 
Egypt  and  tjie  financial  advisers  u  tt« 
E^ptian  Government  that  yoa  mean  to 
withdraw  in  a  given  time.   As  I  ban 
said,  I  was  very  much  disappointed  with 
the  speech  of  my  hon.  Fnend  the  Vt^ 
der  Seoretary  of  State  for  Foreiga 
Affairs.   It  is  very  sad  to  see  how  a  . 
Badical,  when  he  accepts  Office,  geti  I 
into  the  official  groove.   Formerly  there 
was  no  man  who  was  more  robust  in  his 
sympathy  with  people  struggling  to  be 
free  than  the  present  TJpder  Secreterr 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs.  He  had 
partunUar  sympathy  with  opjmBMd  u* 
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tionalities,  and  with  people  who,  as  I 
say,  were  atruggliog  to  be  free ;  but 
when  I  heard  the  speech  he  made  the 
other  night,  I  could  not  help  exclaiming 
— "  Et  tu  Brutua;  are  you  the  man  to 
use  the  old  official  arguments ;  are  you 
the  man  to  pay  the  bondholders  in  full, 
because  then  you  will  satisfy  the  great 
financial  Powers  of  Europe."    Sir,  the 
rigbt  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  Gampbell-Banner- 
man)  far  from  telling  us,  as  the  noble 
Marquees  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
used  to  do,  that  he  hoped  to  withdraw 
I      I  t^e  troopB  horn  E^ypt  at  the  very  earliest 
1      I  period,  only  told  as  that  whereas  we 
/  have  at  present  something  like  28,000 
I     /  troops  in  the  country,  he  hoped  to  re- 
I  duoe  the  number  bj  one  uilf  by  the 
V^end  of  the  year.   If  he  could  not  re- 
duce them  to  the  extent  he  hoped  to  be 
able  to  do,  he  would  bring  in  a  Supple- 
I        mentary  Estimate.    It  appears  to  me 
that  that  was  a  very  disappointing 
I        statement.    As  regards  the  financi^ 
,        part  of  the  business,  my  hon.  Friend 
j        the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
,        Affairs  told  us,  what  no  doubt  was  ttie 
view  of  the  Government,  that  we  could 
\        not  allow  the  whole  expense  of  the  Army 
j        to  be  thrown  upon  Egypt.  An  arrange- 
^        ment  was  made  a  few  years  ago  which 
i        certainly  was  not  disadvantageous  to 
Egypt,  and  that  was,  that  this  country 
,        shoiUd  pay  the  whole  of  the  ordinary 
expenses  of  the  tro^  in  Egypt,  and 
I        that  the  Egyptian  Exchequer  should 
bear  the  extraordinary  expense  of  the 
'        Army.   A  compromise  was  arrived  at 
by  which  the  extraordinary  expense  vas 
'        fixed  at  about  £48  per  head  per  man. 
'         If  that  bargain,  for  a  bargain  it  was, 
'        and  a  bargain  which  I  maintain  was  not 
'        disadvantageous  to  the  people  of  this 
\        country,  had  been  carried   out,  we 
should  be  receiving  from  Egypt  a  sub- 
'        sidy  of  £1,000,000  per  annum.  Even 
'        with  the  number  of  men  reduced  to  the 
'        P2.'°t  to  which  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  hopes 
'         to  bring  the  Army  before  the  end  of  the 
I        year,  the  subsidy  would    be  about 
£4&0,000  per  annum.    But  because  you 
could  not  pay  the  bondholders  in  full  at 
the  same  time  as  you  did  justice  to  the 
taxpayers  of  this  country,  an  agreement 
was  made  last  year  whereby  the  sub- 
sidy  of  £450,000  was  reduced  to  not 
more  than  £200,000.    That  £200,000 
has  been  again  reduced  this  year,  be- 


cause you  find  the  IWptian  Exchequer 

is  not  able  to  pay  the  bondholders  in 
full,  and  to  pay  for  its  own  troops. 
Furthermore,  you  have  engaged  to  papr 
the  expenses  of  three  Egyptian  regi- 
ments employed  to  do  Egyptian  service. 
It  seems  to  me  quite  clear  that  in  thia 
matter  the  taxpayer  of  this  country  is 
not  being  treated  very  fairly ;  he  is  the 
beast  of  burden  who  has  to  bear  all 
these  financial  burdens.  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
seemed  to  suppose  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon)  and  myself  answered  each  other. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Dillon)  and 
myself  are  entirely  in  accord  in  this — 
that  those  who  derire  profit  from  Epypt 
are  bound  to  keep  the  concern  going ; 
in  point  of  equity  that  seems  to  he  the 
right  course,  and  indeed  the  only  course. 
I  know  that  the  answer  is  that  the 
Powers  will  not  allow  ns  to  stay  in 
Egypt  unless  we  put  on  the  British  tax- 
payer the  whole  of  the  burden.  For 
my  part,  I  should  prefer  to  withdraw, 
and  I  believe  if  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment made  up  their  minds  to  withdraw, 
sent  for  Arabi  Pasha,  and  put  him  at 
the  head  of  the  Egyptian  Army,  they 
would  find  that  the  evacuation  of  the 
country  was  easy  of  accomplishment. 
The  reduction  I  propose  to  make  is  an 
entirely  practical  reduction.  The  num-  ~7 
ber  of  men  has  been  passed,  and  the  [ 
money  has  been  voted;  but  we  learn  \ 
£rom  the  Papers  submitted  to  the  House 
by  the  War  Office  that  in  the  matter  of 
transport,  clothing,  &c.,  for  the  troops 
in  ^^rpt,  it  is  proposed  to  incur  an  aid- 
ditional  expense  over  &e  expense  of 
last  year  of  no  less  than  £416,000. 
Now,  Sir,  I  know  very  well  that  we 
cannot  withdraw  our  troops  in  a  day. 
We  require  some  months  to  make  our 
arrangements  to  get  Arabi  back,  to  drill 
the  Egyptian  troops.  I  allow  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  six  months  in  which 
\o  make  their  arrangements  to  get  out 
of  Egypt.  I  find  that  for  transport, 
clothing,  &c.,  of  the  troops  in  Egypt 
£35,000  is  taken.  I  do  not  propose  to 
disallow  the  whole  amount;  but  only 
half  of  it— namely,  £17,500.  I  hope 
the  Committee  will  think  this  is  a  very 
reasonable  proposition.  It  involves  the 
principle  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment should  withdraw  our  troops  from 
Egypt,  not  immediately,  but  within  a 
reasonable  time,  or  in  some  way  or  other 
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put  the  expenne  of  the  troops  upon  the 
revenues  of  Egypt,  instead  of  upon  the 
taxes  of  this  country.  I  beg  to  more 
the  reduction  of  this  Vote  by  the  sum  of 
£17,500. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  «  nm,  not  exeeediox  £849,000.  be 
mnted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  demr  the  Obuga 
for  the  Clothiog  Establiihments,  Servioes,  and 
Sappliee  ivhiob  vill  come  in  course  of  payment 
dnrinf;  the  year  ending  on  the  Sist  aty  of 
March  1887."— (Si>  Qenya  CampieU.) 

GoLOinu.  DTJNOAN  (Finsbnry,  Hol- 
born] :  Mr.  Courtney,  before  replying 
to  the  hon.  Member  (Sir  Qeorge  Camp- 
bell), who  has  just  spoken,  I  should 
like  to  express  bow  much  pain  I  felt  to- 
night at  nearing  the  utterances  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man)  on  the  question  of  compulsory 
retirement.  The  other  night  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  on  this  subject 
vith  deep  sympathy,  I  think  under 
the  stimulus  of  his  better  instincts,  for 
the  taxpayer  and  the  unemployed  offi- 
cers ;  but  I  think  I  can  guess  what  has 
happened.  I  fear  that  since  then  he 
has  been,  metaphorically,  plunged  into 
a  cold  bath  by  the  permanent  officials 
of  the  War  Office.  I  appcutl  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  not  to  allow  the 
permanent  officials  to  entrammel  him 
with  red  tape.  I  am  sure  his  own  are 
a  ^eat  deal  better  than  the  opinions 
which  are  being  foisted  upon  him.  I 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  to 
throw  off  the  yoke  it  is  sought  to  impose 
upon  him,  were  it  only  for  the  sake  of  con- 
sistency with  the  other  Members  of  the 
Cabinet.  It  will  be  in  the  recollection 
of  the  Committee  that  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  the  Member  for  Matyle- 
bone  (Lord  Charles  Beresford)  recom- 
mendea  the  suspension  of  the  Sinking 
Fund,  in  order  that  with  the  money 
we  would  thus  obtain  we  might  make 
our  Navy  effeotiye.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Sir  William  Haroourt^  roee  with  holy 
horror,  with  every  particular  haiz  on  his 
head  standing  on  end,  and  assorted  that 
what  the  noble  and  gallant  L<»d  sug- 
gested would  be  pernicious  finance ;  it 
would  be  a  dangerous  precedent  for 
others.  What  is  5ie  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  doing 
if  he  continues  the  policy  of  compulsory 
retirement?  While  he  is  apparently  id- 
lowing  the  Sinking  Fxmd  to  be  paid  off, 
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he  is  building  up  a  non-effective  Army 
and  creating  fresh  debt.  About  the  year 
1900,  if  any  institntions  are  left  in  Eng- 
land, even  the  institution  of  the  tax- 
payer, any  hon.  Gentleman  will  find, 
if  he  looks  at  the  Budget  for  the  yen, 
that  perhaps  a  certain  smaller  amoiiitt<^ 
interest  will  have  to  be  paid ;  but  then 
will  be  an  enormous  amount  of  aocamu- 
lated  pensions.  Surely  that  is  a  torn 
of  finance  vhioh  cannot  commend  itsdf 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  (Than- 
oellor  of  uie  Exchequer.  This  questioa 
of  compulsory  retirement  is  a  veiy 
serious  one.  I  hare  seen  in  this  Par- 
liament the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  raise  his  daring 
hand  against  the  pensions  of  Bokea. 
What  would  happen  if  the  daring  band 
of  another  Member  for  Northam^ifam 
were  to  be  raised  against  the  penmona 
of  half-pay  captains  ?  Their  chance  of 
successful  resistance  would  be  but  small 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretaij 
of  State  for  War  compared  the  Army  to 
a  bottle,  and  said  that  the  diffienlfy  lay 
with  the  neck.  But  he  put  the  neck  in 
the  middle  of  the  bottle,  where  ^e  fisU 
offioers'  rank  begins.  He  is  makii^  i 
vacuum  in  the  bottie  by  this  tsnSm 
of  oompulsory  retirement.  To  fill  fite"; 
Taeuum  we  have  officers  from  the  Be*i 
serve  and  Militia  doing  duty  whidt  ongbt  I 
to  be  dune  by  officers  of  the  Begiuai' 
Army.  We  have  shortened  the  terms  at, 
our  military  schools  for  the  education  of' 
officers ;  we  find  ourselves  going  into ' 
highways  and  byeways  to  get  men 
through  the  neck  of  the  bottle  to  whidt 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  refers.  That 
is  an  unwise  method,  and  a  veiy  cortlj 
method,  of  filling  up  the  vacuum  whidt 
is  being  created.  Besides,  it  is  jmits- 
stood  that  when  a  man  is  placed  on  tlie 
Retired  List  he  immediately,  like  all  an- 
nuitants, gets  a  new  lease  of  life-  I 
do  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  aentlemu 
(Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman),  who  a 
respected  by  the  whole  House  fbr  lui 
straightforward  utterances,  to  throw  off 
the  permanent  offidals^  and  to  tnut  liim- 
self,  and  himself  alone.  And  now  Iwin 
turn  to  what  has  fallen  from  the  boa. 
Member  for  Kirkoaldy  (Sir  George  Oamp* 
bell)  with  regard  to  Egypt.  As  I  Itars 
said  before  in  this  House,  many  of  ns 
are  perfectly  at  one  in  our  anzie^togst 
out  of  Egypt ;  but  we  differ  very  moch  as 
to  the  means.  Why  we  ever  went  than  ii 
one  of  thowpunlee  which,  like  AeorigiD 
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of  6Til,  I  have  long  given  up  tiying  to 
explain.  But  we  are  there ;  and  I  consider 
that  the  way  to  get  out  of  the  country  is 
not  by  fixing  Uie  date  of  our  withdrawal 
inmonth8,a8thehon.Member(SirGeorge 
Oampbell)  would  do,  but  by  telling  the 
Egyptian  people  that  they  must  mrow 
themselveB  as  uoroughly  as  they  can  into 
the  reforms  we  consider  necessary  for 
the  country,  and  that  the  moment  they 
are  in  a  fit  state  for  self-government  we 
will  leave  them.  The  idea  of  bringing 
Arabi  —  that  shallow  charlatan  —  back 
again  and  putting  him  at  the  head  of  the 
Army,  as  suggested  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, is  simply  preposterous.  It  is  pro- 
posals of  this  kind  which  keep  Egypt  in 
a  continual  state  of  unrest.  For  18 
months  in  Oairo  the  voice  of  England 
never  spoke  properly;  it  only  stam- 
mered, and  the  people  did  not  under- 
stand it.  Over  and  over  again  Sheikhs 
came  to  me  utterly  bewildered.  They 
wished  to  stand  by  ue  as  long  as  they 
could ;  but  changes  of  policy  were 
bewildering  to  them,  and  made  diem 
lose  all  confidence  in  us.  Allusion  has 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
utterances  of  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  Eossendale  (the  Marquees 
of  Harttngton),  when  Member  of  the 
Government,  as  to  our  withdrawal  from 
Egypt  in  six  months.  That  utterance 
reached  us  in  Egypt,  when  we  were  in 
the  flush  of  our  reforms,  when  we  had 
the  people  heart  and  soul  with  us,  and 
when  the  Bepresentativea  of  other  coun- 
tries were  perfectly  silent,  and  allowed 
us  to  do  exactly  as  we  wished.  But  after 
that  message  arose  symptoms  of  hosti- 
lity from  the  Natives ;  the  Bepresenta- 
tivea of  Foreign  Govemmenta  pricked 
up  their  ears,  and  the  mists  of  intrigue 
settled  down  on  Cairo.  It  is  such  mes- 
sages as  these  which  do  more  to  keep  us 
in  Oairo  than  anything  else.  I  do  not 
wish  to  interfere  with  the  amusement  of 
the  hon.  Member  (Sir  George  Oampbell), 
and  his  OoUeagues  below  the  Gangway 
opposite,  in  worrying  the  Government 
they  profess  to  follow ;  but  I  do  trust  the 
Government  will  act  wisely.  Let  them  re- 
solve upon  leaving  Egypt  when  E^pt  is 
ready  to  be  left ;  not  upon  a  certam  day, 
orin  any  particular  month.  I  am  in  con- 
stant communication  with  Egypt,  and  I 
hear  much  of  the  state  of  feeling  amongst 
the  people.  To  hear  the  hon.  Member 
talk  one  would  think  the  people  of  Egypt 
are  d^ighted  to  throw  <m  the  taxpayers 


of  England  the  burden  of  the  occupation 
of  Egypt.  They  would  pay  twice  as  much 
to  get  rid  of  us;  but  as  we  chose — I  do 
not  know  why — ^to  demolish  their  Go* 
vemment,  to  wipe  out  their  Army,  we  are 
bound  in  honour  to  put  them  in  a  posi- 
tion to  govern  themselves.    There  are 
some  luxuries  for  which  we  have  to  pay 
bitterly,  and  mistakes  may  be  included 
in  tiiem.   But  mistakes  having  been 
committed,  let  us  endeavour  to  remedy 
them  in  the  wisest  manner,  instead  of 
occupying  the  time  of  the  Committee  by 
the  consideration  of  such  utterly  im- 
practical Besolutions  as  that  which  has 
been  submitted  to  us  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Sir  George  Oampbell).    As  I  have  i 
already  said,  we  are  at  one  in  our  desire  I 
to  get  out  of  Egypt ;  but  we  differ  as  to  | 
the  means  of  getting  out.   I  have  the  \ 
experience  of  residence  there  for  three  -J 
years,  and  of  knowing  the  people;  the 
hon.  Member  has  not.   I  appeal  to  bim 
to  withdraw  this  Motion  in  the  interest 
of  the  taxpayers  of  England,  and  in  the 
interest  of  the  Egyptian  people.  We 
owe  a  great  deal  to  the  Egyptians  A>r 
what  we  have  done.  The  large  increase 
in  the  Estimates  for  the  men  in  Egypt 
is  all  owing  to  ourselves.    We  went 
where  we  had  no  business  to  go ;  we 
excited  people  who  would  have  been 
perfectly  quiet  had  we  not  been  there  at 
all;  we  made  government  there  almost 
impossible ;  created  there  a  feeling  of 
hostility  against  all  Europeans,  and  now 
we  have  to  pay  for  it.   We  would  do 
much  better  if  we  would  trust  the  Go- 
vernment.  I  trust  the  Government  in 
this  respect — for  they  know  now  the 
situation  exactly.   H  experience  makes 
us  wise,  their  bitter  experience  in  Eg^t 
should  have  made  them  Solomons.   lit  i 
us  get  out  of  Egypt  honourably ;  let  our  / 
troops  be  withdrawn  when  we  have  re-  I 
stored  the  Egyptians  to  the  position  in  / 
which  they  were  before  we  entered  their  I 
country.   When  I  spoke  before  on  this  \ 
point,  I  said  there  was  one  thing  neces- 
sary.  The  mistakes  which  we  have  com- 
mitted in  Egypt  have  been  numerous ; 
but  none  of  them,  perhaps,  was  greater 
than  that  we  should  have  coerced  Oherif 
Pasha,  whose  patriotism  was  certainly 
beyond  question,  to  withdraw  from  the 
Soudan.   The  first  step  for  us  to  take 
now  is  to  subsidize  someone  whom  we 
can  trust,  of  the  same  religion  as  the 
E^jyptions,  at  Dongola,  and  place  him  in 
command  ol  that  ProvinoOf  so  as  to  make 
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a  buffer  between  Egypt  Proper  and  the 
wilds  of  the  Soudan.  Then  the  next 
thing  is  to  plaoe  Egyptians  in  the  garri- 
sons along  the  Nile  and  at  Suakin,  and 
then  will  be  the  time  for  us  to  leave, 
but  not  before.  "With  Egypt  to  protect 
and  Ireland  tu  protect  wo  have  too 
muoh  on  our  hands.  We  cannot  afford 
>to  stay  in  Egypt;  but  I  venture  to  think 
that  the  way  of  getting  out  which  I  have 
suggested  is  more  dignified  than  that 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  (Sir 
George  Campbell). 

MR.LA.BOU0HEEE  (Northampton): 
Most  of  the  hon.  Members  who  have  ad- 
dressed the  C!ommittee  to-night  have 
i  been  either  connected  with  the  Anny 
/  or  have  been  ex-offioials,  and  all  the 
speakers  except  two  have  suggested  an 
1^  increase  of  the  Estimates.  Every  mili- 
tary man  who  has  spoken  this  eveaing 
has  suggested  that  me  Army  Estimates 
should  be  increased,  and  in  this  they 
were  backed  up  by  the  ex-officials.  The 
noble  Lord  the  late  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
was  in  the  height  of  elation  when  he 
heard  that  the  Army  was  to  be  increased. 
Then  we  have  had  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Exeter  (Mr.  Northcote) 
wbo  spoke  just  now.  He  said  he  did 
not  see  how  it  was  possible— bow  any- 
body ronld  ask  for  a  reduction  in  the 
Estimates— considering  the  number  of 
burning  questions  at  me  War  Office. 

Ma.  NOBXHOOIE  (Exeter):  What 
I  said  was  that  the  reduction  was  not 
likely  to  be  made — not  that  it  was  not 
likely  to  be  suggested. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE:  No  one  who 
understands  the  House  of  Commons  be- 
lieves that  a  reduction  is  likely  to  be 
made,  even  if  it  is  suggested  ;  but  why 
r  are  there  these  bumiog  questions  ?  Be- 
/  cause  we  have  an  Army  which  is  far  too 
large  for  defence,  and  is  therefore  kept 
up  for  offensive  objects.  If  we  had  not 
had  a  large  Army  should  we  have  an- 
nexed Burmah  ?  and  what  has  been  the 
coDseqMonoeof  annexingBurmah?  Why, 
it  is  that  we  are  now  asked  for  an  in- 
crease of  10,000  men.  We  were  told 
tbat  it  was  to  cost  us  nothing ;  that  it 
was,  in  faot,  to  be  valuable  to  us ;  but 
the  first  thing  that  ia  done  is  tbat  we  are 
asked  to  buraen  ourselves  with  an  in- 
crease of  10,000  men  in  India.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  said  we  ought  not  to  leave 
Egypt  too  early.   Early !  bow  long  have 
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we  been  there  ?  No  oonfidanoe  can  be 

placed  in  anyone  sitting  on  the  Ministe- 
rial Bench  on  this  question.    Again  and 
again  Ministers  have  deplored  our  being 
there.    We  were  coming  away  after 
Arabi  was  suppressed ;  but  then  there 
was  the  cholera,  if  I  remember  rightly, 
which  kept  us  there.    And  tUen  there 
were  these  ridiculous  Expeditions  to 
Suakin,  and  no  one  knows  now  vrhy  we 
are  to  defend  Suakin.   We  hare  17,000 
men  in  Egypt ;  no  one  precisely  knows 
what  they  are  doing.   SomeMmes  we  are 
told  that  they  are  defending  the  frontier ; 
sometimes  they  are  preserving  order; 
but  no  one  knows  precisely.     All  we 
know  is  that  we  are  paying  for  tbem. 
Of  oourse,  they  ought  to  be  pwd ;  but, 
surely  they  should  be  paid  bj  the 
Egyptians  themselves.  Who  ever  heard 
of  one  country  sending  an  army  of  1 7,000 
men  to  another  country  to  maintain  order 
and  to  pay  for  the  men  themselves  ?  We 
all  know  that  the  Egyptians  can  pay. 
["No."j     Oh  yes;  we  do  know  that 
they  can  pay.    The  reason  we  are  told 
that  Egypt  cannot  pay  is  that  if  she  did 
so  she  would  not  be  able  to  pay  the  en- 
ormous interest  on  her  Debt.    The  first 
charge  upon  every  country  ought  to  be 
the  cost  of  its  administration  and  defence. 
It  is  obvious  that  if  we  are  to  put  this 
after  the  Debt,  Egypt  cannot  pay  it ;  but 
it  ought  to  be  paid  before  the  interest 
on  the  Debt    why  are  we  there  ?  We 
are  not  there  for  the  benefit  of  the  Eng- 
lish taxpayer ;  it  is  not  for  the  honour 
and  glory  of  England  ;  it  is  not  for  the 
fellahs  of  Egypt ;  it  is  because  ve  went 
there  with  the  deliberate  object  of  forcing 
the  Egyptians  to  pay  the  interest  on  a 
debt  which  was  most  unfairly  incurred. 
We  are  assuming  these  large  liabilities 
because,  if  we  do  not,  the  interest  on  the 
Debt  will  not  be  paid  to  the  bondholders. 
It  was  a  bondholders'  war  that  sent  us' 
there,  and  it  is  the  bondholders  who  are 
keeping  us  there  now.    UntU  we  realize  . 
this  fact,  and  say  we  will  not  have  an 
Army  in  Egypt  unless  the  Egyptians 
desire  it,  and  not  if  they  do  desire  it  un- 
less Uiey  are  ready  to  pay  for  it,  we  may 
depend  upon  it  that  we  shall  hare  to  re- 
main there  for  the  bondholders.  Why, 
Sir,  did  not  the  I^ime  Minister  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  say  that  he  repented,  almost 
in  dust  and  ashes,  the  course  tliat  he 
had  taken  in  this  matter  ?  and  did  he 
not  promise  that  if  he  were  returned  to 
Office  he  would  clear  out  of  Egypt  at 
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once?  Well,  why  did  he  not?  Why 
are  we  called  upon  to  pay  this  amount  ? 
I  shall  be  obliged  to  vote  against  my 
hon.  Friend,  who  seems  inclined  to  make 
two  or  three  bites  at  this  cherry.  X  do 
not  know  how  he  makes  up  the  amount 
by  which  he  desires  to  reduce  the  Vote, 
and  I  would  ask  him  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment  and  substitute  another  with 
a  much  larger  scope.  My  objection  is 
to  the  number  of  our  soldiers  being  in- 
creased, and  another  objection  is  that 
any  of  our  soldiers  are  in  Egypt  at  all. 
Now,  let  me  call  attention  to  theBetum 
which  we  received  this  momingof  Public 
Income  and  Expenditure — a  very  excel- 
lent Keturn,  moved  for  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler).  From  that 
Return  it  appears  that  the  cost  of  the 
Arm^  last  year  was  £1S, 960,000.  In  no 
previous  year  has  it  been  larger,  and  yet 
we  are  now  asked  to  increase  that  ex- 
penditure by  £482,000.  There  is  a  very 
strong  feeling  in  the  country  that  our 
military  expenditure  is  too  large.  We 
do  not  think  that  there  ought  to  be  an 
Army  for  offensive  purposes  such  as  the 
country  has  at  present.  ["  Oh  !  "]  Yes, 
we  do  not  consider  that  we  should  have 
an  Army  for  offensive  purposes,  but  we 
should  have  one  for  defensive  purposes 
alone.  I,  and  those  who  think  with  me. 
do  not  consider  that  the  Expeditions  to 
South  Africa,  up  the  Nile,  and  to  Bur- 
mah  were  necessary,  and  the  main  rea- 
sons whysuch  expeditions  are  undertaken 
is  beoaose  the  country  has  too  many 
soldiers.  But  if  we  have  the  soldiers, 
why,  we  must  employ  them  ;  and  I  con- 
sider that  an  Army  sufficient  to  maintain 
our  position  in  Europe  and  Asia,  with- 
out making  any  attack  upon  our  neigh- 
bours, would  be  ample  to  uphold  the 
honour  and  glory  of  this  country.  What 
I  would  suggest  to  my  hon.  Friend  is 
that  he  should  withdraw  this  Amend- 
ment and  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote 
by  £50,000,  for  the  reason  that  the 
increased  number  of  men  that  we  are 
asked  to  provide  for  is  9,600,  and  the 
clothing  for  these  men  will  come  to  a 
trifle  over  £50,000.  If  my  hon.  Friend 
accents  my  suggestion  he  will  be  killing 
two  birds  with  one  stone.  He  will  re- 
gister his  protest  against  our  continued 
occupation  of  Egypt,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  register  the  protest  which  is  felt 
by  a  great  many  hon.  Members  against 
an  increased  number  of  soldiers  heiog 
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Toted.  The  Prime  Minister  (Mr.  Qlad- 
fltone)  said  the  other  day  that  the  main 
business  of  the  House  is  to  reduce  the 
Estimates  and  not  to  increase  them. 
Well,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  un- 
well, and  I  am  sure  that  nothing  would 
be  more  gratifying  to  him  to-morrow 
morning,  when  he  rose  refreshed  and 
well  again,  to  hear  that  the  Committee 
have  80  well  occupied  the  evening  that 
they  have  reduced  the  Vote  by  £50,000. 

Me.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  Although 
I  am  quite  willing  to  admit  that  the 
knowledge  of  Egypt  possessed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  mav  be  good,  I  cannot  say  as 
much  for  the  logic  of  his  speech.  How 
can  an  hon.  Member  stand  up  in  this 
House  and  ask  the  House  to  repose  the 
most  imidicit  confidence  in  the  Oovem- 
ment,  when  he  goes  on  to  say  that  many 
of  the  misfortunes  which  have  overtaken 
the  English  in  Egypt  have  been  brought 
about  by  the  blundering  of  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring?  Why  did  he  not  go  on  to  say 
what  is  the  truth,  that  it  has  now  become 
a  public  scandal  that  Sir  Evelyn  Baring 
should  be  left  in  the  administration  of 
Egypt  any  longer  ?  If  the  Government 
desire  to  restore  public  confidence,  the 
first  step  they  ought  to  take  is  to  recall 
Sir  Evelyn  Baring  and  those  who  have 
acted  with  him  and  have  been  responsible 
for  the  government  of  Egypt  for  the  last 
three  or  four  years.  I  quite  agree  with 
the  hon.  Member  in  saying  that  on  the 
subject  of  Egypt  the  House  ought  not 
to  repose  any  confidence  in  the  Members 
of  the  present  Qovemment.  I  have  over 
and  over  again  seen  every  kind  of  ex- 
cuse, some  of  which  were  perfectly 
laughable,  put  forward  at  the  lost  mo- 
ment to  prevent  our  leaving  Egypt.  The 
Badical  Members  of  the  House  have 
themselves  to  blame  for  the  prolongation 
of  the  occupation  of  Egypt  by  this  coun- 
try. They  have  not  done  their  duty  in 
this  matter.  They  have  reposed  confi- 
dence in  the  Government  instead  of  ap- 
plying a  wholesome  pressure,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  the  Government  would  now  be 
glad  if  some  pressure  bad  been  applied. 
My  object  is  to  appeal  to  the  Kadical 
Members  not  to  continue  the  line  which 
they  have  taken  up  with  regard  to  the 
Egyptian  Question.  When  anyone  had 
cfuled  the  attention  of  the  Kadicals  of 
the  House  to  this  matter  the  answer  has 
always  been — *'  We  admit  that  up  to  now 
I  everything  has  gone  wrong ;  but  we  trust 
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the  GoTernment  will  now  get  out  of  it 
ae  cheaply  m  possible."  But  matters 
have  gone  on  fi-om  bad  to  worse,  and  I 
would  ask  that  they  should  now  take  the 
trouble  to  look  up  the  question.  Let 
them  realize  the  grave  responsibility  of 
the  English  people ;  let  them  not  treat 
it  as  &ey  do  the  question  of  Indian 
Finance ;  and  let  them  make  up  their 
minds  to  put  pressure  on  the  GoTern- 
ment.  Let  them  insist  upon  the  matter 
being  at  once  cleared  up ;  and  the  first 
step  necessary  is  the  immediate — and 
there  ought  to  be  no  delay  about  this  at 
all— withdrawal  of  Sir  Evelyn  Baring. 
*We  know  perfectly  well  that  the  inte- 
rests of  these  officials  in  Egypt  is  to  be 
lording  it  over  the  Egyptian  people. 
We  know  that  until  they  take  that  step 
no  Radical  Member  ought  to  believe  the 
Government.  Tbe  first  step  they  ought 
to  take  is  to  bring  away  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring  and  those  who  serve  under  him. 
One  thing  that  makes  me  think  that  the 
Government  do  not  intend  to  imme- 
diately withdraw  from  Egypt  is  the 
extraordinary  charge  they  have  made 
for  the  garrison  of  Egypt.  We  know 
thai  there  will  be  no  trade  there  upon 
that  coast  while  they  stay  there,  because 
the  tribes  are  hostile ;  and  yet  we  are  to 
hold  the  place,  knowing  that  it  will  be 
utterly  worthless  as  long  as  we  remain 
there.  And  what  is  the  use  of  our  send- 
ing out  fresh  troops  at  a  cost  of  £50,000 
to  maintain  Suakin  if  we  have  the  inten- 
tion of  leaving  it  ?  The  brat  thing  for 
the  Government  to  do  would  be  to  enter 
into  negotiations  with  Osman  Digna  and 
allow  the  Arab  traders  to  come  back,  so 
that  trade  mi^t  be  again  opened  up.  I 
hope  that  if  Badioal  If  embers  honestly 
beueve  that  the  English  occupation  of 
Egypt  is  a  disgrace  to  ttiis  country  they 
wiU  not  sit  sibnt,  but  will  bring  some 
pressure  to  bear  upon  the  Government 
to  take  the  first  st^  of  bringing  away 
Sir  Evelyn  Baring. 

Sib  W.  OUYSK  HUKTBB  (Hack- 
ney, Central) :  I  rise,  as  a  new  Member^ 
to  aak  the  forbearance  of  the  Oommittee 
for  a  few  moments.  I  am  going  to  speak 
from  personal  observation.  I  have  bad 
the  pleasure  and  honour  of  serving  in 
Egypt  for  some  few  months  in  1883, 
and  during  that  time  I  had  oppor- 
tunities of  gleaning  information  which 
have  fallen  to  the  lot  of  few.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  has  suggested  lauki  we  shoud 


leave  Egypt  in  tiie  course  of  a  few 
months ;  but  the  question  is,  to  whom 
the  government  of  the  country  should 
be  handed  over  in  case  we  do  leave  ?  I 
yield  to  no  Member  in  my  desire  to  we 
Egypt  governed  by  the  Egyptians ;  but 
are  the  Egyptians  fit  to  govern  them- 
selves ?  Tlie  history  of  Egypt  shews 
that  for  years  it  has  been  governed 
by  foreigners ;  and  it  must  be  governed 
by  foreigners,  until  such  time  as  the 
Egyptian  people  can  be  educated  to 
carry  on  the  Groveniment  ot  thor  coun- 
try for  themselves.  I  should  like  to 
see  that  time ;  but  I  am  afraid  the  period 
is  far  distant  when  the  education  of  tbe 
people  will  have  attained  that  leDgth. 
When  in  Egypt,  Cherif  Pasha,  the  Uien 
Premier,  requested  me  to  draw  up  a 
scheme  for  the  re-oi);ani£atioa  of  the 
Sanitary  and  Medical  Service.  In  doing 
so  I  was  anxious  to  fill  as  many  of  the 
Administrative  and  Executive  posts  as 
possible  by  Egyptians ;  but,  on  tonting 
my  attention  to  mis  point,  I  was  at  once 
arrested  by  the  fact  that  the  number  fitted 
to  undertake  duties  of  the  kind  might  be 
counted  on  the  fingers  of  one  band. 
That  is  a  matter  of  great  regret  to  me; 
but  I  think  the  more  this  question  ie 
considered  tiie  greater  will  the  diffi- 
culties be  found  in  the  way  of  hand- 
ing over  the  Government  to  mem.  Until 
a  system  of  education  is  organized  in 
Egypt  we  shall  never  be  able  to  hand 
over  the  country  to  the  Egyptians.  With 
these  few  words  I  beg  to  oppose  the 
Amendment. 

Majoe  Gekebal  GOLDSWOETHT 
(Hammersmith) :  I  shall  not  take  np 
the  time  of  the  Committee  at  any  length; 
but  there  are  some  points  in  connection 
with  our  Army  organization  on  which 
I  desire  to  make  some  observations. 
{^Continutd  intgrruption.'] 

Mb.  BB0I)BI0£  (Surrey,  Guildford): 
I  rise  to  Order.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  is  con- 
tinuously and  persistently  interrupting 
the  hon.  and  gaUant  Member  for  Ham- 
mersmith. I  wish  to  know  wbether  he 
is  in  Order  in  so  doing  T 

The  chairman  :  It  is  not  in  Order 
constantly  and  persistently  to  interrupt 
a  speaker. 

Major  Geio:eal  GOLDSWOETHT: 
I  wish  to  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  tbe 
organization  which  permits  of  there 
being  a  large  number  of  (General  Officers 
and  colonels  on  the  Active  List,  who  hare 
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not  the  aUghtest  ohanoe  of  employment, 
IB  defectiTe.  I  think  you  ought  not  to 
promote  officers  to  the  rank  of  Qeneral 

^  unless  you  intend  to  employ  them.  If 
you  look  over  the  Aripy  List  you  will 
see  that  there  are  very  many  of  those 
officers  who  have  no  employment  what- 
ever ;  and  the  same  may  be  said  with 
regard  to  Colonels,  many  of  whom  are 
on  half-pay.  I  think  it  would  be  a  con- 
siderate act  on  the  part  of  the  Military 
Authorities  to  notify  officers  at  once 
whether  they  are  likely  to  be  employed ; 
so  that,  in  the  event  of  its  not  being 
the  intention  of  the  authorities  to  em- 
ploy them,  the  officers  might  look  for 
some  other  oceupation  and  means  of 
living.    [Oreat  i^mvpUm.'] 

Mb.  BKODBIGK:  Sir,  I  rise  to 
Order.  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  hoo.  Member  for  North- 
ampton has  disregarded  your  ruling. 
[Inttrruption.']  I  beg  to  move  fliat  you 
report  Progress. 

The  chairman  :  It  is  not  in  Order 
to  interrupt  a  speaker  for  the  purpose  of 
moving  Progi-ess. 

Mr.  BRODEICK  :  I  rose  on  a  point 
of  Order.  I  asked  whether  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  junior  Member  for  North- 
ampton had  not  disregarded  your  ruling 
by  constant  and  most  audible  interrup- 
tions of  the  speaker  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  have  already 
said  that  it  is  disorderly  to  interrupt 
any  hon.  Member  constantly  and  per- 
sistently. I  am  not  aware  that  any 
particular  hon.  Member  has  done  so^ 

Major  GteNEftAL  GOLDSWOBTHY: 
It  is  my  intention  to  speak,  even  if  I  am 
interrupted.  Having  spoken  of  General 
Officers  and  those  of  the  rank  of  Colonel, 
I  wish  to  say  that  we  should  give  our 
best  attention  to  the  improvement  of  the 
condition  of  the  private  soldier  and  non- 
commissioned officer.  You  should  raise 
them  by  giving  them  some  privilege  or 
distinction  which  the  people  will  recog- 
nize ;  and  I  am  convinced  that  as  soon 
as  the  people  see  that  the  private  soldier 
is  respected  by  the  country,  you  will  have 
no  difficulty  in  recruiting  your  Army.  I 
remember  when  I  was  once  in  an  omni- 
bus a  corporal  of  Engineers  came  up, 
but  was  refused  admission  inside,  the 
conductor  saying  it  was  "  not  the  place 
for  common  soldiers."  Isay  that  as  long 
as  we  have  (uvilians  looking  at  private 
soldiers  in  that  light  we  shall  have  a  dif- 
ficulty ID  getting  good  recruits. 


The  CHAIRMAN :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  that  he 
is  not  in  Order  in  discussing  the  conduct 

of  conductors. 

MajoeGenebal  GOLDSWORTHT: 
I  was  showing  that  a  non-commissioned 
officer  was  not  allowed  to  take  his  seat 
in  the  omnibus ;  aod  it  was  only  through 
the  intervention  of  an  officer  that  this 
man  was  placed  in  a  position  of  equality 
with  the  other  civilian  passengers. 
Well,  Sir,  I  contend  that  that  is  an 
anomalous  position  for  a  soldier  to  oc- 
cupy. As  an  officer,  I  say  I  am  proud 
of  our  soldiers,  and  shall  always  do 
what  I  can  to  place  them  in  the  posi- 
tion which  their  behaviour  gives  them 
the  right  to  demand.  Then,  X  desire 
to  call  attention  to  the  education  of 
our  officers,  and  to  the  desirability  of 
more  officers  attending  the  Staff  College. 
I  believe  that,  as  a  rule,  they  should  oe 
there  for  only  one-half  of  the  time  they 
are  at  preseut.  Then  it  is  undesirable 
that  there  should  be  so  many  changes  of 
uniform.  If  an  officer  leaves  a  regiment, 
or  goes  to  the  Staff,  he  has  to  provide  a 
new  uniform ;  and,  in  addition  to  that, 
he  has  to  spend  a  great  deal  of  money 
in  changing  from  one  place  to  another. 
Again,  an  officer,  when  he  changes  his 
quarters,  has  to  carry  about  with  him  an 
immense  amount  of  furniture  and  bag- 
gage ;  whereas  I  say  that  his  quarters 
ought  to  be  furnished  for  him.  1  am  not 
one  of  those  officers  who,  as  an  hon. 
Member  opposite  says,  are  desirous  of 
increasing  the  cost  of  the  Army ;  but,  as 
military  men,  we  sit  here  to  point  oat  to 
politicians  what  our  experience  tells  us  is 
nece^ary  for  the  efficiency  of  the  Army. 
I  hope  before  long  to  see  our  Army  in  a 
more  efficient  state  by  the  introduction  of 
salutary  changes ;  and,  so  far  as  the  cost 
of  the  operation  is  concerned,  you  may 
save  the  money  necessary  to  carry  out  all 
the  changes  advocated  here  by  reducing 
the  number  of  officers  retired,  and  by  the 
other  means  that  have  been  suggested.  I  ~1 
want  to  see  a  better  rate  of  pay  and  less  I 
punishment  than  you  have  at  the  pre-  V 
sent  moment;  and  my  opinion  is  that  ) 
an  improvement  of  the  material  condi- 
tion of  the  soldier  will  tend  to  bring  in 
a  better  class  of  recruits,  the  result  of 
which  wiU  be  fewer  desertions  and  less 
necessity  for  punishment  than  there  have 
been  in  the  past.  There  is  one  observa- 
tion I  wish  to  make  with  reference  to  a 
remark  which  fell  from  an  hon.  and  gal- 
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lant  Baronet  on  this  side  (Sir  Frederick 
Fitz'Wygram)  (about  drunkenness  of 
officers).  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman wished  to  know  why  a  cer- 
tain question  was  not  put  in  the  confi- 
dential Reports  ?  I  do  not  consider  that 
question  at  all  necessary.  I  have  had 
much  experience;  and  I  must  say  that, 
in  my  opinion,  Commanding  Officers  have 
commanded  their  regiments  according  to 
the  best  ideas  as  regards  efficiency.  My 
view  is  that  if  you  hare  Commanding 
Officers  whose  management  results  in  too 
large  an  amount  of  punishment  in  their 
regiments  your  only  course  is  to  remove 
them.  I  believe  it  is  absolutely  neces- 
8ai7  to  remove  officers,  especially  Oom- 
manding  Officers,  if  they  have  proved 
themselves  to  be  inefficient.  I  hope  this 
Oommittoe  will  show  its  feeling  thiat  the 
Army  should  bo  efficient,  no  matter  at 
what  cost ;  but  I  am  sure  that  this  can  be 
brought  about  without  spending  any  more 
money  than  we  do  at  the  prrsont  time. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  foe 
WAR  ( Mr.  CAMrBELL-BANNERMAN)  (Stir- 
ling, &c.) :  I  venture  to  make  an  appeal 
to  the  Oommitteo.  The  Government 
gave  up  the  night  for  a  prolonged  debate 
on  general  questions  affecting  the  Army. 
We  had  a  full  night's  discussion  on 
Monday  last,  and  we  have  now  been 
discussing  this  question  since  6  o'clock. 
I  am  aware  that  there  are  one  or  two 
hon.  Members  wishing  to  take  part  in 
tho  debate,  and  there  are  some  remarks 
which  I  myself  should  like  to  make ;  but 
the  Committee  is  aware  that  we  were  to 
suspend  this  part  of  the  Business  at 
11.30  in  order  to  bring  on  another  sub- 
ject— an  arrangement  which  was  made 
to  suit  the  convenience  not  only  of  Mom' 
bers  in  favour  of  the  Bill  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Slans- 
feld),  but  of  those  who  have  on  the 
Paper  Amendments  in  opposition  to  it. 
Therefore,  I  suggest  that  we  should  now 
divide  on  the  Motion  which  has  been 
made,  and  that  then  the  Vote  should  be 
allowed  to  be  taken.  I  trust  that  this 
suggestion  will  be  in  accordance  with 
the  wishes  of  the  Oommittee. 

Question  put. 

The  Oommittee  divided :  —  Ayes  66  i 
Noes  290:  Majority  224.— (Dir.  List, 
No.  44.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 
Me.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
At  this  late  hour  I  beg  to  move  that  the 


Chairman  report  Ftogress,  and  ask  leave 
to  sit  again. 

Motion  ^r^td  to, 

Oommittee  report  Progress;  to  at 
again  Tit-morrow. 

CONTAQIOTIS  DISEASES  ACTS  BEPEAL 

(Ko.  2)  BILL.-[BitL  147.1 
(afr.  StantfiU,  Mr.  Jamet  Stuart,  Sir  BeUrt 

FowUr,  Mr.  Wkitbrttd,  Mr.  £uri,  Mr.  Smtj 

Wilun.) 

SECOND  READIITO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'*— (ifr.  StafufeU.) 

Me.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
("Whitehaven) :  I  wish  to  ask  Her  Mi- 
jesty's  Government  whether  they  intend 
to  proceed  with  this  Bill  to-night,  for  if 
they  do  I  will  venture  to  say  a  mora 
extensive  breach  of  faith  I  never  kaev 
to  be  committed  in  this  House  ?  Two  oi 
three  days  ago  I  communicated  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Halifax,  and  told  him  that  I  shoald  be 
very  glad  indeed  to  confine  my  objectiun 
to  the  Bill  to  one  speech,  if  he  would 
arrango  with  Her  Majesty's  Goveniment 
to  bring  the  measure  on  at  some  hour  in 
the  evening  when  it  would  be  poeable 
for  a  Member  to  address  the  Home. 
He  then  told  me  that  he  would  commn* 
nicate  at  once  with  the  Prime  Uioiiter 
on  the  subject.  The  Prime  Kinister 
was  communicated  with,  and  a  message 
was  delivered  to  me,  in  the  first  pla^r 
yesterday  morning. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  must  inform  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  if  be  speaVs 
now  at  any  length,  he  exhausts  his  right 
to  speak  on  the  Main  Question. 

Mb.  cavendish  BENTINCK:  I 
rose,  Sir,  to  catch  your  eye  on  a  matter 
of  Order  before  the  Question  wafl  put 
from  the  Cbair. 

Me.  SPEAKER:  It  was  my  duty  t} 
put  the  Question,  tho  Order  hiving 
been  read.   No  question  of  Order  siose. 

Mb.  cavendish  BENTINCK:  I 
have  been  a  good  many  years  in  thii 
House,  and  have  always  understood  that 
when  the  Order  of  the  Day  is  called  on 
Questions  can  be  addressed  to  the  Go- 
vernment as  to  whether  at  that  time  th* 
Order  should  be  proceeded  with.  I 
have  on  many  such  occasions  heard 
questions  of  this  kind  addressed  to  th« 
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GoYernment.  If,  however,  I  am  out  of 
Order,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  humbly  bow  to 
your  decision.  I  only  wish  to  remind 
you  that  on  many  occasions  I  have  seen 
that  practice  followed ;  and  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  will  agree  with  that  view,  I  think. 
I  place  myself  at  great  disadvantage  by 
rising  to  address  myself  to  the  Chair  on 
the  Order  for  the  second  reading  being 
called.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  in 
possible  for  you,  Sir,  to  indicate  any 
mode  by  which  Her  Majesty's  Goveru- 
ment  can  state  their  view  as  to  the 
undertaking  they  gave  myself  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld). 

Me.  SPEAKER:  The  course  to  be 
taken  ia  perfectly  plain.  The  Motion 
was  made  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time.  The  right  ton.  Gentleman,  by 
speaking  now,  has  exhausted  his  right 
to  speak,  unless  he  continues  his  speech 
on  the  Motion  that  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time. 

Mb.  cavendish  BENTINCK  : 
Then,  Sir,  I  shall  address  myself  to  the 
question^  under  the  strongest  protest 
that  it  is  possible  for  a  Member  of  the 
House  to  make.  I  say  again  that  there 
was  a  dtstinot  understanding  conveyed 
to  me  that  this  question  would  not  be 
brought  on  after  half-past  11  o'clock. 
It  was  given  to  me  directly  from  the 
Prime  Minister,  in  the  first  instance  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Berwickshire  (Mr.  Marjovibanks),  con- 
firmed afterwards  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Nottingham  (Mr.  Arnold  Morley), 
and  subsequently,  again,  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Hali- 
fax. All  I  can  say  is,  that  there  has 
been  a  very  great  change  in  this  House, 
and  one  very  much  for  the  worse.  If 
these  honourable  undertakings  are  not 
to  be  maintained,  I  think  this  House 
will  very  soon  lo^e  its  character  of  being 
an  Assembly  of  Gentlemen.  On  the  last 
occasion  when  this  question  was  dis- 
cussed, it  was  not  competent  for  us, 
having  regard  to  the  hour  of  the  even- 
ing, to  state  our  objections  to  the  repeal 
of  the  Contagious  Diseases  Acts;  and 
I»  as  well  as  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan), 
were  very  anxious  to  vindicate  our  posi- 
tion as  Members  of  the  Committee  that 
sat  during  four  years  and  investigated 
this  question  with  great  diligence,  and 
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showed  that,  after  all,  the  only  result 
to  which  we  had  arrived  was  precisely 
in  accordance  with  the  views  upon 
which  the  Governments  on  both  sides  of 
this  House  had  acted  in  previous  years. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld] 
addressed  the  House  the  other  night,  I 
was  very  much  struck  with  an  observa- 
tion  which  he  made  as  to  the  Prime 
Minister.  I  regret  very  much  that  the 
Prime  Minister  is  not  now  in  his  place. 
I  regret  also  exceedingly  the  cause  of 
his  absence.  But,  notwithstanding  his 
absence,  I  am  obliged  to  refer  very  par- 
ticularly to  him,  and  to  remarks  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Halifax  made  with  regard  to  hia 
views  on  this  question.  Now,  Sir,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Halifax  declared  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  had  said 
on  several  occasions  that  he  did  not  know 
how  these  Acts  were  passed.  He  eaid 
he  had  not  the  slightest  idea  how  they 
had  ever  been  introduced,  and  how  they 
had  been  passed  here  and  carried 
through  Parliament.  A  more  extra- 
ordinary statement  than  that  it  was 
never  my  fortune  to  listen  to,  because 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  was  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer in  1864,  when  the  first  Act  was 
passed  on  this  subject,  and  he  must 
necessarily  have  had  all  the  Estimates 
put  before  him.  But  in  1866  the  Act  of 
1864  was  repealed,  and  a  new  Act  alto- 
gether was  brought  into  the  House, 
which  we  may  well  term  the  principal 
Act  which  has  governed  the  action  of 
the  Government  hitherto  on  these  mat- 
ters. And  then,  on  the  second  reading 
of  that  Bill,  which  was  brought  in  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary — and  I  suppose  he  knew  some- 
thing about  it,  because  his  name  was  on 
the  back  of  the  Bill  —  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  actually 
addressed  the  House,  and  supported  the 
second  reading.  He  said  the  object  of 
the  Government  was  to  have  all  the 
assistance  which  the  intelligence  and 
impartial  Judgment  of  Parliament  could 
afford.  He  wished  the  matter  to  be 
examined  free  from  prejudice  of  any 
kind;  and  then,  on  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  as  he  then  was,  the 
question  was  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  subsequently  the  Act  was 
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passed.  Then,  again,  in  1869,  a  supple- 
mentarj  Act  was  passed  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  Prime  Minister. 
He  was  responsible  for  it,  and  the  whole 
question,  it  is  clear,  must  hare  been 
before  the  Cabinet.  In  1870  thematter 
was  r^MTod  to  a  Bova!  Oommisaion,  and 
in  1872  a  Bill  was  broi^ht  in — known 
l^the  name  of  Bruoe'8(I^rd  Aberdare's) 
Bill  —  which  especially  expressed  the 
policy  of  the  Cabiuet;  and,  finally,  in 
1883,  after  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Halifax  was 

Eassed  suspending  the  Acts,  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  Drought  in  his  Bill 
dealing  with  the  hospitals.  How  in  tiie 
world,  then,  is  it  possible  for  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  especially  for  the  Prime 
Minister,  to  say  he  is  not  responsible 
for  these  Acts  surpasses  my  comprehen- 
sion and  that  of  every  reasonable  being. 
"We  now  come  to  the  real  question  before 
the  House.  ["Hear,  hear!"]  Hon. 
Gentlemen  who  cheer  that  statement 
must  remember  that  this  point  was 
nused,  not  by  me,  but  by  the  ngbt  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Halifax; 
and  the  House,  I  think,  will  admit  that 
it  is  only  right  and  proper  in  me  to 
demonstrate  that,  in  connection  with 
what  has  been  the  long- established 
policy  of  the  House,  the  attitude  of  the 
GoTernmeat  now  is  another  instance  of 
what  has  been  properly  described  by  a 
Member  of  their  own  Party  as  a  "shirk 
and  surrender "  policy.  In  1867  Lord 
Aberdare,  speaking  of  these  Acts,  said 
there  was  no  one  who  knew  the  Acts 
who  would  not  bear  him  out  that  they 
had  worked  in  a  most  eatisfactory  man- 
ner. That  was  the  question  brought 
before  our  Committee.  By  a  very  large 
majority  the  Committee  dedared  and 
reported  that  the  Acts  had  worked  in  a 
satisfaotoxy  manner.  We  heard  every 
possible  kiad  of  evidence  whiohcotddbe 
adduced.  Our  decision  was  by  no  means 
arrived  at  in  a  hurry,  but  after  great 
deliberation,  and  the  Boport  decided 
upon  was  that  of  the  majority.  1  ven- 
ture to  say  that  that  Beport  has  never 
been  impeached  since  that  time.  What 
the  Committee  found  was  that  the  Acts 
had  worked  in  a  satisfactory  manner ; 
and  they  further  went  on  to  say  that  if 
the  Acts  were  interfered  with  in  any 
way,  suspended  or  limited  in  their  opera- 
tion, certain  tilings  would  happen.  They 
said  there  would  be  a  great  increase  of 
disease  in  the  Army  and  Navy;  they 


said,  also,  that  amongst  the  anfoHontte 
women  to  whom  the  Acts  appl;  there 
would  be  a  great  increase  of  diseaaeand 
inorease  in  the  intensity  of  suffering, 
and,  moreover,  that  thrae  would  be  a 
^eat  increase  in  general  immotalitj. 
Well,  Sir,  all  these  things  have  oome 
about.  The  right  hon.  G^tleman  (Hr. 
Stanefeld)  has  saved  me  the  trouble  of 

S roving  the  ease  for  the  Serrices— k 
id  it  on  Tuesday.   He  abandoned  Uut 
part  of  the  case;  he  said,  "I  gire  up 
the  hygienic  part  of  the  question-I 
shall  not  attem|>t  to  argue  it;"  audit 
was  wise  on  hts  part  to  take  up  that 
position  and  abandon  the  hy^enic  arga> 
ment,  for  he  knew  that  if  he  did  not  the 
facts  would  be  all  against  him.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  fact,  prorrd 
the  case.    He  brought  figures  Defore 
the  House  which  I  can  confirm,  and 
which  show  that  there  has  been  aa  in- 
crease of  80  per  cent  in  the  amoont  of 
disease  in  the  Army  since  the  sonieii- 
sion  of  the  Acts,  and  an  increase  of  fiom 
80  to  100  pear  cent  in  the  Navy.  I  vill 
not  trouble  the  Honee  with  any  fazAn 
remurks  on  that  point.  ["  Hear,  bear!"] 
I  know  that  hon.  Gentlemen  who  ut 
below  the  Gangway  do  not  like  to  hear 
the  truth.    But  we  now  cometotheside 
of  the  question  which  is  most  intereetiiig 
to  me,  and  on  which  I  shall  be  able  to 
state  a  case  to  the  House — a  case  which 
I  have  not  only  stated  before  the  Com- 
mittee, but  which  I  have  stated  when- 
ever I  have  had  an  opportunity  of 
addressing  the  House  on  the  subject  of 
the  operation  of  these  Acta.   When  the 
measure  was  first  introduced,  I  took 
the  opportunity  of  saying  here  that  1 
brouf^t  on  this  matter  in  the  intereata 
of  the  Army  and  Navy ;  but  %hn,t  I  bad 
also  in  view  the  object  of  radeavooriojf, 
if  possible,  to  relieve  the  sufferings  of 
that  unfortunate  class  who  most  exdte 
the  pity  and  commiseration  of  evei; 
humane  man.    Well,  the  Acts  were  sis- 
pended,  and,  unfortunately,  the  aatid- 
palions  shadowed  forth  by  the  Commit- 
tee have  been  realized  only  too  sure!;. 
There  is  a  diminution  in  the  number  of 
women  relieved  under  this  Act  hovi 
3,300  to  about  1,300,  though  I  am  glad 
to  say  that  during  last  year  the  number 
who  presented  themselves  for  relief  has 
been  considerably  increased.    The  in- 
tensity of  disease  has  increased  most 
terribly — in  fact,  the  figures  are  appall* 
ing.   I  have  aooees  only  to  ttie  a^ul 
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statistics  of  tvo  of  the  horoitals  — 
namelyt  the  London  Ziock  Hospital, 
where  there  are  "Gtovemment"  patients 
treated,  and  the  Ohatham  Hospital.  In 
the  London  Hospital,  before  the  suspen- 
stott  of  the  Acta,  in  the  year  ending 
June  30,  1882,  there  were  464  women 
relieved ;  in  the  year  ending  June  30, 
1884,  the  number  was  £07  ;  and  in  the 
year  ending  Jane  30.  1885,  it  was  110; 
and  up  to  the  10th  of  March  of  the  pre- 
sent year  it  was  155.  The  percentage  of 
oases  of  the  worst  doss  has  increased 
from  33  in  1882  to  66  in  1884,  and  78*7 
last  year.  As  a  result  of  the  suspension 
of  the  Acts,  of  the  unfortunate  women 
treated  in  the  London  Lock  Hospital 
78'7  out  of  every  100  are  suffering  from 
the  worst  form  of  disease.  The  duration 
of  treatment  has  increased  from  23  days 
to  61  days,  showing  hov  grave  the  oases 
are.  The  Oommittee  said,  founding 
their  opinion  upon  the  evidence  brought 

'  before  them,  that  the  effect  of  domg 
away  with  ihQ  Acts  would  be  to  in- 
crease juvenile  immorality.  Well,  from 
the  Ist  of  October,  1885,  to  the  10th 
of  March  this  year,  out  of  80  women 
44  have  been  under  20  years  of  age, 

'  and  there  are  some  in  hospital  now  as 
young  as  13  and  15.  The  statistics 
from  the  Lock  Hospital  at  Ohatham 

Siving  the  ages  of  patients  admitted 
uring  the  months  of  January  and 
Febrtmry  of  the  present  year  show  the 
same  results.  There  are  a  large  pro- 
portion of  cases  of  secondary  disease, 
and  the  symptoms  in  many  of  them  are 
described  as  very  severe,  as  is  also  the 
case  in  regard  to  many  of  the  primary 
ones.  Out  of  63  women  admitted  thwe 
during  the  past  two  months  no  less  than 
26  are  under  the  age  of  20.  Nor  is  that 
all.  Formerly,  these  hospitals  were 
happily  instrumental  in  affecting  a  large 
number  of  reclamations ;  but  there  is  a 
great  decrease  now,  and  naturally,  be- 
cause up  to  the  end  of  last  year  the 
young  women  did  not  commence  to  come 
in.  During  the  past  two  months  the 
number  who  have  entered  the  hospitals 
in  both  these  places  has  been  very  con- 
siderable ;  and  it  has  proved  beyond  a 
donbtthe  inorease  of  immorality  amongst 
juveules.  Of  course,  when  we  know 
that  it  is  only  the  juveniles  who  take 
advantage  of  these  hospitids,  it  is  ob- 
nous  to  evezyone  who  can  put  two  and 
two  together  tiiat  the  prostttntion  of 
these  tcFwns  is  veiy  modi  increased. 


The '  question,  then,  obnonsty  arises^ 
How  IS  it  possible  to  do  without  com- 
pulsion ?  The  only  chance  of  getting 
these  women  really  relieved  is  by  keep- 
ing them  in  the  hospital  until  they  are 
cured.  I  understand  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Halifax  to 
maintain  that  we  should  give  up  the 
question  of  compulsion.  Well,  of  all 
the  people  in  the  world  to  ai^e  against 
compulsion  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  be  the  very  last,  seeing 
that  daring  his  last  tenure  of  Office  he 
was  President  of  what  is  now  called  the 
Local  Government  Board,  at  the  time 
when  the  Act  of  1867  was  in  force, 
under  which  all  Uie  women  who  entered 
the  hospitals  afliioted  with  this  unfortu- 
nate disease  ronained  in  them  until 
they  were  cured.  I  do  not  wish  to 
bring  any  chai^  against  the  right  hon. 
Qenueman ;  but  I  must  say  it  seems  to 
me  that  when  he  is  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  he  is  of  one  opinion  and  when  he 
sits  below  the  Gangway  he  is  of  another. 
If  he  goes  back  to  the  Treasury  Bench 
— and  I,  for  one,  should  be  glad  to  see 
him  there — he  will  perhaps  revert  to  his 
original  opinion.  I  do  not  desire  to  go 
into  the  merits  of  this  part  of  the  case, 
because  I  think  the  case  entirely  estab- 
lished. There  have  been  no  arguments 
against  the  Acts  except  the  sentimental 
arguments  used  by  the  right  hon.  (Gen- 
tleman. In  the  matter  of  statistics  the 
Minister  for  War  entirely  concurred  in 
all  the  statistics  brought  before  the 
House  in  the  Papers.  We  have  aright 
to  ask  why  there  is  this  change  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  ?  There  is  no 
chan^  in  the  opinion  of  the  country; 
thereianoohange,sofara8  Iknow,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  clergy  of  the  country  on 
the  subject.  I  have  a  letter  written  to 
me  by  a  dignatary  of  the  Church  of 
England,  who  allows  me  to  use  his  name 
—the  Bev.  G.  E.  Jelf ,  rector  of  Chatham. 
Writing  from  Bochester,  under  date 
March  16,  he  says-7- 

"  Since  the  Buspension  of  the  Acts,  it  has  been 
observed  by  persons  well  qoalifled  to  jadge — 
(1.)  That  there  has  been  a  great  increase  of 
juvenile  prostitution.  During  the  present  year 
(1886J  there  have  been  admittod  into  onr  Look 
Hospital  £3  patients,  of  whom  18  were  19  years 
old,  five  were  18,  foor  were  17,  one  was  16,  one 
\b,  one  14,  and  one  13.  IabI  January  I  had  to 
visit  there  a  young  parishioner  of  mine,  a  ohild 
of  12,  who  had  sinned  with  four  different  per- 
sons. (2.)  That  more  illegitimate  children 
than  before  have  been  bom  within  Uie  last  two 
years.   (3.)  That  physicsl  disease  in  the  wont 
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form  hu  greatly  inoreaied.  {!.}  That  eoUctta- 
tioD  by  women  is  moch  more  freqaent.  (5.) 
That  many  of  the  more  reapectable  grirlB  are 
not  deterred  from  evil  or  from  dan^eroua  gronnd 
M  there  were  formerly.  We,  in  Obathiun,  are 
working  in  the  th<HX>ngh  conviction  that  nun 
are  often  the  greatest  offenders  ;  and  it  is  not 
forgotten  that  the  sentence  of  Divine  retriba- 
tion  falls  even  upon  the  human  body.  But  we 
ooghi  mrel^  to  remember  also  kbe  physical 
sufferings  of  the  riotims  of  the  cowardly  and 
selfish  wickedoess  of  men,  and  to  keep  open, 
with  large  subsidies  from  Government,  the 
hoepitals  which,  with  the  help  of  female  doctors 
and  other  Christian  women,  may  now  tend  to 
the  bodily  cure  and  moral  reformation  of  our 
poor  fallen  sisters." 

Thereupon  he  asks  that  the  Acts  shall 
not  be  modified  or  repealed.  I  will  go 
further,  and  will  ask,  have  any  of  the 
Bomeu  Catholic  clergy  ohangfed  their 
opinion?  The  Boman  Oatholio  olergj 
mio  attended  the  hospitala  in  Oork  gave 
TOTy  Bbong  evidence  in  favour  of  the 
Acts,  and  I  have  not  heard  that  they 
hare  ever  changed  their  opinions — I  do 
not  believe  that  they  have  done  so.  I 
should  very  much  like  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  whether  he  has  changed  bis 
opinions  on  this  subject  ?  I  should  like 
him  to  rise  in  his  place  and  say  that  he 
has  done  so  ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  grounds? 
Then  I  see  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  (Mr.  Childers), 
who  has  gone  almost  all  the  rounds  of 
Cabinet  Offices  in  Her  Majesty  Govern- 
ment, and  who,  although  opposed  to 
compulsory  examination,  on  April  20, 
1883— not  three  years  ago— delivered 
himself  in  these  terms — 

"_He  thought  the  Acts  had  resulted  in  a 
diminution  of  disease  ....  and  in  redndng 
the  element  of  juvenile  pnwtitntion  that  was 

the  curse  of  certain  towns  Looking  at 

the  benefits  which  had  restdted  he 

should  regard  it  as  the  greatest  of  all  misfor- 
tunes if  they  were  to  go  back  from  it." — (8 
Sanaard,  [178]  862.) 

The  SECEETABT  of  STATE  foe 
TOT  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
OnitDKRs)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  read  only  a  de- 
tached fragment  of  the  speech.  He  has 
only  taken  one  sentence,  and  has  not 
read  the  oonteit. 

Me.  CAVENDISH  BENTINOK :  I 
should  like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
rise  in  his  place  and  say  what  he  did 
say.  Does  he  still  think  that  there  has 
been  a  benefit  ?  Then  there  is  another 
Minister  whom  I  regret  not  to  see  in 
his  place,  and  that  is  the  right  hon.  Gen- 


tleman  the  Vice  President  of  the  Cou- 
cil  on  Education  (Sir  Lyon  Flaybtr). 
Now,  no  man  spoke  more  sbong^  ii 
favour  of  these  Acta  in  this  House.  In  ' 
1882  he  made  a  most  convincing  speed 
on  this  subject.  He  is  not  hen  io' 
night.  I  should  have  liked  himtoliSTB 
got  up  in  his  place  to-night  and  htn 
said  what  be  thinks.  I  know  veiy  well 
that  he  has  not  changed  his  opiniou; 
but  the  right  hon.  G^entleman  representi 
an  University  constituenoy  in  ScotlMrf, 
in  a  county  where  fio  much  fanaticioo 
and  superstition  prevails  that  he  is 
obliged  to  give  up  his  advocacy  of  tliess  I 
Acts.  I  refer  to  him  as  a  scientific  nuui  : 
who  has  studied  this  question,  and  if  i 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  get  np  in 
his  place  and  say  that  he  has  altvedliis 
opinion  on  this  matter — that  he  is  not 
in  favour  of  the  Acts — then  I  also  viU 
abandon  my  opposition  to  their  rqml 
Then,  again,  there  is  the  noble 
the  late  Leader  of  the  Liberal  Fntr 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington).  I  tn 
sorry  to  say  that  he  has  gone,  too ;  but 
no  Member  has  ever  spoken  mon 
strongly  in  favour  of  these  Aets  than 
the  noble  Marquess.  He,  also,  stiickto 
them,  and  he  parted  with  them  with  the 
greatest  pain,  as  he  informed  iw.  I 
regret  exceedingly  that  none  of  these 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  are  in  the  Honw. 
I  do  not  refer  to  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Under  Seraetuy 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  Osbone 
Morgan),  because  I  know  he  is  pa- 
euaded ;  but  I  hope  he  will  have  an  0^ 
portunity  of  rising  in  his  place.  Is  it 
not  clear  from  what  I  have  said  that  it 
is  not  from  conviction,  but  from  poUtioil 
exigency,  that  right  hon.  GeDtlemen 
opposite  have  changed  their  opiniou. 
I  can  explain  the  reasons  for  uu^ 
cause  I  have  had  personal  e^terisnee 
on  the  subject.  la  the  first  place,  it  ii 
from  superstition;  secondly,  frran  if- 
norauce ;  and,  thirdly,  from  falsehood. 
The  superstition  is  this.  A  large  Qmn- 
ber  of  Nonconformist  Ministers  think 
that  these  diseases  are  a  puniehmentfor 
wicked  men ;  and  I  may  add  that  the 
late  Mr.  Henley,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  London  (Sir  Bobart 
Fowler),  shared  that  opinion.  There  is 
one  hun.  Member,  and  I  do  not  knovif 
he  is  in  the  House,  because  I  do  not 
know  him  by  sight.  I  mean  the  hon. 
MemberfortheHolmfirth — or  scHnething 
of  that  sort— Division  of  YorkahiTe(Hr. 
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H.  J.  'Wilson),  who  stated  at  a  meeting 
in  February  last,  and  at  whioh  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Halifax 
(Mr.  Stansfeld)  was  present,  that  these 
Acts  were  the  works  of  the  devil,  and 
added  that  he  did  not  want  any  substi- 
tute for  the  deril.  He  went  on  to 
Bay — 

**  How  loDg  halt  yd  between  two  opinicmfl. 
If  you  an  determined  that  this  thing  is  neces- 
■aiy,  and  it  to  go  on,  why  don't  yon  call  the 
denl  to  your  help  and  exert  younelTes  actively 
and  spread  it  tbrooghont  the  country  and  the 
entire  world.** 

Well,  Sir,  I  am  not  acquainted  with  this 
person,  nor  do  I  know  where  he  is  to  be 
found.  All  I  know  is  this,  that  there 
are  good  devils  and  bad  devils,  and  if  a 
good  devil  were  to  relioTe  these  unfor- 
tunate women  and  to  induce  them  to 
lead  a  better  life,  I  should  say  he  was 
mnch  better  company  than  the  hon. 
Member  for  Holmfirth.  Then,  as  re- 
gards ignorance,  I  once  asked  an  hon. 
Member  whether  he  had  ever  read  these 
Acts,  and  he  said,  "  Oh,  I  dare  not ;  I 
could  not  allow  myself  to  do  anything 
so  wicked."  Then  we  come  to  the 
question  ot  falsehood.  There  are  cer- 
tain Societies  which  eubsoribe  large 
sums  of  money,  and  circulate  a  paper, 
to  influence  public  opinion  against  these 
Acts.  They  have  collected  £8,000, 
which  has  been  spent  in  a  printing 
ofiS.ce  in  Paternoster  Bow,  which  circu- 
lated leaflets,  &c.,  containing  the  grossest 
misrepresentations.  It  is  deplorable 
that  this  should  be  done,  and  I  shall 
make  that  clear  to  the  House  in  a 
minute  that  it  is  so.  Now,  Sir,  there 
are  a  great  many  of  these  Societies.  I 
shall  only  refer  to  two  of  them.  There 
is  the  Society  called  the  "  City  of  Lon- 
don Society,"  for  the  repeal  of  these 
Acts.  I  do  not  think  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  London  (Sir 
Aobert  Fowler)  has  fallen  so  low  as  to 
belong  to  it ;  but  it  is  presided  over  by 
Hr.  Samuel  Morley.  I  am  only  sony 
for  Mr.  Samuel  Morle^s  reputation  in 
presiding  over  this  Society.  In  a  pam- 
phlet issued  by  this  Socie^  called  Seven 
Beatont  fwr  M#  JUpeal  of  these  Acts,  on 
page  5,  is  to  be  found  this  paragraph — 

"  Who  can  wonder  that  women,  driven  to 
desperation,  should  have  again  and  again  ter- 
minated their  lives  when  confronted  with  such 
a  tribun^  and  tiiat  maidens,  innocent  of  a 
knowledge  of  the  vary  iermi  nied  for  thdr 
ontanglraient,  have  been  pUoed  on  the  rasters 
of  infiuny,  deprived  of  thor  natural  liber^  and 


subjected  to  the  outrage  perpetrated  under 

Acts." 

And  the  word  "  maidens  "  is  in  italics. 
Now,  I  called  the  attention  of  Mr.  Samuel 
Morley  to  that  statement  some  years 
ago,  and  asked  him  in  a  letter  why  he 
gave  the  aauotiim  of  his  name  to  a 
statement  which  was  absolutely  false  ? 
[*'No!"]  I  say  absolutely  false.  It 
was  proved  to  be  false.  I  appeal  to 
my  right  hon.  Friend  whether  that  is 
not  so ;  whether  it  was  not,  because 
there  was  no  evidence  given  before  the 
Committee  in  support  of  these  allega- 
tions. I  wrote  to  Mr.  Morley  on  this 
matter,  and  pointed  out  that  his  reputa- 
tion depended  upon  his  inquiry  into  it; 
but  he  wrote  me  a  letter  to  say  that  he 
had  not  time  to  attend  to  me.  Although 
my  letter  was  written  in  1 883,  Mr.  Mor- 
ley has  never  withdrawn  that  statement, 
and  it  is  now  published  and  sold  in  thia 
paper — in  fact,  I  bought  thia  copy  onl^ 
a  few  days  ago.  Well,  I  say  ^t  thu 
is  a  most  misleading  statement,  and  is 
published  and  circulated  throughout  the 
constituenines,  and  the  minds  of  thb 
electors,  who  do  not  take  the  trouble  to 
investigate  matters,  are  thereby  in- 
fluenced. On  the  Committee  connected 
with  the  publication  of  this  statement 
there  are  the  names  of  a  number  of 
eminent  men.  I  am  not  going  to  read 
them ;  but  there  are  Queen's  Counsel, 
Members  of  Parliament,  Aldermen  of 
the  City  of  London,  and  otbers,  and  it 
is  perfectly  scandalous  that  those  who 
are  responsible  for  these  things,  by  al- 
lowing the  use  of  their  names,  do  not 
take  the  trouble  to  see  that  the  state- 
ments sent  out  are  true.  Then  I  will 
take  another  Society.  It  is  called  the 
Working  Men's  National  League,  and 
it  has  a  National  Council,  upon  which 
appears  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Broadhurst). 
The  names  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Norfolk  (Mr.  Joseph  Arch),  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  one  of  the  Divi- 
sions of  Durham  (Mr,  William  Craw- 
ford), also  appear  upon  the  Council. 
Of  course,  I  have  no  objection  to  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  and  others  forming 
themselves  into  these  Societies  if  they 
will  only  stick  to  the  truth  in  what  they 
publish ;  but  they  ought  not  to  publish 
false  and  scandalous  publications  which 
are  wholly  devoid  of  truth.  The  Work- 
ing Hen's  League  have  published  a 
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pampUet  giving  a  selection  of  oases  il- 
InstnttiDgUie  working  of  the  Contagious 
Diseases  Acts,  no  less  than  14  of  these 
cases  are  enumerated ;  and  I  say  with 
deliberation,  as  a  Member  of  this  House, 
without  hesitation,  and  without  the  fear 
of  contradiction,  that  every  (me  of  those 
14  oases  was  absolutely  false.  There 
was  only  one  of  them  bronght  before 
the  Committee.   That  was  the  first  case 
that  was  investigated  by  the  Committee, 
and  the  judgment  of  the  Committee 
against  it  is  to  be  found  in  the  Report. 
When  it  was  found  that  the  first  case 
would  not  hold  water,  the  other  13  were 
not  brought  before  the  Committee ;  and 
yet  the  Working  Men's  League,  upon 
the  Council  of  which  there  are  three 
Members  of  Parliament,  continue  to 
publish  this   scandalous  publication, 
which  is  a  disgrace  to  anyone  of  common 
honesty  and  propriety.    I  do  not  see 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  in 
his  place ;  but  if  he  were  I  should  make 
an  appeal  to  him,  either  to  witiidraw 
from  ue  Society  or  to  withdraw  the  cir- 
culation of  this  pamphlet,  or,  at  all 
events,  if  he  will  not  do  that,  that  he 
will  give  up  his  place  in  the  Govern- 
ment.   If  the  Members  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  to  mix  them- 
selves  up  in  these  matters,  it  seems  to 
me  to  be  a  very  bad  day  for  us,  and 
they  ought  at  least  to  be  careful  that 
nothing  is  circulated  in  their  names.  I 
wish  to  show  how  these  things  are  done. 
I  had  the  honour  to  be  selected  by  these 
Societies  as  the  one  candidate  they 
wished  especially  to  put  out  of  Parlia- 
ment; I  was  fixed  upon  as  the  victim, 
because  of  the  honest  and  independent 
support  that  I  have  given  to  these  Acts. 
Acoordingly  these  Societies  spent  a  lai^e 
portion  of  the  £8,000  they  had  ooUeoted 
from  the  public  in  trying  to  turn  me 
oat  of  my  seat.    Thev  sent  down  six 
lecturers  to  my  consfituenoy,  who  re* 
mained  there  six  months;  there  were 
three  males  and  three  females.    I  will 

§ive  you  the  names.  There  was  Mrs. 
rmiston  Chant,  Mrs.  Stewart,  and  Miss 
Whitehead;  and  the  males  were  Mr. 
Marshall— the  notorious  Mr.  Marshall 
—Mr.  Wynn,  and  Mr.  W.  Morkey,  and 
they  endeavoured  by  the  circulation  of 
these  false  publications  to  poison  the 
minds  of  the  labouring  classes  against 
me,  I  do  not  know  how  much  money 
they  spent  in  contravention  of  the  spirit 

Mr.  CapmOiih  £mimk 


of  the  Cormpt  Practices  Act ;  hut  Hbaj 
plastered    the  walls  with  expeuTs 
posters,  and  made  a  house  to  honae 
canvass,  and  distributed  many  of  these 
publications  in  order  to  influence  tiu 
opinion  of  the  electors.  But  I  hdd 
meetings  also,  and  stated  facts,  and  As 
result  was  that  th^  had  to  redzs  is 
shame,  while  I  was  returned  hy  a  su- 
jority  nearly  double  that  which  I  had 
the  honour  to  receire  at  the  prerknu 
election.    So  it  would  be  everywhere  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretaij 
of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Camphell-Baa- 
nerman)  had  only  had  the  courage  to 
stick  up  for  these  Acte ;  but  they  will 
not  meet  this  question  as  it  ought  to  be 
met,  and  they  prefer  to  gain  the  TOtes 
of  a  small,  fanatical,  and  superstitioos, 
but  very  active  section  of  society  who 
opposed  these  Acto.   These  people  are 
very  active,  and  are  continually  present- 
ing Petitions  to  Parliament ;  out  the 
average  elector  does  not  take  the  trouble 
to  inquire  into  the  benefits  of  the  Ada. 
It.seems  to  me  that  if  we  are  going  to 
argue  this  question  from  sentaments  of 
sentimentality,  the  very  first  thing  that 
we  ought  to  do  is  to  get  at  the  truth. 
These  misrepresentations  ought  not  to 
be  made,  and  if  a  man  made  them  he 
ought  to  be  repudiated  by  his  fellow- 
men  in  whatever  position  in  this  Houm 
he  sits.     The  system,  of  which  this 
legislation  forms  the  basis,  presents  tiie 
only  means  by  which  to  effect  the  relief 
of  a  certain  portion  of  suffering  hums- 
nity.   I  do  not  believe  these  nnfoita- 
nate  women  can  be  relieved  in  tny 
other  way.   I  was  surprised  by  the  con- 
tention of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman).   I  know  his  difficul- 
ties, because  he  is  a  Scotch  Member, 
and  he  has  to  undei^  what  thff^  call 
"  heckling ;  "  but  I  was  surnnsea  that 
he  could  have  got  up  in  this  House  and 
suggested  that  the  hospital  worklutheiW 
provided  for  out  of  the  public  &nda 
might  be  continued  by  local  effort.  The 
suggestion  was  worthless,  for  the  ex- 
periment has  been  tried  and  has  failed. 
There  are  only  two  hospitals  whioh  are 
retained  by  the  Government— Chatham 
and  Coloheeter — the  others  are  all  sub- 
sidized ;  but  how  can  you  throw  on 
Chatham  the  expense  of  a  hospital 
which  receives  women  .from  Dover, 
Sheemess,  and  muiy  other  places.  Does 
the  right  hon.  GenUeman  sai^Kwe  ihai 
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the  Looal  QoTernment  Board,  or  any- 
body else,  oould  throw  the  burden  of 
these  people  coming  from  a  distance  on 
to  a  particular  locality  ?  The  only  In- 
stitution we  have  in  this  great  Metro- 
polis can  hardly  make  both  ends  meet, 
and  it  is  merely  kept  on  its  legs  by  the 
grant  it  gets  from  the  Government.  To 
show  the  good  moral  effect  of  the  sys- 
tem which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now  proposes  to  bring  to  an  end,  I  may 
mention  that  the  large  hospital  at  Chat- 
ham alone  in  14  years  has  reclaimed 
S35  women ;  and  yet  this  humane  Go- 
Temment,  which  is  under  the  thumb  of 
the  Badical  Party  below  the  Gangway, 
are  eoing  to  do  away  with  the  means  by 
whi^  such  good  results  have  been 
brought  about,  in  order  to  catch  a  few 
votes  at  the  elections.  I  shall  move 
now,  Sir,  that  this  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  upon  this  day  six  months  ;  I  do  so 
not  only  in  consideration  of  what  I  have 
advanced — I  do  so  because  I  am  not 
shaken  in  my  faith ;  and  I,  for  one,  am 
not  influenced  by  the  mere  fact  of  the 
health  of  the  Army  and  Navy,  but  for 
the  welfare  of  these  unfortunate  women. 

Mb.  FULESTON  (Devonport) :  I  beg 
to  second  the  Amendment.  I  do  not 
desire  to  put  the  House  to  the  trouble 
of  a  division,  and  I  do  not  desire  to  de* 
tain  the  House  at  this  late  hour.  What 
I  want  to  ask  the  Government  is  whether 
they  will  get  some  thoroughly  reliable 
evidence  as  to  the  state  of  these  hospitals? 
In  my  constituency  they  are  in  a  state 
of  consternation.  In  consequence  of  the 
conflicting  statements  which  have  been 
made  in  regard  to  the  intentions  of  the 
Government,  they  are  in  a  state  of  chaos, 
and  there  is  a  state  of  things  existing 
there  at  present  such  as  has  never  been 
known  before.  Their  streets  have 
changed  entirely,  and  it  is  due  to  the 
country  that  we  should  know  what  is 
going  to  happen.  It  is  impossible  to 
believe  that  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who, 
a  few  months  ago,  expressed  themselves 
so  strongly  in  favour  of  these  beneficial 
Acts — it  is  impossible  to  believe  that  in 
so  short  a  time  there  has  been  anything 
to  change  their  opinion.  On  the  con- 
trary, we  had  from  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  "War  (Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man)  the  most  startling  evidence  in  sup- 
port of  these  Acts,  and  we  had  previously 
the  support  of  tlie  noble  Marquess  the 
late  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (the 
Sfarquesg  of  Hartington)  and  the  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  the  Ghanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  Noonecould Lavebeenmore 
eloquent  than  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  in  favour  of  the  mainte- 
nance of  these  Acts,  and  nothing  could 
have  been  stronger  in  their  support  than 
the  Keport  of  the  Committee  which  for 
years  took  such  pains  to  thresh  out  this 
matter.  But  the  Acts  have  been  sus- 
pended, and  I  care  not  very  much  whe- 
ther this  Bill  is  carried  or  not,  because 
the  Acts  are  practically  a  dead  letter; 
and  therefore  it  is  hardly  worth  while 
— it  would  be  absurd — to  trouble  the 
House  with  anything  like  a  long  debate 
and  a  division  on  the  matter.  The  Acts 
are  to  be  repealed,  by  yielding  to  the 
clamour  of  a  maudlin  sentimentality. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  and  his 
Friends  have  very  little  knowledge  of 
the  way  in  which  those  Acts  are  worked 
in  garrison  towns.  In  places  like  Devon- 

gort  and  Portsmouth,  the  result  of  the 
eneflcent  working  of  these  Acts  has 
been  exceedingly  good,  not  only  from  a 
hygienic  point  of  view,  but  in  prevent- 
ing juvenile  prostitution,  and  in  making 
the  towns  decent  to  live  in ;  and 
surely  the  ahnost  universal  opinion  of 
the  population  of  these  places  should 
have  some  weight.  Surely  we  are  en- 
titled to  the  same  credit  for  sinoeritj 
as  we  are  willing  to  give  to  those  who 
oppose  us ;  but,  instead  of  this,  leaflets 
are  circulated  of  the  most  scandalous 
kind  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Shoreditoh 
(Mr.  James  Stuart)  and  some  other 
Members  and  their  clients  who  know 
absolutely  nothing  whatever  about  the 
matter.  I  wish  to  say — in  reference 
to  the  Societies  which  publish  these 
statements  and  the  publications  which 
they  issue — that,  in  my  opinion,  no 
more  honourable  man  ever  sat  in  this 
House,  and  I  am  sare  that  no  one  would 
more  sincerely  regret  any  inaccurate 
statement,  than  Mr.  Samuel  Morl^,  and 
I  regret  tiie  remarks  just  made  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gavendish  Ben- 
tinck)  in  reference  to  that  gentleman. 
Before  sitting  down,  I  wish  to  appeal  to 
the  Government  to  give  us  some  as- 
surance that  will  satisfy  the  people  of 
the  districts,  such  as  the  one  I  represent, 
to  avoid  the  cruelty  which  will  arise  from 
the  policy  which  has  been  advocated 
here  in  reeard  to  the  hospitals,  and 
that  they  will  save  us  from  that  by  deal- 
ing with  the  matter  in  the  spirit  of  the 
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Amendment  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  John  Kennawaj)  moyed  the  other 
day.  It  simply  called  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  hospitals,  not  only  in  the 
interests  of  the  Service,  but  in  the  inte- 
rests of  the  garrison  towns,  the  military, 
and  the  younger  members  of  those  dis- 
triotft— the  young  women  particularly — 
and  I  think  the  Qovemment  ought  to 
state  plainly  what  they  mean  to  do  in 
regard  to  those  local  hospitals. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this 
day  six  months." — (Jfr.  Ctivenduh  Jitn- 
tinek.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now  '  sfaod  part  of  the  Question." 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXOHE- 
QTTEE(Sir'WiLLiAMHAECouHT)(Derby): 
I  do  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  prolong- 
ing this  debate.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  has  practically 
admitted  that  this  matter  is  already  de- 
cided, and  he  said  that  he  did  not  tiiink 
it  worth  while  to  divide  the  House.  I 
rise  principally  to  make  an  explanation 
to  the  right  hon.  Q-entleman  (Air.  Caven- 
dish Bentinck)  as  to  the  time  at  which 
this  Bill  has  been  brought  on.  I  entirely 
concur  with  him  that  it  would  be  ex- 
ceedingly discreditable  if  engagements 
entered  into  in  this  House  were  not 
properly  carried  out.  "Well,  the  Go- 
vernment did  all  they  could  to  adhere 
to  the  understanding  that  was  entered 
into.  The  engagement  was  that  we 
should  adjourn  the  other  debate  at  11 
o'clock,  or  thereabouts,  and  we  have 
honourably  fulfilled  that  engagement  as 
far  as  we  are  able.  Eveiyooc^  knows 
that  the  Qovemment  cannot  control  the 
Business  of  the  House  when  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  speaking;  and  it  will  be  in  the  recol- 
lection of  the  House  that  at  1 1  o'clock 
an  hon.  and  gallant  Member  was  speak- 
ing, and  bis  speech  was  prolonged  by 
circumstances  over  which  we  had  no 
control.  After  be  had  finished,  we  took 
a  division,  and  then  this  Bill  was  imme- 
diately brought  on.  I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  be  satisfied  that 
we  did  all  in  our  power.  Now,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  very  severe  on  the 
attitude  which  the  Government  have 
adopted  in  reference  to  this  Bill.  I 
think  he  will  admit,  as  well  as  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  spoken  has  ad- 
mitted, that  this  matter  has  been  aetUed 
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by  the  previous  action  of  tiie  House,  and 
by  the  strong  opinion  entertained  upon 
it,  not  only  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
but  on  the  other  side  also.  This,  I 
think,  is  clearly  shown  by  tbe  con- 
spicuous absence  of  every  Member  of 
the  late  Cabinet  from  the  Front  Beneh 
opposite.  I  do  not  see  a  single  Member 
of  the  late  Cabinet  in  his  place  to  oppose 
the  repeal  of  these  Acts.  "Well,  I  haw, 
therefore,  no  hesitation  in  stating  in  a 
single  sentence  what  are  the  groonds  on 
which  I  think  the  repeal  of  these  Acts 
is  necessary.  Two  years  ago,  or  three 
years  ago,  by  an  overwhelming  majority 
in  this  House — which  no  attempt  bas 
been  made  to  reverse  in  either  tbis  or 
the  late  Parliament — the  practical  opera- 
tion of  these  Acts  was  suspended.  "Well, 
Sir,  it  is  a  bad  thing,  and  I  think  ernr)'- 
one  will  be  of  that  opinion,  to  keep  alive 
Statutes  which  you  do  not  intend,  and 
which,  in  point  of  fact,  you  cannot  biing 
into  operation.  That  is  the  reason  whj 
these  Acts  are  to  be  repealed,  almost 
without  opposition.  There  is  one  qnefl- 
tiou  which  my  right  hou.  Friend  (Mr. 
Oavendish  Bentiack)  desired  me  to  allude 
to— that  is  with  regard  to  the  hospitals. 
If  he  will  examine  the  Estimates  for  tibe 
present  year,  he  will  see  that  the  Oovent- 
ment  have  considered  what  was  best  to  be 
done  in  the  circumstances  by  allowingthe 
Votes  to  remain  in  the  Estimates  until 
the  matter  has  been  further  considered. 
I  think  that  is  a  sufficient  answer  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  question. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  U. 

Main  Question  put,  and  ugrfed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  emmUid 
for  Jb-memw. 

CX)MPENSATION  FOE  DAUAGES  BItU 
{Mr.  Secretary  Childert,  Mr.  BroeHur^.) 
[bill  120.]  OOXKXTXn. 

Bill  eoneiiered  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Oommitiee.) 
Clause  1  agreed  io. 

Clause  2  (Compensation  to  persons  for 
damage  by  riot). 

Mb.  FICEEBSOILL  (Bethnal  Gieen, 
S.W.) :  I  beg  to  move  to  leave  out  all 
the  words  after  the  word  "  mentioned," 
£n  order  to  iiuert — 

"For  «nch  injury,  stealing,  or  deetrncti«u 
shall  be  paid  out  of  the  Metropolitan  Po)i(n 
Bate  and  the  City  of  London  Folioe  Bate  cos- 
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joiDtly  in  such  proportions  as  the  anQoal  valnes 
of  the  property  liable,  and  subject  to  those  rates 
respectively  bear  to  each  other." 

By  the  courtesy  of  the  City  Eemem- 
brancer,  I  have  received  to-day  a  com- 
munication which  informs  me  that  this 
matter  has  been  brought  before  the 
Oourt  of  Common  Council,  and  that  they 
admit  the  justice  of  my  Amendment.  He 
also  informs  me  that  the  ben.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  London  (Sir 
Hobert  Fowler)  will  be  prepared  to  make 
a  statement  of  that  kind.  As  the  City 
admits  the  justice  of  the  claim,  I  think 
I  may  simply  confine  myself  to  moving 
the  Amendment  of  which  I  have  given 
Notice. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Clause." 

Sir  BOBEBT  FOWLE&  (London) : 
The  hon.  Member  has  rather  anticipated 
what  I  was  going  to  say  to  the  Commit- 
tee.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 

Home  Secretary  (Mr.  Childers)  was  good 
enough  to  speak  to  me  upon  the  subject 
yesterday,  so  I  brought  it  before  the 
Court  of  Common  Council  to  day,  and 
pressed  it  upon  them.  The  argument  I 
used  to  them  was  this.  In  one  senee  we 
had  no  connection  with  the  riots,  as  we 
pay  the  cost  of  our  own  police ;  but  I 
thought  that  this  was  a  calamity  upon 
one  part  of  the  Metropolis,  and  the 
damage  done  ought  to  be  borne  by  the 
whole  of  London.  I  do  not  think  that 
tiie  richest  part  of  the  Hetropolia  should 
refuse  to  pay  its  share  towards  the 
damage ;  and,  therefore,  I  urged  upon 
them  that  we  ought  to  conseot  to  this 
Amendment,  and  I  am  glad  to  say  that 
with  great  unanimity  they  concurred 
with  my  view.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  have  great  pleasure  in  sayiog, 
on  behalf  of  the  Corporation,  that  we 
heartily  concur  in  this  Amendment. 

The  8ECRETAEY  of  STATE  foe 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
OaiLDERa)  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  I  think 
that  great  credit  is  due  to  the  Corpora* 
tion  of  London,  and  especially  to  the 
hon.  Baronet  tlie  Member  for  the  City, 
for  the  way  in  which  they  have  met 
this  Amendment. 

Mb.  BAGGALLAT  (Lambeth,  Brix- 
ton) :  I  should  like  to  eay  a  few  words 
on  behalf  of  South  Tjondon.  It  is  felt 
that  the  whole  Metropolis  should  bear 
the  rate;  but  I  was  in  hopes  that  the 


right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  seen 
his  way  to  have  relieved  South  London 
to  some  extent  in  this  matter.  But  I 
understand  that  he  is  unable  to  do  so. 
Considering,  however,  that  all  the 
damage  was  done  in  the  West  End, 
and  that  the  people  who  did  it  un- 
doubtedly came  from  the  East  End,  and 
considering  the  geographical  line  pro- 
vided by  uie  Thames  separating  these 
parts  of  London  from  the  South,  I  think 
1  am  entitled  to  renew  my  protest  on 
behidf  of  South  London. 

Mb.  CHILDEKS  :  I  am  afraid  I  can- 
not consent  to  what  the  hon.  Member 
suggests,  and  I  cannot  admit  his  conten- 
tion that  all  the  rioters  came  from  the 
East  End  fJone. 

Amendment  agrtei  to. 

Me.  OHILDEES  :  At  the  end  of  the 
clause,  I  beg  to  move  the  following 
Amendment : — 

"Where  it  is  shown,  is  manner  provided  by 
this  Act,  that  such  person  received,  by  way  of 
insurance  or  otherwise,  any  sum  to  recoap  him 
for  such  injury,  stealing,  or  destruction,  the 
compeosatioD  otherwise  payable  to  him  under  thia 
Act  shall,  if  exceeding  such  sam,  be  reduced  by 
the  amount  thereof,  and  in  any  other  case  shaU 
not  be  paid,  and  the  payer  of  such  sam  shall  bo 
onlitlcd  to  compenaation  under  this  Act  in  re- 
spect of  the  Bum  so  paid  as  if  he  had  suffered 
the  said  injury,  stealing,  or  destmctioo,  and 
any  policy^  of  insurance  given  by  such  payer 
shall  continue  in  force  as  if  be  had  made  no 
such  payment." 

Amendment  agned  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agrnd  (o. 
Clause  3  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Appeal  as  to  award  or  re- 
fusal of  compensation). 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  OaiLDERa,  the  fol- 
lowing Amendments  made: — Page  2, 
line  12,  leave  out  "one  hundred  and 
thirty;"  lines  17  and  18,  leave  out 
"  shall  include  all  coats,"  and  insert — 

"  May,  if  the  appeal  sacceeds,  be  increased 
by  such  reasonable  sum  for  coets  as  Uie  arbi- 
trator thinks  just." 

Line  29,  at  end,  add — 

"And  in  case  of  such  arbitrator  dying  or 
becoming  incapable  to  act  before  he  has  made 
an  award  upon  all  appeals  under  this  Act, 
another  arbitrator  shall  bo  appointed  in  manner 
aforesaid,  and  the  appeals  shall  be  determined 
in  the  same  manner  as  if  he  had  been  the  arbi- 
trator originally  appointed,  and  bo  on  as  often 
OS  occasion  requires." 

Me. EIMBEB (Wandsworth):  There 
are  on  the  Estimates  sums  amounting  t'j 
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£6,800  for  the  salaries  of  gentlemen  who 
are  appointed  to  perform  the  duties  of 
Beferees  or  Arbitrators  under  the  exist- 
ing law.  I  point  out  that  an  Arbitrator 
is  a  Jndge,  and  that  the  Court  of  an  Arbi- 
trator is  a  Legal  Oourt,  and  competent  to 
deal  with  caaes  for  which  another  Court 
is  proposed  to  be  erected  by  this  clause. 
The  proposal  I  hare  to  maice  is  that  one 
of  the  four  Beferees  constituted  by  the 
Judicature  Act  of  1873  as  permanent 
officials  attached  to  the  High  Court  of 
Justice  for  trying  questions  of  fact  should 
be  Arbitrator.  1  beg  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment standing  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  after  the  word  "receiver,"  leave 
out  to  end  of  Clause,  and  insert  "be  ma^  inthe 
pre8oril>ed  time  and  manner  require  hia  claim 
to  be  referred.  When  the  preacnbed  time  shall 
have  elapsed,  all  snch  casee  shall  be  brought  by 
the  police  receiver  before  a  Judge  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice  utting  in  Chambers,  who  there- 
upon shall  as  of  course  make  an  order  referring 
soch  oases  to  one  of  the  Official  Hefereea  or  one 
of  the  Kbsters  of  the  said  Court,  who  shall  hear 
and  dispose  of  the  same ;  and  such  reference 
shall  have  all  such  incidents  and  conseqaeacea 
aa  if  each  case  included  in  such  order  were  a 
cause  or  matter  referred  to  him  under  the  pro- 
visioas  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1873,  in  which 
such  aggrieved  person  was  plaintiff  and  the  said 
police  reoeiver  defeiDdant."— (JTr.  Kimitr.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
moposed  to  be  left  oat  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Thb  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  (Sir 
Ohableb  Bdssell}  (Hackney,  S.) :  I  am 
obliged  to  say  that  Her  Uajesty'B  Go- 
Temment  cuinot  assent  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wands- 
worth. I  understand  that  the  hon. 
Member  introduces  this  Amendment  in 
the  interests  of  economy;  but  I  think 
that  a  little  consideration  will  show  that 
it  would  not  prove  to  be  so  in  effect.  The 
object  of  the  clause  is  to  enable  a 
claimant,  if  he  is  dissatisfied  with  the  de- 
cision of  the  Police  Beceiver,  to  appeal  to 
the  Arbitrator,  who  will  have  power  to 
deal  with  the  whole  of  the  subject- 
matter.  The  Arbitrator  will  be  selected 
by  the  Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works,  and  he  will  be  pre- 
sumably a  man  of  bnsiness.  I  do  not 
wish  to  eay  anything  in  disparagement 
of  the  Official  Beferees ;  but  I  ^ok  it 
would  be  proper,  nevertheless,  to  eay 
that  they  nave  not  received  the  very 
highest  amount  of  commendation.  Each 
attendance  before  the  Beferee  would  not 
only  involve  expense,  but  the  parties,  if 
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they  chose,  could  insist  on  going  intotlie 
Court  of  Beferees  with  sohcitoTB  and 
counsel,  and,  in  short,  conduct  the  mat- 
ter in  the  most  expensive  and  Utig^oiu 
way.   The  hon.  Member  will  see  that 
the  clause  provides  that  the  Arbitrator 
shall  hare  it  in  his  power  to  detoniine 
the  manner  in  vhi(m.  the  case  shall  be 
heard ;  and,  if  he  is  a  prudent  bnnnen 
man,  I  think  he  will  eay — "LetmehiTe 
a  statement  of  the  claim,  and  the  ansva 
of  the  Police  Authorities  toit."  Ithinic 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  MemW 
would  lead  to  great  expense,  and  poseiblj 
prolonged  litigation. 

Mb.  KIMBEB  :  I  do  not  thick  tbe 
Attorney  General  understands  mj  point. 
My  suggestion  is  that  the  officers  aheadj 
appointed  would  have  precisely  the  same 
functions  as  are  given  to  the  Arbitntoi 
by  this  Bill.  It  seems  to  me  a  waste  d[ 
means,  and  an  nnnecessary  burden  on 
the  Metropolis,  to  set  up  this  Arbitn- 
tors'  Ooui^  when  we  have  already  four 
Tribunals  who  can  deal  with  'Sam 
matters. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

SxK  BOBEBT  FEEL  (Blackburn) :  Of 
course,  this  Bill  refers  to  the  riot  ol  the 
8th  of  February,  and  the  Arbitrator  to  be 
appointed  under  it  is  merely  to  dealwitli 
cases  arising  out  of  that  particular  liot? 

Mb.  GHILDEBS  :  It  has  only  nfef- 
ence  to  that  riot. 

Clause,  as  amended,  e^rtti  to. 

Clause  5  (Payment  of  compensation 
and  expenses,  and  raising  of  money}- 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Chiij)e&s,  the  fol- 
lowing Amendments  made:— Page  2, 
line  80,  after  "out  of,"  insert  "monejs 
in  his  hands  on  account  of;"  line  31, 
leave  out  "fund;"  line  35,  leave  oat 
fhtm  "  raised,"  to  the  end  of  line  S9,  and 
insot— 

"  As  part  of  tiie  Metropolitan  Folice  Bate 
and  as  an  addition  to  the  limit  otherwise  anth^ 
rised  for  such  rata,  and  so  portitm  or  Ute 
amount  shall  be  contributed  bv  the  Ttn- 
sury ; " 

line  41,  leave  out  from  "shall,"  to  the 
end  of  the  line. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

Sir  BOBEBT  PEEL :  I  have  mfl 
question  to  ask  the  Home  Secretary  with 
regard  to  this  clause.  Has  the  Fciice 
Beoeiver  to  go  to  tii9  hoosM  whve 
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damage  lias  been  done  to  aeoertain  the 
damage.andtlienTeportto  the  Arbitrator? 

Mb.  OHILDEBS?  No,  Sir;  that  is 
not  the  oonBtruotion.  The  clause  pro- 
vides that  those  who  think  they  are 
entitiled  to  compensation  for  deonage 
shall  state  it ;  and  if  there  is  no  oontest 
about  the  facts,  I  do  not  expect  there 
will  be  any  difficulty. 

8iE  EGBERT  PEEL :  But,  in  the 
case  of  the  recent  riot,  the  police  have 
been  round  to  the  ehopkeepere  to  ask 
them  to  assess  their  damages.  Are  we 
to  understand  that  the  rich  as  well  as  the 
poor  are  to  be  paid  money  they  say  they 
have  lost  on  account  of  this  riot  ? 

Me.  OHILDEES  :  They  will  be  en- 
titled to  receive  what  they  claim,  if  the 
police  are  satisfied  that  their  claims  are 
right.  The  right  hon.  Baronet. speaks 
of  the  poor  who  have  sustained  loss,  and 
asks  if  the  rich  are  also  to  be  comj^en- 
sated  7  We  make  no  such  distinction ; 
but  I  do  hope  that  claims  will  not  be  set 
up  for  broken  windows. 

SiE  EOBEBT  PEEL:  The  police 
have  to  ask  individuals  what  they  have 
lost  on  each  occasion.  If  the  tradesmen 
in  Lambeth  return  their  loss,  say,  at  £5, 
£10,  or  £15,  we  maintain  that,  although 
they  have  lost  a  very  small  sum,  they 
are  equally  entitled  to  be  indemnified 
for  their  loss  as  claimants  who  live  in 
Bouth  Audley  Street. 

Sib  CHAELES  EUS8ELL :  I  think 
the  question  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
has  been  satisfactorily  answered.  I  point 
out  that  this  Bill  is  to  meet  cases  of 
injnxy  received  from  persons  taking  part 
in  a  riot ;  and  that  there  has  not,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Home  Secretary,  been  any 
such  riot  on  the  other  side  of  "West- 
minster Bridge,  and  that,  therefore,  there 
can  be  no  claim. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  That  question 
cannot  be  argued  on  this  clause.  Clause  2 
has  been  passed,  which  says  what  com- 
pensation and  under  what  circumstances 
compensation  may  be  given. 

8iB  ROBERT  PEEL:  I  am  speaking 
of  the  Police  Beceiver. 

The  OHAIBMAN  :  The  question  of 
compensation  cannot  be  raised  on  this 
clause  at  all. 

Sib  BOBEBT  FEEL :  I  only  want  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
the  line — 

'*The  ^lice  receiver  shall  pay  oat  of  the 
Metropohtan  Police  Fund  all  compensation  p&y> 
able  nndsr  this  Act  " 


Mb.  OHILDEES :  This  clause  does 
not  refer  to  the  question  of  compen- 
sation. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (Definitions). 
Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  14,  to  leayeout  from  the  word 
"police,"  to  the  end  of  the  Clause,  and  add 
"  rate  means  the  rate  authorised  to  he  levied  for 
raising  that  proportion  of  the  sum  reqnired  for 
defraying  the  expenses  of  tiie  Metropolitan 
Police  Force  which  can  be  taiaed  by  a  rate.  An 
empty  bouse  or  shop  shall  he  deemed  for  the 
purposes  of  this  Act  to  have  been  ocon^ed  by  the 
owner.'* -(JTr.  ChiUUr:^ 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  nut  stand  part  of  the 

Clause." 

An  hon.  Membbb  :  I  wish  to  move 
that  the  words  referring  to  the  empty 
houses  be  omitted. 

Mb.  OHILDEBS:  We  could  not 
agree  to  that  alteration  of  the  Amend- 
ment. If  these  words  were  omitted,  who 
would  be  responsible  for  damage  done 
to  houses  that  were  empty  ? 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported:  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-m>rrow. 

LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.— [Biti.  10.1 
[Mr.  Mapne,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Onmor,  Mr.  Witliam 
O'Brien,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Sheeht/.) 

OOHSmBBATIOK. 

Bill,  as  amended,  eotuidered. 

Mb.  sexton,  in  rising  to  move,  in 

fiage  1,  after  Clause  2,  to  insert  the  fol- 
owing  New  Clause : — 

(Definition  of  donesne,  demesne  lands,  and 
home  farm.) 

"  The  expression  '  demesne  '  or  '  demeeno 
lands '  in  the  said  Acts  and  in  this  Act  shall,  for 
oil  the  purposes  of  the  said  Acts  and  of  this  Act, 
be  hela  to  mean  land  immediately  sorroondiag 
and  ordinarily  occupied  with  the  mansion  or 
other  dwelling-house  m  which  the  owner  utuilly 
resides ;  and  the  expression  *  home  farm '  shall 
not  be  beld  to  apply  to  more  than  one  farm 
occupied  by  the  same  owner  within  the  at«a  of 
any  sanitary  district," 

said:  By  the  Acts  of  1883  and  1885, 
demesoe  lands  were  excluded  from  the 
operation  of  those  Acts.  Oases  have 
arisen  in  which  the  landlord  has  success- 
fully  resisted  the  claim  to  build  cottages 
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on  portions  of  his  land  by  declaring  them 
to  be  "demesne  lands."  I  am  under 
the  impression  that  when  Parliament 
legislated  on  this  question  in  1 1}83,  it  had 
no  idea  that  the  Act  would  be  so  worked 
as  to  enable  landlords  to  throw  oat  every 
claim  made  upon  them.  I  am  willing 
that  any  interpretation  should  be  given 
to  the  term  "demeene;"  but,  Sir,  I 
know  of  a  case  in  Ireland  where,  when 
a  proposal  was  made  to  build  a  cottage 
on  land  in  the  occupation  of  the  land- 
lord, he  called  the  land  "home  farm," 
and  when  a  proposal  was  made  to  build 
on  another  portion  of  the  land,  he  called 
that  *'  home  farm  "  also.  I  am  under 
the  impression  that  there  can  be  only 
one  home  farm,  and  I  think  that  the 
term  should  not  be  held  to  apply  to  more 
than  one.  There  are  160  sanitary  dis- 
tricts and  32  counties  in  Ireland,  and 
therefore  it  will  be  seen  that  the  au- 
thorities could  not  build  on  more  than 
one  property  owned  by  the  same  owner. 
I  beg  to  move  the  clause  in  my  name. 

New  Clause, — {Mr.  SexUn,) — brought 
up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Colonel  "WARING  (Down,  N.):  I 
have  no  wish  whatever  to  prevent  the 
carrying  out  of  the  intentions  which, 
I  presume,  underlie  this  clause,  al- 
though I  think  they  are  uuforlUDately 
chosen.  I  happen  to  know  many  in- 
stances in  which  demesne  lands  are  said 
to  be  lands  immediately  surrounding 
and  occupied  with  the  house.  But  I 
know  two  cases  in  my  own  county  in 
which  the  landlord  has  a  house  on  one 
side  of  the  street,  town,  or  village  in 
which  he  resides,  and  where  the  demesne 
lies  on  the  opposite  side.  Under  the 
clause  of  the  hon.  Member  that  detached 
portion  would  not  be  held  to  bo  demesne 
land.  I  cannot  think  that  that  was  the 
intention  with  which  the  clause  was 
framed.  On  the  question  of  home  farm, 
X  think  a  similar  objection  would  lie.  I 
am  snre  that  none  of  us  wish  that  any 
door  should  be  left  open  for  such  action 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  hfts  de< 
cribed ;  but  I  know  that  my  own  home 
farm  has  a  detached  field,  which  lies 
betfreen  it  and  the  demesne,  and  I  think 
it  would  be  a  great  hardship  if  that 
should  be  held  not  to  be  demesne  land, 
I  think,  therefore,  it  would  not  be  desir. 

Jfr.  Sej^n 


able  to  add  this  clause  to  the  Bill,  as  it 
at  present  stands,  for  the  reason  that  it 
would  produce  an  effect  not  contem- 
plated by  the  House. 

AnhoD.MEMBEB:  The  putting  of  tbeu 
two  stipulations  togeUier  may  often  lead 
to  difficulty,  because  it  will  frequently 
happen  that  a  mansion  is  surrounded  b; 
demesne  lands  which  are  let  away.  I 
would,  therefore,  propose  that  the  words 
"ordinarily  occupied"  should  be  left 
out,  and  the  words  "  immediately  snr- 
rounding  "  should  be  left  standing.  I 
know  a  case  where  the  mansion  is  sur- 
rounded by  a  garden  fence,  the  land 
being  let  away. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  I  would  point  out 
to  the  tnro  hon.  Members,  that  if  they  do 
not  object  to  the  principle  they  shonld 
allow  the  clause  to  be  read  a  second  tim^ 
and  then  should  move  Amendments  to  it 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  time. 

Mh.BEODRICK  (Surrey,  Guildfordi: 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Xorih 
Down  (Colonel  "Waring)  has  shown 
most  conclusively  that  great  hardsliip 
would  be  done,  against  the  intention  of 
the  clause,  if  the  words  "  immediately 
surrounding"  were  left  in.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  has 
shown  equally  conclusively  that  the  words 
"ordinarily  occupied,"  in  cases  where 
the  demesne  has  been  let  for  grazing 
purposes,  will  operate  in  a  mannor 
which  is  not  desired.  If,  therefore,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton) 
presses  his  clause  in  this  form,  injasttce 
and  hardshipwill  be  done  that  I  am  Bore 
is  not  contemplated  by  the  House— in- 
justice and  hardship  that  were  guarded 
against  in  the  last  Acts  by  no  definition 
of  this  kind  being  inserted.  I  wonld 
venture  to  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  cases  he  has  spoken  of,  of  land- 
lords taking  advantage  of  these  provi- 
sions to  defeat  the  objects  of  the  Act, 
were  not  brought  before  the  Select 
Committee,  whidi  went  exhaustively  into 
this  part  of  the  subject.  In  the  same 
way  as  to  "  home  farm,"  though  land- 
lords might  take  advantage  of  having 
several  farms  in  their  hands,  the  phrase 
"  sanitary  district "  is  a  very  wide  one. 
I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will  oof  pren 
the  clause. 

Me.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.):  Iwiah 
to  point  out «  few  errors  into  which  hoc 
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Oentlemen  have  just  fallen.  la  the 
first  place,  land  that  is  not  "  ordinarilj 
occupied"  would  not  come  under  the 
definition  of  demeene  land.  One  hon. 
Gentleman  pointed  out  that  it  would  be 
a  hard  thins  to  deprire  the  landlord  of 
a  part  of  a  home  farm,  because  it  might 
not  be  immediately  heside  the  dwelling- 
house.  A  home  farm  may  be  a  couple 
of  miles  from  the  dwelliug-house.  Not 
a  single  site  has  been  taken  from  land- 
lords, and  not  a  single  piece  of  land  has 
been  taken  from  property  in  their  own 
occupation  up  to  the  present ;  and  if  an; 
clause  can  give  protection  against  that 
in  the  future,  it  is  this  clause  that  hon. 
Members  are  now  contesting.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Guildford  (Mr.  Brodrlck) 
pointed  out  that  a  landlord  may  have 
a  number  of  unoccupied  farms  in  his 
posseasion.  Every  farm  from  which  a 
tenant  has  been  evicted  does  not  be- 
come a  home  farm  for  that  reason.  They 
are  distinctly  not  home  farms  for  that  rea- 
son. [Mr.  Brodrick  :  "Who  said  they 
were  ?]  The  hon.  Gentleman  pointed  to 
the  difficulty  that  would  arise  from  the 
landlord  having  a  number  of  home 
farms,  and  said  that  he  might  take  one 
or  two,  or  more,  farms  temporarily. 
Those,  distinctly,  would  not  be  home 
farms,  and  on  that  point  I  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  slightly  mistaken. 

The  chief  SEORETAEY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Johw  Moblbt)  (New- 
castle-on-Tyne)  :  I  am  not  sure  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Sexton)  is 
veU-advised  in  endeavouring  to  define 
demesne  land.  There  is  no  definition 
of  it  in  the  Land  Acta,  in  the  Acts  of 
1870  or  1881,  or  in  the  Labourers  Acts. 
There  have  been  various  judgments  and 
decisions  on  the  point  already  in  the 
Land  Court,  and  I  should  have  thought 
it  would  have  been  much  better  to  leave 
the  decision  of  the  matter  to  that  pro- 
cess, and  to  leave  those  things  without 
de&oition.  The  more  important  part  of 
the  clause,  ftrom  the  point  of  view  of  hon . 
Gentlemen  opposite,  is,  no  doubt,  that 
as  to  homo  farms ;  but  I  must  say  that, 
after  having  carefully  examined  that 
part  of  the  subject,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Ternment  have  come  to  the  oonclnsion 
that  there  is  no  objection  to  be  taken  to 
it  on  principle.  There  are  some  imper- 
fections in  the  wording  which  may  be 
remedied  later  on. 

Me.  GIBSON  (Liverpool,  Walton): 
I  must  admit  I  quite  agree  with  some  of 


the  observations  I  have  heard  in  regard 
to  home  farms.  I  think  a  hardship 
might  be  occadoned,  and  I  will  tell  hon. 
Members  why.   The  clause  says — 

"  The  expression  '  borne  farm  *  flhall  not  Lo 
held  to  apply  to  more  than  one  farm  occupi^i 
hy  the  same  owner  within  the  area  of  any  sani- 
tary district." 

There  might  be  two  very  small  farms, 
or  two  farms  of  very  different  areas, 
and  it  is  perfectly  obvious  that  the  in- 
terests of  the  landlord  in  them  must  ho 
quite  difi"6rent.  One  landlord  might 
have  one  large  home  farm,  and  that 
would  be  safe;  whereas  another  might 
have  two  small  ones  of  only  a  quarter 
the  acreage,  and  they  would  be  affected 
by  this  provision.  I  agree  that  tho 
Amendment  would  be  likely  to  cause  a 
great  deal  of  litigation.  As  I  under- 
stand the  hon.  Member  for  SUgo, 
his  objection  to  the  word  "demesne" 
arises  from  the  fact  that  a  number  of 
sham  demesnes  have  been  started.  But 
that  is  a  question  which  can  always  bo 
raised  on  appeal,  and  will  always  be  easy 
to  get  rid  of ;  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
there  are  cases  where  real  demesnes 
have  been  decided  not  be  demesnes  at 
all.  The  verjr  words  which  are  used  in 
this  clause  may  have  tho  effect,  in  many 
cases,  of  causing  demesne  lands  to  bo 
treated  as  other  than  demesne  lands. 
Then  what  is  the  meaning  of  the  words 
"  immediately  surrounding  ?  "  Bo  they 
mean  fiO  acres,  or  500  acres,  or  only  a 
small  garden  ?  It  behoves  us,  in  view 
M  possible  litigation,  to  say  what  is  the 
amount  of  land,  and  what  the  amount  of 
contiguity.  [Mr.  Sexton  :  "Ordinarily 
occupied"  gives  the  explanation.]  I 
agree  that  "  ordinarily  occupied  "  forme 
part  of  the  legal  definition  of  demesno, 
for  when  a  man  ceases  to  ordinaiiiy 
occupy  land  the  land  ceases  to  be  his 
demesne.  I  only  make  these  observa- 
tions in  a  friendly  spirit  towards  tho 
Bill.  The  attitude  of  right  hon.  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  Bench,  I  tako 
it,  should  be  to  simplify  tiie  Bill  and 
make  it  a  fair  and  proper  measure.  I 
do  not  wish  to  offer  opposition;  but  I 
seo  the  possibility  of  great  unfaimefs 
coming  about  unless  some  proper  defini- 
tion as  to  the  extent  of  a  home  farm  be 
given. 

Mr.  BEODRICK  :  I  beg  to  move  io 
amend  the  clause,  by  leaving  out  tho 
words— 
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'*  Ezpnsaion '  dflmeme  *  or  '  demesne  lands ' 
in  the  said  Acts  and  in  this  Act  shall,  for  all 
tho  purposes  of  the  Baid  Acts  and  of  this  Act, 
be  held  to  mean  land  immediately  Burrounding 
and  ordinarily  occuj^'ed  with  the  manaion  or 
other  dwelling-house  in  which  tho  owner  nsaally 
remdes ;  and  tho." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leare  out  all 
the  TTords  after  tho  word  "  expression," 
to  the  words  "  home  farm."  —  {Mr. 
Brodrieh.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  loft  out  stand  part  of  tho 
Clause." 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  feel  obliged  to  re- 
sist this  Amendment.  I  liave  received 
representations  from  various  parts  of 
Ireland,  which  lead  me  to  believe  that 
the  words  the  hon.  Member  wishes  to 
leare  out  are  necessary.  I  am  told  that 
on  these  two  pretexts,  that  land  is  de- 
mesne land,  or  home  farm  land,  land- 
lords have  been  able  to  keep  land  out 
of  the  operation  of  the  Act,  and  it  has 
bad  to  be  taken  from  the  tenants  who 
po8-  66S8  very  small  farms.  I  do  not 
know  any  sucb  case  as  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  (Mr.  Gib9on)put. 
Home  farms  are  very  subataatial.  T^vy 
are  conducted  on  the  system  of  ground 
culture ;  and  I  am  sure  the  olanse  would 
not  be  a  hardship  in  oonneotion  with 
any  legitimate  home  farms.  The  bon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  says  it  would 
promote  litigation  ;  but  so  ingenious  a 
lawyer  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man would  no  doubt  be  able  to  promote 
litigation  on  anything.  I  think,  how- 
ever, that  these  words  "immediately 
surrounding"  and  "ordinarily  occu- 
pied "  would  enable  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  or  anyone  else,  to  decide 
what  is  demesne  land  and  what  is  not. 
My  impression,  considering  the  present 
state  of  the  land  interest  in  Ireland,  is 
that  if  the  House  agrees  to  these  words, 
the  landlords  will  be  found  to  raise  no 
objection,  and  the  result  will  be  to  give 
a  great  impulse  to  the  Act. 

Mr.  PLtTNKET  (Dublin  University): 
I  understand  the  position  of  the  Govern- 
ment is,  that  they  agree  with  the  reason- 
ableness of  the  view  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  who  sits  beside  me  (Mr. 
Gibson)  as  to  the  inadvisability  of  en- 
deavouring to  define  demesne  lands,  but 
that  they  do  not  agree  to  the  view  held 
on  this  side  of  the  House  as  to  tho 
second  part  of  the  clause,  the  object  of 
which  is  to  define  home  farms.    As  to 


the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo,  his  objection 
applies  to  the  opposition  raiEed  to  tk 
second  part  of  the  clause.  [Mr.  Sexiok: 
I  object  to  the  Amendment  entireh/ 
The  Amendment  only  deals  with  the  pro- 
posal in  this  clause  to  attempt  further  to 
define  what  "demesne  land"  is;  audi  I 
must  say  that,  so  far  as  my  opinion  goet, 
I  entirely  agree  with  what  has  falles 
from  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  bedde 
me,  that  any  attempt  to  pass  a  hsslj' 
definition  of  this  kind  to  vary  the  lav  u 
it  stands  on  existing  decidoos  as  to 
the  meaning  of  "  demesne  land,"  ii 
much  more  likely  to  lead  to  furrier  con- 
fusion than  to  facilitate  the  operation  of 
this  Act.  As  I  understand  the  object 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the 
Amendment,  it  is  not  to  enable  landlord* 
to  frustrate  the  working  of  the  Act,  but 
to  prevent  litigation  by  confirming  the 
law  on  the  subject  of  the  definition  of 
demesne  lands.  I  hope,  therefore,  that 
the  Government  will  support  the  hoii. 
Gentleman  in  his  Amendment.  Heonir 
proposes  to  deal  with  the  first  part  of  tlw 
clause  now  inserted  in  the  Bill,  and,  as 
I  understood  it,  his  view  was  the  one 
we  all  adopted  when  we  assented  to  the 
dause. 

Mr.  JOHN  MOBLEY :  I  agree  that 
a  difficulty  arises  on  the  second  part  A 
the  clause,  and  is  not  affected  dj  the 

Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member.  The  j 
difBcultiee  of  the  construction  of  a  de- 
finition of  demesnes  in  the  clause  are  bo 
great  that  I  feel  sure  that  litigation  mil 
be  greatly  increased,  instead  of  being 
diminished,  by  allowing  the  clause  to 
stand  in  its  present  form.  I  will  not 
detain  the  House  longer  than  to  point  i 
out  one  instance.  The  clause  might  be 
construed  as  affecting  the  demesne  of  an 
officer  on  foreign  service,  on  the  ground 
that  that  officer  had  no  residence  tbne. 
I  think,  therefore,  it  will  be  the  daty  of 
Her  Majeaty'a  Government  to  sappoit 
the  Amendment  to  this  part  of  the 
clause. 

Mr.  chance  :  I  would  point  oot 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  dighUf 
at  sea  as  to  the  legal  meaning  of  ihe 
word  "  reside."  Eesidence  does  not  re- 
quire a  man  to  physically  occupy  a  cer- 
tain spot.  The  law  is  fully  satisfied  if 
the  owner  keeps  an  occupied  house  on  j 
the  land  on  which  he  is  said  to  reaiiie, 
and  keeps  the  land  in  his  possession.  If 
that  is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  ob- 
jection to  the  acoeptanoe  of  the  first  psrt 
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of  this  clause,  I  would  ask  him  to  take 
leffal  advice  on  th.e  matter  and  to  recon- 
Bicfer  his  positon. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  should 
like  to  say  a  word  in  reference  to  the 
opposition  to  this  Amendment.  First  of 
all,  what  strikes  me  as  a  strong  argu- 
ment is  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Mr.  Gibson).  He  said,  or 
led  us  to  believe,  tiiat  great  uncertainty 
exists  in  Ireland  as  to  what  is  demesne 
land.  He  says  appeals  have  been  made 
to  the  Court,  and  that  in  his  own  expe- 
rience land  had  been  declared  not  to  be 
demesne  land  which  really  was  demesne 
land,  and  that  land  had  been  declared 
to  be  demesne  land  which  really  was 
not  so.  Well,  what  we  want  is  some- 
thing that  will  be  a  guide  to  the  iDspec- 
tore  of  the  Local  Government  Board. 
The  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  is  a  strong 
argument  in  favour  of  the  proposed  de- 
finition. His  statement  is  that  at  pre- 
sent the  definition  is  in  a  state  of  fog. 
It  Tould  seem,  from  his  remarks,  that  no 
one  knows  what  is  demesne  land  and 
what  is  not.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  we  have  Local  Government  Board 
Inspectors  going  about  the  country  who 
have  to  make  Reports ;  and  I  think  it 
will  be  admitted  that  this  clause  would 
be  a  very  plain  and  simple  guidance  to 
them,  and  I  think  the  objection  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary has  been  completely  removed  by 
my  hon.  Friend.  We  know  that  a  per- 
son who  ordinarily  or  usually  resides  at 
a  certain  place  means  the  person  who 
keeps  up  the  residence  or  establishment 
in  such  a  condition  that  if  he  chooses  to 
come  and  reside  thwe  he  can  do  so.  In 
Ireland,  as  Irish  Members  are  aware, 
there  are  large  tracts  of  land  which  are 
continuous  of  the  land  which  is  really 
the  demesne  of  the  landlord,  but  which 
are  not  used  for  thepurposesof  demesnes, 
but  are  let  out  by  public  auction  from 
year  to  year  for  the  purposes  of  grazing. 
I  cannot  see  why  this  House  should 
desire  to  allow  these  men  to  set  up  a 
claim  to  such  lands,  and  prevent  their 
herds  or  agricultural  labourers  from 
having  proper  residences  thereon. 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  ^Edin- 
burgh and  St.  Andrew's  Universities)  : 
I  rise — because  there  is  a  strong  desire 
on  the  part  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
represent  Ireland  to  have  a  workable 


clause  made  ont — to  express  an  un- 
biassed opinion.  I  can  imagine  no 
words  which  could  lead  to  greater  diffi- 
culty than  these — 

"The  expression  *  demesne'  or  'demcsoe 
lands '  in  Uie  said  Acts  and  la  this  Act  shall,  for 
all  the  purposes  of  the  said  Acts  and  of  this  Act, 
bo  held  to  mean  land  immediately  surrounding 
and  ordin^y  occupied  with  tiie  mansion  or 
oUisr  dweUing-houBG  in  whioh  the  owner  usually 
resides." 

No  words  would  lead  to  greater  uncer- 
tainty and  dispute ;  and  I  am  the  more 
confirmed  in  that  view  from  having 
heard  the  views  of  hon.  Members  who 
have  spoken,  and  particularly  those  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken. 
What  does  he  propose  ?  Why,  that  the 
clause  is  not  to  include  lands  that  are 
regularly  held  for  the  purposes  of 
grazing.  Whatever  may  be  the  case  in 
Ireland,  if  such  a  thing  vere  passed  for 
England  or  Scotland,  you  would  find 
cases  where  the  grass  up  to  the  doors  of 
the  dwelling-house  or  mansion  of  the 
demesne  islet  annually  for  the  purposes 
of  grazing,  and  is  let  for  that  purpose 
though  it  is  part  of  the  demesne.  A 
proprietor  may  not  choose  to  work  the 
grazing  of  his  parks,  and,  therefore,  lets 
it ;  but  the  parks  are  none  the  less  parts 
of  the  demesne.  The  proprietor  lets 
them  because  it  is  convenient  for  him  to 
do  so,  and  because,  though  he  does  not 
work  it  himself,  he  desires  the  grazing 
to  be  carried  on.  Every  word  of  expla- 
nation that  has  been  given  by  hon. 
Members  in  favour  of  this  clause,  and 
every  one  of  the  instances  they  have  ad- 
duced, simply  confirms  me  in  the  opi- 
nion that  any  attempt  to  define  these 
demesnes  will  lead  to  greater  diflBoultr 
than  could  be  experienced  without  such 
definitions.  That  heing  the  case,  I  would, 
acting  on  my  own  independent  judg- 
ment in  this  matter,  samHni  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  if  they  continue  to 
support  the  Amendment.  I  am  very 
certain  that  it  would  be  much  better  to 
leave  the  thing  as  it  stands  than  to 
attempt,  in  this  rough-and-ready  way, 
to  give  a  definition  of  this  matter  that  is 
so  difficult  to  define.  It  seems  to  me 
that  if  wo  are  to  put  into  a  clause  of  this 
kind  words  giving  definitions  based  on 
individual  cases  from  one  part  of  Ireland 
or  another  part  of  Ireland,  there  will  be 
no  end  to  the  thing,  and  yon  will  never 
have  a  clear  definition. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  desire  to  disabuse 
the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 

Digitized  by  Google 


1939    Zabourtn  {Trelm^  Actt    {OQW/LOmy        Ammimmd  BOX. '  1940 


Qentleman  who  has  jost  spoken.  The 
letter  to  which  I  referred,  and  to  which 
he  no  doubt  alludes  when  ho  speaks  of 
individual  cases,  was  written  bj  a  person 
who  lives  in  Ireland.  Well,  no  doubt, 
ha  is  bound  to  live  in  some  individual 
place ;  but  this  gentleman  ia  one  of  wide 
experience.  It  is  strange  that  words 
wmch  are  approved  bj  lawyers  at  one 
time  are  objected  to  by  lawyers  at  other 
times.  These  words  that  I  propose  were 
in  the  Act  of  1883  as  an  alternative  defi- 
nition; but  that  fact  does  not  seem  to 
preclude  Irish  lawyers  from  raimug  a 
fog  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  word 
"demesne."  It  is  exceedingly  strange 
that  words  drawn  by  the  most  eminent 
lawyers  in  Ireland  should  be  exposed  to 
the  contempt  of  one  of  the  most  eminent 
lawyers  from  Scotland.  As  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary,  I  would  aak  him  if  ho 
really  has  an  objection  to  the  first  part 
of  this  clause  ?  He  spoke  of  officials  on 
active  service — the  Qovernor  Qeneral  of 
Canada  and  the  Viceroy  of  India,  for 
instance— being  liable  to  have  their 
demesnes  interfered  with  by  reason  of 
their  not  being  phyucally  resident  in 
their  mansions;  but  in  order  to  over- 
come the  difficulty,  if  any  exists,  we 
might  say  "the  owner's  mansion  or 
dwelling-house,"  leaving  out  the  words 
"  in  which  the  owner  usually  re- 
eides."  All  wo  want  to  provide  is 
that  the  demesne  lands  shall  be  lands 
that  can  be  fairly  said  to  surround 
the  dwelling-house,  whether  the  owner 
lives  there  at  the  moment  or  not. 
This  proposal,  I  think,  would  get  rid 
of  the  difficulty  as  to  the  Governor 
ral  of  Canada  and  the  Viceroy  of 
India. 

Mb.  SHGEHY  (Galway,  S.) :  I  hope 
the  objection  to  the  Amendment  will  not 
be  pressed.  The  landlords  seem  to  de- 
sire to  jpresa  their  interests  in  this  case 
to  an  mordinate  extent,  for  they  not 
merely  want  to  have  demesne  lands  in 
possession  of  occupiers,  but  they  want 
power  to  include  in  demesne  lands  any 
land  to  which  they  may  choose  to  give 
the  name  "  demesne  land.''  ["No, 
no!"]  Excuse  me,  but  that  is  so.  A 
landlord  may  have  three  or  four  demesne 
lands,  and  although  he  resides  only  upon 
one,  he  desires  to  stick  by  all  the  rest, 
and  have  them  preserved  to  his  interests 
as  agiunst  the  interests  of  the  people  at 
large.  I  would  urge  upon  the  Gorem- 

Jfr.  S»x(on 


ment  that  they  should  not  stand  by  their 
objection  to  thisclause,  because  the  land- 
lords, although  before  the  new  electorate 
they  do  not  like  to  put  themselves 
against  the  labourers,  are  really  against 
them  at  heart.  They  are  tryioc  to  do 
indirectly  that  which,  if  directly  qnes-  ^ 
tioned  upon  it,  th^  would  altogether 
disclaim.  They  want  to  preserve  theit 
demesnes  and  properties  to  themselTes 
in  the  future  as  they  have  done  in  the 
past.  The  landlord  has  a  perfect  right 
to  the  lands  in  his  possesion,  no  doubt ; 
but  he  urges  his  claim  over  the  border 
when  he  asks  the  House  to  say  that  all 
lands  which  he  may  choose  to  call  in  his 
own  occupation,  but  which,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  ho  ia  drawing  a  rental  from, 
may  be  exempted  from  the  operation  of 
this  Bill,  as  though  he  were  actually 
farming  them  himself. 

Mr.  PYNE  (Waterford,  W.)  :  I  rit? 
on  thiu  occasion  to  say  a  few  words  as 
a  tenant  farmer.  I  must  say  that  the 
last  Labourers  Act  worked  very  badlj, 
in  so  far  as  that  in  the  Union  in  which  I 
am  a  Guardian  one  of  the  largest  land- 
owners— namely,  the  Duke  of  Deron* 
shire,  or,  ratiier,  his  agent— wrote  to  me 
to  say  that  he  objected  to  give  any  Board 
of  Guardians  half-an-acre  in  fee.  I  may 
say  that  I  have  found  that  the  landlords 
all  along  the  line  have  refused  in  everr 
sort  of  way  to  grant  this  land,  and  have 
been  encouraged  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  put  all  sorts  of  obstacles 
in  the  way  of  the  working  of  the 
Labourers  Act.  Not  only  do  they  want 
tosecurewhat  theymaycall  theirdemesne 
lands,  but  they  also  want  to  secure  to 
themselves  their  home  farms.  A  home 
farm,  to  them,  is  every  bit  of  land  from 
which  tlu»y  have  power  to  evict  a  tesaut. 
It  seems  to  me  that  nothing  save  real 
demesnes  should  be  excluded  frooo  this 
Bill. 

Mb.  GIBSON :  I  wish  to  correct  a 
mistake  into  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  has  fallen.  He  says 
the  words  he  proposes  to  insert  are  those 
wherein  the  Act  of  1883  has  an  alterna- 
tive definition  for  the  word  demesne; 
but  if  the  hon.  Member  will  refer  to  the 
Act,  he  will  see  that  that  it  is  not  the 
case. 

SiK  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  (Monaghan,  j 
S.):  What  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  i 
objects  to  is  that  the  landlords  should 
have  the  right  to  claim  a  multiplicity  of 
home  farms. 
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Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  50;  Noes 
98:  Majority  48.— (Div.  List.  No.  46.) 

Afotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  further  proceeding  on  Oon- 
Bideration  of  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be 
now  adjourned." — {Mr.  Johnston.) 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
CflARLEa  Russbll)  (Hackney,  S.) :  I 
hope  the  hon.  Member  will,  at  all  events, 
allow  us  to  finish  this  clause. 

Me.  JOHNSTON:  Then  I  wiU  with- 
draw the  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sia  CHARLES  RUSSELL  :  I  would 
throw  out  this  suggestion  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site— whether  it  would  not  be  well  to 
leave  the  remaining  port  of  the  clause 
as  it  Btands,  so  that  it  will  read — 

"  The  expresnon  *  home  farm '  BboU  not  be 
h(dil  to  apply  to  more  than  one  farm  occupied 
by  the  aame  owner  within  tho  area  of  any  sani- 
tary district ;  " 

and  then  to  add — 

"  except  in  the  case  of  two  farms  being  occu- 
pied BS  aforesaid,  neither  of  which  exceeds 
[blank]  acres." 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  certainly  must  say 
that  that  is  an  extraordinary  proposal. 
One  landlord  may  have  a  very  big  home 
farm,  and  another  landlord  may  have 
two  very  small  ones,  as  has  been  sug- 
gested by  an  hon.  Member  below  mo, 
and  that  would  enable  the  owner  of  the 
large  one  to  escape.  If  one  demesne 
will  satisfy  the  hon.  and  learned  Qen- 
tleman's  purpose  in  one  case,  why  not 
in  this  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON  :  The  clause  will  re- 
quire some  further  amendment.  The 
question  is  which  farm  is  to  be  the  home 
farm  if  a  man  has  two  larger  than  the 
stipulated  limit.  We  should  have  words 
ia  the  clause  to  specify  that. 

SiH  CHARES  RUSSELL:  Both  will 
be  home  farms  if  they  do  not  exceed  the 
stipulated  area. 

Mb.  GIBSON :  But  suppose  one  does 
exceed  it,  and  the  other  does  not,  from 
which  is  the  land  to  be  taken  under  this 
Bill  ?  That  will  have  to  be  provided  for 
in  the  Amendment.  It  might  not  be  a 
very  pleasant  thing  to  allow  the  Sani- 
tary Authority  an  option  in  the  matter. 

Me.  SEXTON  :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  ingenuity  would  havo  more 
point  if  be  had  looked  into  the  esistiog 
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Acts.  By  the  Act  of  last  year  it  is  pro- 
vided that  when  a  site  is  not  acceptable 
to  the  landlord  he  can  offer  one  some- 
wherd  else.  If  he  has  two  farms  and 
does  not  want  to  give  a  site  in  one  he 
can  give  it  in  the  other. 

SiE  CHARLES  RUSSELL:  I  would 
propose  to  fill  the  blank  with  the  figure 
"  30  "  acres. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Take  "25."  The 
Inspectors  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  said  that  the  size  of  the  farm 
should  not  exceod  20  acres. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Does  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  substitute  25  acres  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  RUSSELL:  Yes. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  tho  end  of  the  Clause,  to  add  the  words 
"  except  in  the  vase  of  two  farms  l>oing  occupied 
as  aforesaid  neither  of  which  exceeds  twenty- 
five  acres." — {Sir.  Aitonuy  OcHtral.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  I  should  object  to 
that  limitation.  In  my  opinion  the 
limitation  should  not  be  less  than  100 
acres;  but  the  Government  have  struck 
a  mean  between  the  two.  I  am  inti- 
mately acquainted  with  cases  where 
immediately  one  of  two  home  farms 
would  become  available  were  the  limit 
of  25  acres  to  be  accepted.  I  hope  the 
Government  will  stand  firm  to  thoir  de- 
termination, which  is  a  fair  compromise 
between  the  two  parties. 

Mn.  JOHN  MORLEY:  The  hon. 
Member  speaks  as  if  we  were  inflicting 
some  tremendous  blow  upon  the  landed 
interest  in  Ireland.  All  we  are  doing 
is  giving  landlords  an  opportunity  of 
doing  something  for  the  interest  of  tho 
whole  community.  The  difference  be- 
tween 25  acres  and  50  acres  is  not  very 
considerable ;  100  acres  is  dearly  en- 
tirely out  of  the  question. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  added. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  further  proceeding  on  Con- 
sideration of  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be 
now  adjourned." — {Mr.  Johmton.) 

Mh.  JOHN  MORLEY :  I  think  we 
might  almost  get  through  with  the  Bill 
in  a  few  minutes. 

Motion,  by  leave,  tn'thdrawn. 

Mr.  MAYNE  (Tipperary,  Mid.):  I 
be^  to  move,  in  pa^e  5,  after  Clause  12, 
to  insert  the  following  Clauses : — 


Digitized  by  Google 


1943    Zahourm  {Ireland)  Aeit    {COMMONS}  * 


Amendment  BiJi. 


1944 


(Compulsory  purchase  of  land.) 
'  "  lite  jurisdiction  vested  in  the  Irish  Land 
CommisBioa  by  '  The  Labourers  (Ireland)  Act, 
188j,'  ja  reference  to  the  exercise  of  compul- 
sory powers  of  taking  land  iixt  a  term  of 
years  shall  be,  and  the  same  ia  hereby  extended, 
BO  as  to  include  the  case  of  compulsory  powers 
of  takinf;  land  by  purchase,  and  in  any  snch  case 
tho  sanitary  authority,  instead  of  pursuing  the 
coarse  provided  in  tho  Lands  Clauses  Acts,  may 
apply  to  the  Irish  Land  Commission  to  do  .iny- 
thiDg  vrhich,  under  the  said  Acts,  or  any  of 
them,  may  be  done  by  an  arbitrator,  and  any 
judgment  delivered  upon  any  such  matter  by 
the  Iriah  Land  Commission,  aa  defined  in  section 
twenty-three  of  '  The  Labourers  (Ireland)  Act, 
1885,'  shall  be  in  all  respects  as  valid  and  effec- 
tual as  the  award  of  an  arbitrator  under  the 
Aotsaioresaid." 

I  do  not  think  this  clause  wiU  cause 
much  delay.  I  propose  to  confer  on  the 
Irish  Land  O)mmis8ion  power  to  deal 
with  compulBory  purchase  cases  just  as 
the  Act  of  last  year  conferred  on  them 
power  to  deal  with  compulsory  leasing 
cases. 

New  Clause, — {Hr.  Maynet) — brought 
vp,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Me.  JOHN  MORLEY :  I  only  want 
to  say  one  or  two  words.  Wo  have  no 
objection  to  the  hon.  Member's  object ; 
but  grave  difficulties  may  arise  from  the 
manner  in  which  the  clause  is  worded. 
I  would  propose  that  he  should  with- 
draw the  clause,  on  my  undertaking  that 
when  the  measure  reaches  "another 
place,"  the  Government  will  have  a  pro- 
vision drawn  up  to  effect  the  object  he 
has  in  view.  There  are  many  different 
points  in  the  clause  which  will  require 
consideration. 

Mb.  MAYNE  :  I  will  accept  that  as- 
surance, and  withdraw  the  dauEe. 

Mn.  BEODRIOK:  I  hope  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  provide  an  appeal  to  the 
Land  Commission,  so  that  these  matters 
may  not  be  entirely  settled  by  the  Sub- 
Commission. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Certainly. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  ]ehye,tpithdrawn. 

Me.  SPEAKER:  Now  the  hon. Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Sexton)  can  move  his  Amend- 
ment, on  page  1,  line  21 — 

"  Tho  expression  '  agricultural  labourem  ' 
shall  include  hand-loom  weavers  and  6shennea 
d<dn^  agricultural  work  as  aforesaid,  and  shall 
also  indnide  hordsmsn." 
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Mb.  SEXTON  :  I  think  that  my  clause 
as  it  stands  on  the  Paper — namely, 

"  The  expression  '  agricultural  labonrer*  ia 

the  said  Acte  and  this  Act  shall  mean  a  man  w 
woman  who  does  agricultural  work  for  hire,  it 
any  season  of  the  year,  on  tho  land  of  some 
other  person  or  persons,  and  shall  include  hand- 
loom  weavers  and  fishermen  doing  agricaUanl 
work  as  aforesaid,  and  shall  also  mulnde  heidc- 
men," 

down  to  the  word  "persons  is  already 
in  the  Bill.  What  is  now  to  ba  done  is 
to  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  word 
"persons."  I  propose  to  leave  out  the 
words  you  recited. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  Clause  (Definition  of  agrienl- 
tural  labourer)  the  words — 

"And  shall  include  hand-loom  weavers  and 
fishermen  doing  agricnltur:il  work  as  afotes&id. 
and  shall  also  include  herdsmen." —  {Mr.SatUit.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tbe 
OUuse." 

Me.  PLUNKET:  It  is  difficult  to 
know  what  is  the  effect  of  tfae  clause, 
because  it  has  been  a  good  deal  altered. 
As  I  understand  it  from  the  way  yoa 
put  it,  Sir,  the  proposal  is  to  omit  the 
first  three  lines  in  the  proposed  new 
clause.  If  the  Government  tltoronglilj 
understand  what  is  being  done,  well  and 
good.  I  shall  reserve  any  criticism  m 
that  for  a  clearer  atmosphere. 

Sir  CHAKLES  EDSSELL  :  The  dif- 
ficulty arises  from  the  form  in  which  the 
clause  appouB  on  the  Paper.  The  more 
convenient  course  would  be  to  omit  the 
clause  88  it  stands,  and  substitute  new 
words  altogether. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  BUODBICK:  As  to  this  clause, 
at  this  late  hour  I  shall  deal  with  it  as 
briefly  as  I  can.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
turn  to  Clause  9,  Sub-section  (4),  I  think 
they  will  see  that  this  is  very  important, 
and  has  a  considerable  bearing  on  the 
rest  of  the  Bill.  I  would  make  an 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo. 
Tbe  matter  stands  in  this  way  at  thv 
present  moment.  By  the  Acts  of  1883 
and  1885,  we  have  successively  ^ven  to 
the  Sanitary  Authority  power  to  build 
new  cottages  and  attach  allotments  to 
them,  to  take  old  cottages  and  repair 
them,  or  to  take  old  ones  Uiat  do  not 
need  repair  and  put  allotments  to  them. 
This  sub-section  goes  further,  and  says 
that  where  no  cottages  are  taken,  and 
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there  !b  no  oonneotion  with  house  ec* 
commodation,  ailotmenta  shall  be  taken 
and  given  to  the  inbabitanta  of  neigh- 
bouring villages  or  towns.  I  wish  to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  hoD.  Gentleman 
on  this  ground.  I  think  this  provision 
will  greadj  limit  the  action  and  useful- 
ness of  the  Bill.  Everyone  who  has 
studied  the  question  at  all  knows  that 
there  is  great  difficulty  in  getting  Sani- 
tary A.uthorities  to  put  these  Acts  iu 
force.  ThedtfiSoultyliesinthe  enormous 
expenditure  of  putting  up  cottages  and 
repairing  them,  and  the  consequence  is 
ve  have  been  brought  almost  to  a  dead- 
lock. The  great  object  td  this  Bill,  as 
I  understand  it,  is  to  remove  that  dead- 
lock; but,  side  by  side  with  the  pro- 
Tisions  that  will  do  that,  they  propose 
to  put  in  provisions  that  will  give  the 
Sanitary  Authorities  a  very  easy  means 
of  doing  nothing  at  all  for  the  labourers. 
They  have  only  to  put  their  eye  upon 
a  piece  of  laud,  and  take  it  for  an  allot- 
ment, by  the  simple  process  of  buying 
it  compulsorily,  and  then  they  may  give 
up  the  other  portions  of  the  Bill  and 
adopt  the  dilatory  methods  which  hare 
been  described  from  these  Benches.  The 
hon.  Member  m&j  say  it  is  a  foregone 
conclusion  that  the  Bill  will  be  put 
into  operation  adTantageonsly  to  the  la- 
bourers ;  but  I  submit  it  is  nothing  of 
the  kind,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  if 
the  tenant  farmers  could  be  appealed  to 
at  this  moment,  they  would  unanimously 
go  against  this  sub-section.  In  my 
opinion,  this  is  not  a  landlord's  question 
at  all— not  in  the  least.  "We  all  know 
the  land  hunger  that  exists  in  Ireland. 
The  deeire  to  possess  land  is  the  strongest 
feeling  of  the  tenant  farmers  of  Ireland, 
and  you  propose  to  take  from  them  a  por- 
tion of  their  property  and  give  it  to  the 
labourers.  Her  Majesty's  CbTemment 
must  consider  -whether  this  is  a  fit  sub- 
ject for  a  new  departure  altogether,  for 
X  am  strongly  of  opinion  that  if  those 
who  labour  in  the  towns  of  Ireland  and 
are  not  resident  in  the  country  are  to 
have  allotments  given  to  them,  there  is 
every  bit  as  good  reason  for  the  inhabi- 
tants of  towns  in  the  United  Kingdom 
to  have  them.  If  that  is  to  be  so,  I 
humbly  submit  that  it  is  a  subject  which 
ought  to  be  dealt  with  in  a  comprehen- 
aire  measure  for  both  countries,  and  that 
this  ia  not  the  time  or  the  opportunity 
for  taking  from  the  tenant  farmers  by 


Sieoemeal  what  the  House  spent  many 
ays  of  trouble  in  giving  them  in  1881. 
Although  hon.  Membersmay  be  justified 
in  urging  that  the  labourer  has  a  right 
to  some  portion  of  the  soil,  they  interfere 
with  that  right  if  they  interfere  with  his 
ability  to  make  his  home  comfortable.  I 
would  point  out  that  this  Bill  is  not  yet 
eight  nights  old,  and  the  previous  Act 
hu  certainly  not  failed,  because  it  has 
not  yet  had  time  to  be  properly  tried. 
Seeing  that  the  Party  opposite  are  almost 
pledged  to  deal  comprehensively  with 
this  great  subject,  and  seeing  also  that 
we  have  fbr  Ireland  the  Act  of  1885, 
which  gives  them  greater  power  than 
we  have  in  England,  I  think  we  ought 
to  stop  there.  It  will  be  time  enough 
to  come  here  for  extended  powers  when 
it  is  found  that  the  Act  already  in  ex- 
istence has  not  worked  properly.  What 
is  to  happen  to  our  Legislature  if  we 
are  to  come  here,  year  after  year,  to 
amend  Acts  which  have  never  had  an 
opportunity  of  being  tried  ?  I  hope  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  adheres  to  this 
clause,  the  GK>vemment  will  give  their 
most  serious  consideration  to  this  matter, 
and  will  bear  in  mind  that  the  Act  of 
1881,  which  has  been  so  often  quoted  as 
being  the  fbll  benefit  that  it  was  in- 
tended  to  confer  n^on  the  tenant,  is  in- 
terfered with  by  this  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  pa^e  4,  line 
25,  to  leave  out  sub-section  (d.)~(JUr. 
Broiriek.) 

Question  pTopoaed,  "  That  tiie  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
BilT" 

Sib  OHABLES  BUSSBLL  :  I  think 
the  s^ech  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Brodnok)  was  one  which,  if  it  was  to 
have  been  delivered  at  all,  ought  to  have 
been  delivered  long  before.  It  savoured 
strongly  of  a  seoond  reading  speech. 
He  seems  to  have  foigotten  that  this 
matter  was  disoussed  the  other  evening 
in  Oonomittee ;  but  on  that  occasion, 
which  would  have  been  the  proper  one 
for  him  to  deal  with  the  subject,  he  did 
not  lend  his  presence  to  the  debate, 
although  he  eventually  dropped  in  and 
moved  to  report  Progress.  That  was 
his  sole  contribution  to  the  debate.  Up 
to  the  present,  hon.  Members  both  below 
and  above  the  Q-angway  have  discussed 
this  matter  in  a  business-like  and  har- 
monious way;  and  I  hope  that  we  shall 
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go  on  disouseing  it  in  that  manner 
throughout  the  future  stages  of  the 
Bill.  What  ie  the  hon.  Member's  ob- 
jection? He  objected  to  thecompulsory 
power  being  given.  But  is  it  a  very 
great  advance  to  say  that  what  this 
House  has  already  admitted  may  be 
done  voluntarily  shall,  under  certain 
circumstances,  be  done  compulsorily  ? 
The  hon.  Member  in  his  speech  attacked 
the  whole  Bill ;  and  I  should  like  to 
know  what  he  meant  by  saying  that 
this  question  ought  to  be  put  back  until 
the  Government  were  ready  to  deal  with 
it  in  a  comprehensive  way.  This  matter 
has  been  already  considered  in  Oom- 
mittee,  and  I  think  that  it  is  one  in 
which  the  Government  ought  not  to 
interfere  now.  Therefore,  I  shall  sup- 
port the  clause. 

Mr.  PLTJNKET:  I  do  not  think  that 
my  hon.  Friend  who  has  opposed  this 
Amendment  Itud  himself  open  to  the 
somewhat  fiery  answer  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  It  is  a  subject  on 
which  he  has  a  very  strong  opinion, 
and  although  I  know  we  all  ought 
to  be  here  always,  we  often  find  that 
that  is  impossible.  I  quite  agree  with 
my  hon.  Friend  that  this  large  sub- 
section is  a  matter  which  ought  to  be 
dealt  within  connection  with  the  larger 
question  of  allotments,  and  not  in  a 
Labourers  Bill.  But  under  the  present 
tnrcumstances  of  the  House,  and  as  he 
cannot  obtain  the  support  of  the  Go- 
vernment, I  will  appeal  to  him  not  to 
go  to  a  division. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.):  I 
wish  emphatically  to  repudiate  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  Attorney  General  (8ir 
Charles  Russell)  that  I  and  those  who 
act  with  me  have  any  intention  of  sitting 
in  a  Parliament  in  Ireland. 

Me.  BRODEIOKt  After  what  has 
fallen  from  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Flunket),  I  do  not  wish  to 
take  up  the  time  of  the  House  further ; 
but  I  must  dissent  from  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  as  to  nnr  absence  on  a 
previous  occasion.  My  absence  was  due 
to  the  misfortune  of  the  Government 
going  out  of  Committee  an  hour  sooner 
than  they  expected. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  I 
rise  to  Order.  The  hon.  Member  has 
already  spoken. 

Me.  BEODRICK  :  I  will  not  contest 
the  matter ;  but  I  will  point  out  that  the 
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hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  8extaD) 
made  two  speeches  a  little  while  ago. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toithdrMcn. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Sligo,  8.)  :  I  beg  to 
move,  after  Clause  9,  at  end,  to  add  the 
following  sub-section  "(f.)  Any  exist- 
ing cottage."  The  object  of  wis  Amend- 
ment is  to  get  over  this  difficultj.  As 
the  matter  stands  at  present,  if  a  cottage 
is  in  good  repair  the  Guardians  have  no 
power  to  buy  it ;  and  the  difficulty  would 
therefore  arise  of  the  labourer  having 
one  landlord  for  his  land  and  anotho 
landlord  for  his  cottage,  and  that  may 
lead  to  this  further  dilficultj,  that  sup- 
posing the  labourer  displeases  the  land- 
lord by  taking  a  cottage  from  the 
Guardians,  be  might  raise  the  rent  for 
the  land  so  as  to  make  the  house  uid 
land  of  no  use  whaterer  to  him.  What 
I  want  is  to  enable  the  Ghiarclians  to 
purchase  any  existing  cottage,  as  as  to 
obviate  this  difficulty. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  pag;e  4,  line 
26,  at  the  eud  of  Clause  9,  to  insert  the 
following  sub  -  section  :  —  •*  (c.)  Anj 
existing  cottago." — {Jfr  Sexton.') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  JOHN  MOELEY:  I  am  very 
sorry  that,  in  spite  of  the  in^nious 
argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo, 
I  am  unable  to  support  this  Am«tdmeiit, 
which  would  create  a  very  g^reat  ezta- 
sion  of  the  existing  principle.  The 
existing  Act  punishes  the  owner  of  a 
cottage  out  of  repair  by  giving  the 
Guardians  compulsory  powers  of  pur- 
chase ;  but  I  cannot  see  by  what  prin- 
ciple of  equity  you  can  give  compulsory 
powers  in  the  case  of  a  cottage  that  is 
in  good  repair. 

Mb.  SEXTON  :  Because  the  per- 
missive  powers  are  null  and  void. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOELEY :  The  object  of 
the  Bill  is  to  provide  suitable  dwellings 
for  the  labourers ;  but  if  they  have  them 
at  present,  then  I  say  it  is  inconsistent 
with  the  spirit  of  the  Act  to  introdace 
the  compotiory  principle. 

CoLoiTBL  NOLAN :  The  Chief  Secre- 
tory has  been  so  attentive  to  the  wishes 
of  Irish  Members  with  regard  to  this 
Bill,  that  I  am  sorry  he  is  not  able  to 
accept  this  Amendment.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  regards  this  matter  from  an 
English  point  of  view,  and  not  from  the 
point  of  view  of  Ireland,  where  matters 
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are  very  different.  For  my  part,  I  know 
that  this  is  one  of  those  points  which 
the  people  of  Ireland  coosiaer  most  im- 
portant, and  if  it  is  not  accepted  the 
person  who  will  be  punished  wnl  be  the 
man  who  puts  up  a  good  cottage  for 
himself.  If  he  puts  up  a  bad  cottage, 
then  you  give  him  half-  an-aore  of  land  ; 
but  if  he  puts  up  a  good  one,  then  you 
deprive  him  of  the  benefits  of  thin  Bill. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.)  :  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  la- 
bouring under  a  mistake  when  he  sug- 
gests tiiat  it  vould  be  a  hardship  to 
take  a  half-acre  of  laud  compulaorily. 
The  owner  will  get  a  good  price  for  it, 
and,  therefore,  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Q-entleman  has  missed  his  point.  The 
position  will  be  this,  that  if  the  tenant 
builds  a  decent  cottage  and  has  no  land, 
the  Board  of  Guardians  have  no  power 
to  give  him  any.  The  cottage  will  not 
be  a  holding  for  which  a  fair  rent  can 
he  fixed  or  perpetuity  of  tenure  obtained 
under  the  Land  Acts ;  but  if  the  laud- 
lord's  land  is  near  by,  and  they  give  him 
some  of  that,  the  landlord  may  become 
80  annoyed  that  be  may  put  on  a  large 
rent  on  the  oott^e  and  drive  the  tenant 
out. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  will  not  press  the 
matter  further  at  this  hour  of  the  night ; 
but  I  feel  very  strongly  that  very  serious 
results  will  happen  in  regard  to  the 
working  of  the  Bill,  if  this  provision  is 
not  inserted. 

Me.  BRODEIOK  :  This  Amendment 
would  give  the  Guardians  the  power  to 
take  the  whole  cottage  property  of  Ire- 
land without  any  distinction  whatever, 
and  without  reference  to  the  question  of 
sanitary  oonditioD.  It  is  a  most  extra-  j 


I  ordinary  principle,  and  I  am  glad  the 
Government  have  not  accepted  it. 
Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  48 ;  Noes 
66:  Majority  18.— (Div.  List,  No.  46.) 

Bill  to  bo  read  the  third  time  To- 
morrow. 

0EOFTEE8  (SCOTLAND)  (wO.  2)  [ADTAWOES]. 

Conaidered  in  Committee. 

(Id  tbB  CommittaQ.) 

B«*olved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  aathorise  the 
Commuaionen  of  Her  Majesty's  Treasory  to 
make  advanoefl,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided 
by  Parliament,  to  tbe  Fisbery  Board  Scot- 
land,  for  the  parposes  of  loans  to  persons  en- 
gaged in  tbe  fishing  induetrj,  un(^r  the  pro- 
Tisiona  of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Tenure  of  Land 
by  Croften  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of 
Scotland. 

Besolntton  to  be  reported  To-morrwc. 

MOTIONS. 
— a— 

CAPE  fiACE  LIGHTHOUSE  SILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  0.  Acland,  BUI  to  provide 
for  the  transfer  to  tbe  Dominion  of  Canada  of 
the  Lighthouse  at  Cape  Race,  Newfoundland, 
and  its  appurtenances ;  and  for  other  purposes 
connected  therewith,  ordered  to  be  hronght  in 
by  Mr.  C.  Acland,  Mr.  Maodella,  and  Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan. 

Bill^wm<^,andiead  the  first  time.  [Bill  161.] 

BURIAI.  QBOUITDS  (SCOTLABS)  ACT  (1835) 
AHENDUEKT  BIZX. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Preston  Bruce,  Bill  to 
amend  "Tbe  Burial  Grounds  (Scotland)  Act, 
18fi5,"  orderedto  be  broaght  in  by  Mr.  Preston 
Bruce,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell,  and  Mr.  Donald 
Crawford. 

Billjnv«fNf«tf,  and  read  tltefirattime.  [BilllfiS,] 

Hooae  adjourned  at  hal  f 
after  Three  o'dook. 
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ABRAHAM,  Mr.   W.,  Glmwrgm^ 
BJwndda 
Church  of  Engtaod  in  Walet,  Baa.  844 

Abkahah,  Mr.  W.,  'Zumuk,  W. 
Irehind— Qoesttons 

Orine  and  Outrage— MaHetous  Bming  of 
Uay  at  Newoastle  Weet.  Co.  Ltmerkdc^ 
OompentatloD,  708,  794 
Lnnatie  Aaylums— The  Beard  of  OoTemors 
—  Llmerlek  District  Lunalio  Asjium, 
1808 

Poor  Law  —  Rating   Qoalifloatlon  for  a 

Guardian,  809 
Pott  OBoe  (Telegraph  Department)— Tole- 

gra|di  Offlo«»  Shnnagoldon,  Co.  Limetiok, 

1780 

AotATO,  Mr.  A,  H.  Dyke,  Ttrh,  W.R., 
Jtotherham 
Parliamonurr  Papen  —  Publle  Sale— Qoar- 
terljr  Lists,  1880 

TOIi.  OOQUL     [ZBIBD  skbub.] 


AcLABD,  Mr.  0.  T.  Brke  (Secrstaiy  to 
the  Board  of  I^e),  ComwM, 
Ltmncnton 
Artitani*  Dwellings  (Metropolis),  S37 
Uarbonr  Conmlsaioaors,  LiabUUiea  of,  1880 

Addison,  Mr.  J.  E.  W.,  A9hion-mtitr- 

Franoe  —  Arreot  of  HoHn.  WeymM  dht 

Oioron  489 
Ground  Renu.  Res.  1011 
High  Oonrt  of  Justice  —  Irregular  Atteadaaoo 

of  OBBoers,  1481 
Publio  Health  Aots  (ImprovemeM  Expenses), 

SR.  878 

Sale  of  Intoxioating  Liqnon  on  Saodaf,  SR. 
88S 

ADUntAUTT  —  Knrt  Lord  (m#  Bifos, 
Mar^neos  of) 
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AsHDULTT — Oivil  Lord  («m  Dopf,  Ur. 
B.  W.) 

A]»cx&Az.TT— SeozetaiT  to  (<m  Hikbxbt, 
Bight  Hon.  JT.  T.) 

AsTooATX,  The  Lord  ($00  Balfovb, 
Bight  Hon.  J.  B.) 

MAardmr  ef  BUkop  ffatuttnjrtoii— Qaettioii,  Mr. 
PnUstOD  :  Annrar,  Tbe  OndM*  Beonlur  of 
SUto  for  Fonifn  AflUra  (Mr.  Brjoa) 
Jfar99,1489 

AfHM{Ba9t  CoMt) 

^NMMttwu  lit  ZaxMibar,  (KaMtton,  Mr. 
Hntton :  Annrer,  Tba  UDdw  SflcwUry  of 
SUt«  for  Forrign  AflUn  (Mr.  B17M] 
Jfor  11,  488 

OtrwuM  Amtaaiiemi  in  Zangiiar,  (^iwMioB, 
Mr.  Hotton ;  Answer,  Th«  Under  Seere- 
Ut7  of  SUte  for  Foreipi  Affalrt  (Mr. 
Br^oe)  Jfor  19.  1869 

Zaniibar  DaUmitation  Commiition,  i^neitlon, 
Mr.  F.  S.  StereDion  ;  Anawer,  Tho  Undsr 
SMrotary  of  SUto  for  Foroign  AtMra  (Mr. 
Bryoe)  Jfor  11,4«8 

TTte  Skm  Trai$  Bhu  Book,  Qa«stioii,  Mr. 
Batton  ;  Ahvot,  The  Under  SeoreUry  of 
SUto  for  Foreign  Afbin  (Mr.  Brjoe) 
JTm*  11,  iM 

Africa  (R»d  8m  Cwut) 
Oeoi^Mtion  by  Italf  of  Meu$otoah,  Qaeitions, 
Mr.  Jowph  Gowen  ;  Annrera,  The  Under 
Soeretery  of  Sute  for  Foroign  AflUra  (Mr. 
Brroe)  Mmr  SS,  1481 

4fHea  (South) 
BanMoMd,  ^aoetion,  Mr,  Leske ;  Aniwer, 
The  Under  SeoreUrj  of  Sute  for  the 
Colonies  (Mr.  Oebomo  Morgan)  Jfor  11, 

BtehvanaUmi—Sir  CharUt  Warren's  Expe- 
dition, QooMioD,  Mr.  Pwtnuin:  Auwer, 
The  Soorotarj  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Oamp- 
belKBanaermiui)  ifiir  8,  UT 

^^ttem  and  SmOh  Afriem  St^edtttpia—  The 
War  Contraett,  Qaettion,  Dr.  CaoMTon 
Answer,  Tbe  Surveyor  General  of  the  Ord- 
nanoe  (Mr.  Woodall)  Mar  11,  441 

The  Boert  and  the  Swanet,  QuettioB,  Sir 
Robert  Fowler ;  Answer,  The  Under  Seore- 
tarr  of  Sute  for  the  ColonEoa  (Mr.  Oeborne 
Motgm)  Mar  35.  \195 

The   Tnauvaal  Convention,  Question,  Mr 
Klmber ;  Anawor,  The  Under  Secretarj  of 
SUto  tar  the  Colonies  (Mr.  Osborne  Uomn) 
Uarl^VtA 

Aoo-Gabdkbe,  Mr.  J.  T.,  CheUtnUm 
Inland  Rereinw—Aaieiniient  of  the  Ineome 
Tax.S78 


AiXKir,  Mr.  H.  G.,  Pmhnit  #  Smer- 
HaT7— Pembroke  DoekTard,  1779 

Aixisoir,  Mr.  B.  A.,  Cumhtrland^EtUtU 

ParliamenUry  Frooedore,    Committee  os  — 
Alteration  <St  the  Roles  of  Debate,  8S5 

AxBBOSB,  Mr.  W.,  MiddUtex,  Bamm 

Loeal  TaxatlOB  (Inddenoo),  Roa.  1081, 1181 

Akstbutheb,  Sir  B.,  8t.  An^w»tk'- 
Cbareh  of  S«otlaiid,sa.  1100 

Arbitration  Bill  [h.l.]  {The  L«ri  Jkmm^ 
I.  Read  9*.  after  shoH  debate  Mar  9, 320  (No.  It) 

AsXT  ( Qve*tioH$) 

Cavaby  Troop  Oj/Uere,  Qaostion,  Urd  EtmsI 
Hamilton  ;  Answer,  Tbe  Flnaneial  SeenliiT, 
War  Department  (Mr.  Herbert  Gladriost) 
Mar  SS,  1639 
Deaih  of  Private  Aheme  at  Beifiut,  Qaaitim 
Mr.  Soxtoo :  Answer^  The  Chief  Seeretur 
for  Ifelaad  (Mr.  Jobs  Horley)  Mea  18,  IITI: 
Mar  S9. 18M 
BMptian  and  South  African  Expeditietti-  Tk 
War  CeneracU,  QoesUon.  Dr.  Csasm; 
Answer,  The  Sarreyor  General  of  the  Ori- 
nanoe  (Mr.  Woodall)  Mar  11,  441 
EnfieUi  8maU  Arvu  Faetory-IHithmyt  tf 
Workmmt,  QneitioiM,  Sir  Baaij  1>hr, 
Visoonnt  FolkestOM ;  Answen,  The  S*> 
oretary  of  SUte  for  War  (Mr.  CsnpW- 
Bannerman)  Afar  ff,  14;  QoesUM,  Mr. 
Kitobing  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  Stits 
for  War  (Kr.  Campbell-Bannennan)ifarll. 
448  ;  Qnestion,  Visoonnt  FoUesteos;  Ai. 
ewer.  The  Secretary  of  SUte  for  Wir(I»r. 
OampbeU  -  Bannerman),  470  .—"Staiaf 
Out'^ Bmkplo}/t»,  Qnestios,  Viaoosnt  Folk*- 
stone  ;  Answer,  The  SecretaTj  of  Sute  fcr 
War  (Mr.  Campbell.  Baanerman)  Jbr  It, 
977 

India 

Indiam  MUitary  Eetaitiskwuntt,  QsNtlos, 
Mr.  James  Haelean :  Answer,  The  Vm 
Seerotary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  Ugte* 
Kay-SbnttlewoTth)Jrar  23. 1480 

Inepectore  of  Army  Sekoole—Pay  and  JBjw- 
aneet—Roifal  Warrant,  1881. Qaestioii,  Nr. 
Sidney  Herbert ;  Answer,  Tbe  Under  Sews- 
Ury  of  SUto  for  India  (Sir  Ughtred  E4- 
Sbnttlowortb}  Mar  11.  488 

JKnfitel  Service  HvmOao.  Sir  Gayer  Hsi- 
ter ;  Answer,  The  Under  Seerstary  of  SlM 
for  India  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay-ShrttlewirtW 
Mar  13,  689 

The  VeuHway  EetabUthment,  ftwsUoi, 
Colonel  Duncan ;  Answer,  The  Under  $(«» 
tary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  Ughtred  Kaj- 
Shnttlewor^)  Mar  IS,  630 

Infamtry  of  the  Line  (Ifumien),  ^MrtiM,  lb. 
Brand  ;  Answer,  The  SeereUryof  Stats  ftr 
War  (Mir.  CampbeU-BanneimuJ  JAr ». 
150S 
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Abht— incNd— ooDt. 

UmUa  SU^t  —  N'OH-Gommiiiioned  MiegrM, 
QoMtioii,  OfdotMl  Waring :  Anaww,  Tb«  Ft- 
Daneial  Seeretorjr.  War  Dopartment  (Mr. 
Herbert  Gladstone)  Mar  15,  614 

Ofie«ra  of  the  Beaerve  Corpt,  Question,  Colonel 
Haghos-Uallett ;  Answer,  Ibe  Seeretarjr  of 
State  for  War  (Hr.  Campbell-BuDernuin) 
Mm-  20,  1789 

Orthancs 

Beany  Strvtea  Ovmt,  Qoettien,  Mr.  Brand  ; 
Attawer,  Tbe  SeereUrj  of  Stete  for  War 
(Hr.  Campbell- BuDnerman)  Mar  9,  293 

Stmfy  of  MarHtti-Bmry  Jtifiet,  Qneition, 
ViMOunt  Folkestone  ;  Answer,  Tbe  Seore- 
Utj  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell- Ban. 
nerman)  Mar  S,  li 

Vote  of  J$aae  Bempton,  Qneatlon,  Hr.  M.  J* 
Kenoj  ;  Aosww,  Tbe  SecreUrjr  of  State  for 
War  (Hr.  Campbell*  Bannerman)  Mar  33, 
1477 

I>eftrred  Petuiotu — Ctue  of  Jame$  Hraiy, 
Qaeetion,  Mr.  P'Hanlon ;  Answer,  The  Fi- 
nanelal  Secretnrj,  War  Department  (Mr. 
Herbert  QIadstoae}  Mar  II,  455 

Re4Srviting,  (^ettion,  Sir  George  Campbell ; 
Answer,  The  SecreUr/  of  SUte  for  War 
(Hr.  Campbell- Bannerman)  Mar  26,  1701 

BiigimSntal  Statiitiet,  Question,  General  Pra- 
ser ;  Answer,  The  Seoretary  of  State  for 
War  (Hr.  OampbeU<Banneniuui)  Mar  15, 
809 

Bewardi  for  DitHnguitked  Servieet,  Question, 
Mr.  T.  11.  Bolton  :  Answer,  The  Seoretary 
of  State  for  War  (Mr.  CampbelUBsnnerman) 
Mar  6,  13 

RiM  Rangei —  Wormwood  Seruhbt,  Question, 
Mr.  Iloward  Vinoent ;  Answer,  The  Seore- 
tarj  or  Stete  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Ban- 
nenuan)  Mar  9,  294 

SobUor^  RaHoiu,  Observations,  Dr.  Farqnbar- 
no  ;  debate  thereon  Mar  2S,  1569 

Swfhu  Store*  —  The  Plant  of  the  Svakin- 
Berber  Railway,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Jaokson; 
Answer,  Tbe  Seeretarj  of  sUte  for  War 
(Hr.  Oampbell-Bannermao)  Mar  II,  477 

FetenMrf 

^tiring  Ofictr$  of  the  VottaUeer  Force,  Ques. 
tion,  Hr.  Uitobell  Uenrj ;  Answer,  The 
Seeretai-j  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman)  Mar  8,  99 

Sergeants  Major,  Question,  Mr.  Alexander 
Hall ;  Answer,  Tbe  Seoretary  of  State  for 
War  (Hr.  Oampbell-Bannermao)  Mar  18, 
1179 

Vaeaneiei  for   SubalUme,    Question,  Hr. 

Howard  Vinoent  ;  Answer,  The  Seerelarj 

of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman) 

Mar  19,  1363 
Volunteer  ArttlUrg,  Obterratlons,  Mr.  Hark 

Stewart  ifar  3-3,  1564 

Teomanrtf  —  Minimum  of  Attendance  at 
Cavalry  Troop  DriUi,  Question,  Obserra- 
tions.  Lord  Harris ;  Replf,  Tbe  Under 
Seoretwr  of  State  lor  War  (Lord  Saad- 
barit) :  abort  debate  tbenon  Mur  %%,  14«7 


Abut — oont. 

War  Department  —  Qovemment  Oimlnute 
Abroad,  Questions,  Sir  Henry  Tyler ;  An- 
swers, Tbe  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 
Oampbell-BanBeniian)JAr  11,438;  JTorlS, 
800 


Arn^  (Annnal)  Bill 

{Mr.  Secretary  Campheli-SannermaM,  The  Jui^e, 

Advocate  Omeral,  Mr.  Hibhert) 
e.  Resolutions  in  Committee  Mar  32 

Resolutiona  reported,  and  agreed  to  Mar  23, 
1727 

Ordered,  That  the  Resolution  wbieb,  apon  the 
10th  day  of  this  instant  March,  was  reported 
from  the  Committee  of  Supply,  and  tbeo 
agreed  to  by  the  Hoose,  be  now  read ;  and 
the  same  was  read,  as  followeth  : 
That  61,400  men  and  boys  be  employed 
for  the  Sea  and  Coast  Guard  Serrices, 
for  the  year  ending  on  the  81st  day  of 
Haroh   1887.  inelading  12,900  Royal 
Harinei 

Ordered,  That  leare  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  provide,  during  twelre  months,  for  tbe 
Diseipline  and  RegnlaUoa  of  the  Army; 
read  1<>«  [BUI  150] 

Read  30  *  Jfitr  35 

Army  {Auxiliary  Fore»e)—Th»  FbhmUtr 
Capitation  Grant 
AmendL  on  Committee  of  Sawply  ifw  99, 
To  leave  out  from  "lliat,^  add  "for 
the  thorough  eSeienoy,  maintenance,  and 
development  of  tbe  Voinoteer  Force,  an 
immediate  increase  in  the  present  oapllatton 
grnnt  is  absolutely  and  urgently  necessary  " 
{Mr.  Soward  Vinoent)  v.,  1506 ;  Question 
proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ae. ; "  after 
debate.  Question  pat;  A,  187,  N.  166; 
M.  21 ;  Dir.  Ust,  Ayes  and  Noei,  15S4 

Army  (  Ordnance  Department) 

Moved,  "  That  a  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  whole  qoestloM  of  saDS,  and 
the  working  of  the  Factories  at  Woolwich, 
Enflold,  and  Birmingham "  {Mr.  CarhOt) 
MKT  98,  1709;  afUr  diort  debnt^  Hotien 
withdrawn 

Arrtart  of  S*nt  {Ireland)  Act,  1882— Ifr. 
Senry  M^Bougall,  Agent  of  the  Qor- 
manetown  M»taie,  Co.  Meath 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Sa^y  JAir  12,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  add  "  in  the  opinion 
of  this  House,  it  is  tbe  duty  of  tbe  OovemmeBt 
to  inatitato  a  proaecutien  of  Hr.  Henry 
H'Dougall,  agent  of  tbe  Gormanstown  eatata 
in  tbe  connty  of  Meath,  Ireland,  who  re- 
covered money  under  the  Arrears  Aot  in  a 
ease  in  which  no  arrears  were  due,  either 
under  the  section  of  the  Arrears  Act  which 
is  coneemed  with  such  eases,  or  for  perjury  " 
(ifr.  CUmoy)  v.,  718;  QnesUoD  proposed, 
"That  tbe  words,  *e.;"  after  debftte, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 
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AsHBOTTBin,  X<ord 

Orim«  and  Oiitr»|e  (Ir*Us4)  —  Hardw  of 
Pfttriok  FinUy,  Woodford.  Co.  Galwa;,  T0», 
T74 

Law  of  EvidtDM  Ame&dmanl,  Oomn.  add.  d. 
14TS 

hamej  AoU  AmmdnMBt,  Comm.  1148 
Trinitr  Coll«g«,  Dablin,  Motion  for  a  Sdeot 
Commtttoe,  14M,  14M 

Athebzbt- JoHEB,  Ut.  L.,  Durhgm,  N.  W' 

LoMl  TuBtiOB  (IneMenw).  Ras.  IMS 

Attobnxt  Gbhiral  (<m  Busselz.,  Sir 
0.) 

^w^twAmmm  CoUmttt  I%$ — 8$parM\9n  of 
North  QuMMlmUfrom  Quniultmi 
(^amtioD.Ur.M'Arthor:  Aniwer.  Tb«  Under 
Swiratarr  of  State  fbr  the  Oolooiei  (Mr. 
Oeboni*  Morgan)  JTor  18, 810 

BADnr-Fomzx,  lb.      Lwtrpool,  Kiri- 
iaU 

Ohanben  of  OonoMroe— Diitribation  of  Par- 

liamentarj  Papera,  1864 
Derenoea  of  the  Empire — CoallBg  Stations, 

818. 1M9;  —  Colonial  and  Imperial  Naval 

Foroea,  1483 
Manebeiter  Ship  Oaaal.  474,  47S 
Pott  OSh>e,  Sabinacioe  Tolegrapb  Oontraet 

(St.  Vttaeent  to  the  Weit  Coaet  of  Africa), 

Res.  T6,  T7 
Trade  Statirtioe— The  Trade  of  Irehnd,  10 

Baqoaiut,  Ifr.  E.,  LamUtk,  Brutton 
Oompeaeation  fivDanufM,  Oomm.  1820  ;  el.  3, 

loss 

Parliamentarj  Begleter— Testrjr  Clerk  of  St. 
Panerae,  1788 

Baibd.  Hr.  J.,  Zanark,  If.  W. 
Oroften  Seottaad  (N*.  SJ,  SR.  188 
Saotland— Prieons— Barllnnle  Prison,  888 

Baxbb,  Ut.  L.  J.,  SomoTiet,  Fromt 
Sopply— Pnbtlo  BaildlnfS,  Great  Britain,  088 

BAXJ^>IrA,  Lord 

Bors^  Police  and  Uealth  (SeotUnd),  3R.  16S4 
New  PsUio  Ofloee— NaUonal  Portrait  Odlon, 
606 

BiLTOUB,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.,  JAnmAm^, 

S. 

Oroftere  (Sootland)  (No.  >),  SR.  188,  303, 

311,318,314 
Harboart  of  Reftige,  Res.  000,  070,  071 
Labonrera  (Ireland)  Aole  Amendment,  Comm. 

•L  1,  T81 ;  ef.  3,  787.  788 
Loeal  Taxation  (loeidenoe),  Res.  1004, 1697 
Poblie  Health  Aoti  (ImproTement  Expeneae), 

3R.  S74 

Sale  of  Intoxloating  Liqaors  on  Sandav,  3R. 

400 

Searoitj  of  Emplorment— The  Retnm,  470 


Bai^tjb,  Bight  Hon.  J.  B.  (Lord  Ad- 
Tooate),  CUckwuumtn, 
CroSers  (Seotland)(No.  3),  tR.  184,  lit,  181 
Harrisgee  Validity,  SR.  MM 
Sootland —Qneetione 

Pertrae  Piet^Iale  ef  Sk7«— Death  of  Itr. 

Dr.  Maekar.  TOO 
Teaare  Remoral  Bin,  1163 
Sootland — Law  and  Joatioe — Qnestiooe 
AdminUtrattoD  of  Jnetioein  KJrkwall.l»l 
Mr.  Crawford,  Sheriff  Clerk  of  BwwiA- 

abire,  18A8 
Mr.  John  Tarlor.  Sheriff  Olerk  of  Qn- 

vMij,  971 
The  Procorator  Fiaeal  fiw  Rom  and  tn- 

mart;,  973 
The  Rev.  Matthew  Armoar,  068 
Soppl;  —  Ciril  Servioea  and  ReraaM  Dapert- 
menu.  1800,  1304,  ISOO 

Baxjqub,  General  Sir  G.,  Smmrimt 
Axmj  Estiatatee  —  Clolfaios  FaliMiabMils 
Berriees,  and  Snp^as,  1^ 

Baitoub,  Mr.  G.  W.,  ZmA,  Cmirwl 
Oroften  (Scotland)  (No.  3),  3R.  178 

Banhrvpiey  Aet,  ISSS—Dittiot  of  Ofieitb 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor :  Aaawer,  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  ttn. 
della)  Mar  18,  1165 

Btmkmpttiy  —  Appomtrntnt  of  Auidmi 
Simoert 

Qoaatioa,  Mr.  Uonel  Cohen ;  Anawer.  Tk 
Praaideat  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Via 
della)  Mir  88,  1788 

Babolay,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Forfmrthvrt 

Orofters  (SeoUand)  (No.  3),  SR.  Sl« 
Railway  and  Oaaal  Traffle,  Motion  Ar  Lian, 

089 

Sootland— FiabOTlaa—Reglitratiom  of  KtUv 

Boata,  1108 
Sni^T— Royal  Palaeai.  489 
Tenon  Remoral  (Scotland),  1103 

Baatlbt,  Mr.  G.  0.  T.,  liUngton,  N. 
Oboreh  of  England  in  Walea,  Rea.  866 
Local  Taxation  (IneideDce).  Bee.  1663 
Metropolia— Work  for  the  Doeaplt^ad — ^Ha* 

Police  Station  at  Holloway,  444 
Poat  Offloe  Savings  Bank,  1800 

Babttblot,  Colonel  Sir  W.  B.,  Buun, 
North  W*tt 
Sa^jAjr  —  Sarraya  of  the  Uaited  Kt^den, 

Basb,  Sir  M.  A.,  Stafford,  Burtom 
MhlUad  Railway,  SR.  391 

BAiTUAmr,    Mr.   A.  A.,  CmmUrwtU, 

Feekhim 

Metropolis— Dwellinn  of  the  Workii^  ClaasM 
—The  Middlesex  Hooaoa  of  IMontiea  and 
Oorraotloa,  470 
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Bbaoh,  Bieht  Hon.  Sir  U.  E.  Hioks- 
Briitolf  W. 
Annr— Soldier's  Ration,  1581 
Arm7  {Auziliarr  Fonwa)— VoloDtoer  Capita- 
tion Gnot.  Rfls.  1080 
Ghnroh  of  England  In  Walei,  Res.  S61,  363 
Oontagioui  Diseases  Aoti  1806-1869,  Res. 
«96 

Grown  DaUos,  Roi.  1884 
GomnnMnt  of  India  —  The  Joint  OommlttMi 
1183 

Ground  Renta,  Res.  1048 
Ireland  —  Legialative  Union  —  Addraa  of  fche 
Pmbrterian  Chnroh,  888 
Polic7  or  th«  MiDiitry,  1871, 1878— State. 

ment,  1808 

Labourera  (Ireland)  Acta  Amendment)  Comm. 

add,  el.  1440,1446 
Loonl  Taxation  (Inoidenoe),  Res.  1704 
NaTj  (Efficiency),  Res.  886.  899 
Parliament  —  Bnsiness  of  the  Houae,  1003  ;— 

Arrangement  of  SoppI;,  1480,  1428 
Parliament— Baainess  or  the  House  —  Notiooa 

of  Questions,  Ros.  703,  706,  713 
Post  Offloe,  Snbmarine  Telegraph  Oootraot 

(St.  Vincent  to  the  West  Coast  of  AfHoa), 

Res.  78 

Trade  and  Commereo  —  Bonntles  on  Sugar 
Prodnotiou— ReUliatory  Duties,  1801  ;— 
British  Oommereiat  Interests  AbrMd,  447 

Bbadbl,  Mr.  W.  7.,  Mwex,  Chtlmford 
Post  Ofltoe—  Savings  Bank  DeposlU,  801 

BxAVOHAHP,  £arl 

Lanao7  Aoti  AnMndment,  Comm.  1140 

Bbhh,  Mr.  G.,  OUugow,  Cmtrul 

Chnroh  of  Seotlaad,  SR.  1104,  1108 

Bektinok,  Bight  Hon  G.  A.  0.,  WTtilt- 
haven 

Contagions  Diseases  A«ta  Repeal  (No.  3).  SR. 

1908,  1909  I  Amendt.  1910 
Fariiameot — Business  of  the  Honte — Arrange- 
ment of  Sappl7,  1498 
Rnles  and  Orders  of  tlie  Hoose — Prooednre 
at  Qoeetion  Time,  1004, 1000 
Parliament — Bosinesa  of  the  HeoiB- Notices 
of  Questions.  Res.  701 

Bbrbsfoed,  Lord  0.  W.,  Mm'yUhoM,  H. 
Nary  (Effiotenoy),  Res.  827,  866,  904 
Navy  Estimates — Wages,  Ac.  to  Seamen  and 

Marines,  1883,  1847 
Rlrers  ParlfloatioD,  3R.  1006 

Bbthbll,  Oommander  G.  B.,  Torh,  E.R., 
Meldemen 
Nary  (EffloleDoy},  Ree.  888 

BxooAB,  Mr.  J.  Q.,  Oovan,  W. 

Ireland — Questions 

Lav  and  Jnstiee — CaTao  Grand  Jury,  1104 
Reformatory  and  lodnstrial  Schools — Ap 

partenanoea  of  Land,  801 
Royal  Irish  OonsUlwIary— Hiring  of  Cars, 
1104 


BiawooD,  Mr.  J.,  Fimhwry^  B. 
DUjnalifleationof  Votere— The  Uboor  Teat* 

BiBKBECE,  Sir  E.,  Norfolk,  S. 
Ezoiso — tlome  Grown  Tolweoo,  114 
Fishing  Industries  (England  and  Wales)— In- 

sUtntion  of  a  Fishery  Board,  08 
Uqaor  Traffle  in  the  North  Sen^-ConhraiMO 

atthe  Hague,  110 
Post  Offioe— Rnral  Postal  DaUrerios,  977 
RiTOn  Pnrifloatlon,  3R.  1049 

Blaks,  Hr.  J.  A.,  CmrUw 

Harbowa  of  Refiwe,  Rei.  874 
Mavy— H.M.S.  '•INamoDd,"  808 

Blaub,  Mr.  A.,  Armagh^  8, 
Ireland — QnesUona 

PariUmentary  Eleetiona  —  Mid  -  Armagh 
Division  —  Distorbance  at  Tanderagee, 
899 

Registration  of  Voters  Act — Payment  of 

Clerks  of  Unions,  487 
Royal  Irish  Constabniary — Rolei  of  Loea- 

tioa  of  Conaubles,  1474 

BLtnn)£LL,  Oolonel  H.  B.  H.,  Xm- 
eashir*,  8.  fF.,  Inct 
England  and  Ireland— A  Snbmarine  ToBnel, 

117 

BoAsD  OF  Tbase— President  («m  Kw- 
TUSLLk,  "Bight  Htm.  A.  J.) 

BoABD  07  TsADE  —  Secretary  to  (w« 
AauBD,  Mr.  0.  T.  B.) 

BoLTOV,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Stirling 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic*  Uotion  for  Leave, 
078 

BoLTOiT,  Mr.  T.  H.,  St.  Panerai,  N. 

KTtaj — Rewards  for  Distingniahed  Scrrioes, 

13 

Compensation  for  Damages,  Comm.  1888 

Gr«and  Rsnti,  Res.  1080 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Worlu  (Water  Supply, 

AO.),  3R.  80 
Snp^— Pnblle  BnildlDga,  Great  Briton,  083, 
044 

Royal  Palaces,  489 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Amendment,  8R.  740 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  (Eitraordinary)  Amend- 
ment, 8R.  1788,  1748 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  (Eztnordinair)  Red«ip- 
tioa,  1709  1^ 

BooRD,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Cfremtcieh 
Uetropolitan  Board  of  Worka  (Wider  Supply 

Ao.),  3R.  83 

BoBLASB,  Mr.W.  0.yCornvaU,8i.JiuUU 
Barbonrs  of  Refbge,  lUi.  600 
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S&nuo  —  Acqumtion  of  Tirritoiy  hy  ike 
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NaUonal  Gngagementa,  Res.  1420 

North  Sea,  Liquor  TnflBo  in— Oonfitrenee  at 

the  Hague,  116 
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U.M.  Agents,  1806 
Vacoination— The  Island  of  Riigen,  1802 
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Army  (Auxiliary  Foroes>— Volunteer  Capita- 
tion Gnat,  Res.  1530.  1531 
Army  (Ordnaneo  Department),  Res.  1719 
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BotdikiHOaii,  1177 
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SerTioes,  and  Supplies,  1890  ;  Amendt.  1391 
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Craften  (SeotUnd)  (No.  9),  1184 
Currene/,  4o.-Tho  Apprvolation  of  Gold, 
460  ■  ' 

Eg7pt- Questions 

Cost  of  the  Army  of  Oooopatioo,  1470, 

1480,  1587.  1643 
SondaB— Sutkin,  793 
9yMem  of  Pension*,  1478, 1470 
India  -Railways— Bengal    Oantral  Railway 

Company,  1633,  1634 
Merchant  Shipping— LoM  of  the  **  Oresoii." 
Canard  Uner,  1701 


Cahpbiu,  Sir  O.— Mif. 
Metropolitan  Poliae-»PMiriOM— Sir  Sdwl 

Henderson  and  Ur.  Vallier.  461 
Parliament— Ilusineas  of  tha  llooss— Anai^ 

ment  of  Supply,  143G 
Supply- British  Museum  Buildings,  hi% 
Publio  Bnildiogs,  Great  Britain.  541 
Royal  Parka  and  Piflaanra  Garden^  W 

Oahpbeix,  Mr.  H.,  F»niiana§h,  8. 

Ireland— lUilwaya— The  Beltnrbet  Rsilnf- 
Bridge  over  the  Ballinamore  Ciuial,  IKT 

London,  Brighton,  and  Soath  Coast  Railnr, 
SR.  966 

Parliamentary  Elecliona  (Ireland)— Uj^bA- 
aooea  at  the  South  Fermanagh  EIseli«- 
Assault  00  John  M'Manus,  7^ 

Supply— Honsea  of  Parliament,  533,  513 

Oaufbell,  Mr.  J.  A.,  GlMfOwmiJOir 

dMn  Uhivertitw 
Churoh  ofSeotland,  SR.  1091 

OAHTXBBtntT,  Arohbiehop  of 

Parish  Churches,  2R.  946 
Union  ofBenelkea,  3R.  1610 

Cape  OoUny — Pro$scuUon  for  L^^Sa. 
J.  Q.Lon 
Question,  Mr.  Mason ;   Answer,  The  Usttr 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Co1<niei  (lb. 
Osborne  Morgan)  J/arl8.  1161 

Race  loffhthouM  Bill 

(Jfr.  a.  AaUHd,  Mr.  MunMia,  Jfr.  (Umi 
Morgan) 

0.  Ordered;  raad  1"  •  JWo*  35         [BiU  Ifll] 

Oabbutt,  Mr.  E.  H..  Mmmouth,  ^c. 
Ordnanoe  Departmeat,  Res.  1709,  17S1 

dition 

Question,  Colonel  Hnghea-Hallett ;  Anmr, 
Tbe  Under  SeoreUry  of  Suto  for  India  (Sir 
Ughtred  Kay-ShnUlaworUi)  Mar  l«,  97* 

Ohahbbblaiv,  Bight  Hon.^J.  (M- 
dent  of  the  Local  Govenimnt 
Board),  Birmingham,  W. 
Ground  Rents.  Res.  1048 
Uai  hours  of  Refuge.  Ret.  657,  663.  670.  <TI 
Local  Taxation  (Inotdenet),  Rea.  1645,  INl, 

1688.  1689.  1704 
London  Hoapitala— Highgate  H«tpilaI,6H 

Homerton  Hospital,  634 
Metropolis,  Distress  in— East  Bad — Dvelliip 
for  the  Poor.  103 
Outbreak  of  Fever  in  St.  George's  Seko^ 
Ashford,  633 
Paroebial    GoTeroment— Right  to  Tots  *l 

Veatries,  818 
Poor  Law  (England  and  Wales)— Queslieoi 
Aged  Coaplea  in  Vorfcbousec,  468 
CoUeetion  of  Rataa  at  Ore«kaiiie.'ia8 
Salariai  of  Poor  Law  Oflloials,  63^ 
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Chubibluv,  Right  Hon.  J. — coal. 
Publio  HMllfa— M.  Fut«ar*a  Treatmeot  of 

Hydropbobit,  4M 
PoWIe  HoaUh  AeU  (IroproTenwnt  ExpeasM), 

9R.  S78 
Riven  Purifioation,  2R.  1006 
Soareitjr  of  Emplo/meDt— Th«  Return,  479 
Sobool  Fmi  of  Non-Pauper*.  3R.  Motion  for 

Adioununent,  1734. 1786, 1730 
VHouution— Fatal  ReadU  at  Ryde  (Isle  of 
Wigbt).  109 
Repeal  of  Oompnbory  VaoelBation,  1178 

Chambers  of  Commereg — DiiMhution  of 
Parliamentary  Popart 
t^uestioD,  Mr.  BftdflD-Powell ;  Answer,  The 
SeoreUi7  to  the  Treanirr  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Powler)  Har  19.1S«4 

Oeaitob,  Ur.  F.  A.,  KUkmny,  8. 

Ireland— High    Court   of  Joatioe  (Queen's 

Benoh  Di*i^on}  — -  Jndgee    Laweoa  and 

O'Brien,  10 
Ireland— Arrears  of  Reat  Act,  1882— Mr. 

Henry  M'Doiigall,  Agent  of  the  Gorroans- 

town  Eatato,  Co.  Meaih,  Res.  738 
Labourer*  (Ireland)  Aott  Ameadment,  Oooud. 

add.  a.  I93a« 1988,  1949 
Treea  (Iivland),  Conald.  I8S4, 1820 

Ohakcellob,  The  Lord  (m#  Hbrsohxll, 
Lord) 

Oharoeixob  of  the  Duoh7  of  Lutoabteb 
(«M  HxinAOB,  Bight  Hon.  E.) 

Ohanoslloe  of  the  £iXOH£QUEa  («m 
Habooukt,  Biffht  Hon.  Sir  W.  O. 
V.) 

Ohannino,  ULt.  F.  a.,  Northamptont  £. 
Parliament— Diviiiou—Waata  attbt  Time  of 

the  Houae.  643 
Railwar  ^nd  Canal  Triflic,  Motion  fiir  Leave, 

084, 080 

Charity  CommittioMrs 

Scliemet  of  AlUAmettia—Lady  Dodtfft  Charity, 
ElUthinvwh,  Buekt,  Qaestlon,  Or.  FMter  ; 
Answer,  The  Vico  Preaident  of  the  Oonnoll 
(Sir  Ljon  Playfair)  Har  23,  1680 

The  E<^ieati<m  Department — Prepar^ion  of 
iS^eA^mM.Qnoation,  Mr.  Conybeare  ;  Anewer, 
The  Vioe  Preaident  of  the  Counoil  (Sir  Lyon 
Plajfair)  Jfar33.  1483 

The  Paroehial  Cliaritiei  of  the  City  of  London, 
Qnestlon,  Mr.  Carvell  Williams ;  Answer, 
The  Yioa  President  of  the  Couooil  (Sir  Lyon 
Play&ir)  JTsr  8. 110 

Ohzldsbs,  Bight  Hon.  H.  0.  E.  (Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment), Edinburgh,  8. 
Coal  Mines  BUI,  980 
CoatSutliUci,  1885,  1171 


Chiuubs,  Right  Hon.  H.  0.  E.— eonf. 

Compensation  for  Damages  —  Residents  in 
North  Lambeth,  804 

Compensation  fiir  Damages,  Comm.  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  1810,  1319,  1833,  1334;  r^.  3, 
1930;  Amendt.  I93S  ;  el.  4,  Amendt.  ib., 
1938 :  cl  0,  Amendt.  U.,  1939,  1990  ;  el.  7, 
Amendt.  ib. 

Compulsory  Purahase  of  Land  Compensation, 
9R.  1773 

Contagious  Diseases  Aets  Repeal  (No.  3),  SR. 
1010 

Criminal '  PnMeontioni— The  PnUls  Prose- 

entor,  18 

Drowned  Persons  (IMseovety  and  Intannent}, 

3R. 1773 

Eriotion  of  Pitmen  (Durham),  460,  460 
Harbours— Dover  Harbour,  810 
Ijiw  and  Jastioe— Questions 

Cardiff  Coonty  Court— Welsh  Witnesses, 
1778 

Durham  Quarter  Sessions  —  Inequality  of 

SentenoM,  446 
Foreihore  of  Tynemonth  Harboar,  114 
Imprisonment  for  Contempt  of  Court,  0 
■  Law  and  PoUoe— Cost  of  the  Police  Fore*,  IS 
Magistracy  (England  and  Wales)— Worthing 

Magistrates.  Sussex,  8 
Marriages  (Honrs  of   Solemnisation),  3  R. 
1401 

Married  Women  (Maintenanee  in  Case  of  De- 
sertion), 3R.  1770 

Metropolis — <laestions 

Dwdlingi  of  the  Working  OImiss— Inqnlry 
nt  St.  James  and  St.  Jtdm,  Clerkenvell, 
465,  477 

Processions  of  the  Unemj^oyed,  1794 
Pnblic  Meetings,  16 

Work  for  the  Unemployed — Mew  Poiiee 
Station  at  Hoiloway,  440 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Worki  (Water  Supply, 

An.),  2R.  83 
Metropolitan  Police  Court*— Fioea  and  Penal- 
ties, 466 

Metropolitan  Foliflo— Pensions — Sir  Edmund 

Henderson  and  Mr.  Walker,  464 
Mines  Regnlatioo  Act,  1798 ;— Bog  Colliery 

Explosion,  6 
Navy  Estimates — Victuals  and  Clothing  for 

S  eamen  and  Marines,  1386 
ParllamenUry    Eleetions  —  Patmt  Ballot 
Maohine,  1493 
Polling  Arrangements,  476 

Police  (England  and  Wales)— Disturbance  In 

Leeds,  1639 
Prison  Discipline— TreadnUllSf  1808 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Snnday,  9Et. 

807,  640 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Snnday  (Dur- 
ham), SR.  1768,  1766 

Supply — New  Harbour  at  Dover,  058 
PaUio  Buildings,  Great  BriUin,  041 
Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Qardens,  000 

Tithe  Rent-Charge  Amendment,  SR.  1746 

Tithe  Rent-Charge  (Extraordinary)  Amend- 
ment, SR.  1789, 1743 

Trnok  Aela— Infringement  in  South  Wales, 
480 

Weilmlmter  Hall  (Reetention),  1106 
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OHOttUHiLL,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  B.  H.  S., 
PtddingioH,  8. 

krmj  EitiniKtm  —  Clothing  EatftbtUhmsnta, 

SerrioM.  and  Soppliea,  I8i8 
Compalaorjr  Parob&M  of  Land  GompenMtion, 

3R.  1771 

Dnr«aaioD  of  Trade,  Oommiaaioo  on— Tba 

KItw  Cunwoy,  1401 
India.— The  Independflot  Nktire  SUtea— The 

Mmrtini-Heni?  Rififl,  107, 108 
Labourer*  (Inlftod)  AeU  Aneodineiit,  Comm. 

add.  el.  1441,  1447 
Local  Taxation  (Inoidenee},  R«*.  I7O8 
National  EngagAmenta,  Res.  1408 
Parliament  — Busineaa  of  the  Hontt— Amoge- 

mant  of  Snpplr,  1437.  US8 

Chureh  0/  .England  »  WaUt—B^^  title 
ChoToh  of  ScoOuid  Bill  {-Vr.  Am%,  Th« 

Marqum  of  Stajbrd) 
«.  Hond,  ''That  Ui«  Bill  b«  now  rud  3^" 
Mar  17, 1087 
Amendt.  to  lean  oat  "  now,"  add  "  Dpon  this 
daj  six  months "  {Dr.  Cameron);  Queatioo 
proposed,  "  That  '  now,*  4o. ; "  after  long 
d«bat«,  Qaestion  pot;  A.  179,  N.  203; 
M.  S3;  D.  L.,  A.  and  N,  11S9;  words 
added ;  mai&  ituation,  aa  aoMndad,  pat,  and 
agrMdto;8R.pntofflbr^moBtha  [Bill  8] 

Civil  Strviej  Writ$rt 
QaMtion,  Lord  Claud  Hamilton  ;  Answer,  The 
SeoreUr;  to  the  Treasnr;  (Mr.  Ilenr}  H. 
Fowler)        11,  404 

OLAX&YtUr J.  J.,  Dublin  Co.,  N. 

IrelandWbmaix  Park  (DnbllD)— Prlfate  En. 
oloBures,  1 763 
Piers  and  Harboora— Ilowth  Harbour,  620 
Ireland— Arrears  of  Rent  Aot,  1882— Mr. 
Henry  M'Doajall,  Agent  of  tbe  Gomians* 
town  Estate,  Go.  Heath,  Res.  718,  729 
l*ariiament— PrlTl1q(o— Dnplloata  Signttorea 
to  Petitions,  831,  1784,  I78« 

OuBE,  Dr.  G.  B.,  Caithntts 
Committee  on  Indian  Administration — Place 

of  Inquiry,  037 
Education  Department — School  Grants  tn  the 

Highlands,  1475 
UarlMurs  oT  lleruge,  Res.  081 
Royal  Lirer  Society — Report  of  the  Inapaetor, 

16 

South-Eastera  Europe— Tbe  Grteeo-Turkish 

Frontier,  1703 
Supply— <;iTil  Servioes  and  RoTenoe  Depart- 

meata,  ISOO,  1803 

OxABKB,  Ur.  E.  G.,  Plymouth 

FisbEng  Indostriea  (England  and  WiJea)— In- 
atitation  of  a  Fishery  Board,  07 

Coal  Kinos  Bill  {SW  Stchard  Cro»$, 

Mr.  Stuart-  Worthy,  Mr.  Jbtirootfj 
e.  Committee  *—B.p.  Mar  10  [Bill  03] 

Uered,  "That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress and  ask  Imto  to  lit  agdo*'  {Sir 


Coal  Min4s  «ont. 

/M0pA  P4a$e) ;  after  short  datete,  l^antka 

pnt :  A.  138.  N.  69 ;  M.  09  (D.  L.  39) 
Moved,  "  That  tbe  Committee  have  lesTe  to 

ait  again  To-morrow"  {Sir  R.  AuluUm 

Oo«i),914  ;  Amendt. to leare out "To-fflor. 

row,"  insert  "  upon  Wednesday,  tbaSlildtf 

of  tbia  instant  Mareh"  (Mr.  5«ttn)  •.; 

Qaestion  proposed," ThattlMWMdi,*e.;" 

after  abort  debalo,  Amendt.  witMnm; 

main  Qtieation  pat,  and  agreed  to 
Qneation,  Sir  R.  Asaheton  Croaa;  Aum, 

The  SeoreUry  of  State  for  the  Home  D^art- 

ment  (Mr.  Cbtlders)  Mar  10, 980 

Coal  Minot  Rogulaiion  Act—Wiigiitmi 
Soalot 

Question,  Mr.  Forwood ;  Aaawar,  The  Pivi- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (>lr.  HaadtlU] 

Maris,  1108 

Coal  Statiiiie»,  1S85 
Qaestion,  Mr.  M'Larea  ;  Anaver,  The  Sasr*. 
tary  of  Sute  for  tbe  Home  DepaztBeot  (Kt. 
Childen)Jfar  18,1171 

Cobb,  Mr.  H.  P.,  Warwiekj  8.  Jt.,BM^ 
Crown  Dnties,  Res.  1378 
Lav  and  Jastioe— "  Bryce  v.  BasdeB"-Sir 

Artfaur  Gordon,  1787,  1788 
Paroehial  Goremment— Bight  to  Vote  at  V» 

tries,  818 

OoHEir,  Mr.  L.  L.,  PadHngUmj  N. 
Bankraptoy  —  AppoinbnMt  of  Asriataat  Ba- 

oetvera,  1788 
Goupenaation  for  Damage*,  Comm.  IMS 
Crown  DaUas,  Rea.  1885 
Maooheater  SUp  Canal.  SB.  371 
Railway  and  Canal  Traflle,  HotiM  for  Laa>^ 
088 

Oozxnras,  Mr.  J.  (Secretan-to  thoLoal 
GtoTemment  Board),  Iptvoiek 

Disqaalifloation  of  Voters— Hie  Labour  Tot, 
17 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Water  Sv^h 

Ac.},  3R.  80 
Parliamentary  Register— Vestry  Olerfc  of  St. 

Paneraa,  1788 
8  A  7  Win.  IV.,  «.  80,  a.  17-RagMiir  of 

Harriagei  at  Conway.  1788 


Colonial  JEmploymmt—Jtaiind  MUitvg 
and  Naval  OJteert 
Qaeation,  Sir  Gayer  Hanter ;  Answer,  Th* 
Under  Secretary  of  State  (or  tbe  CoIobw* 
(Hr.  Oabome  Morgan)  Jfer  19, 630 

Colonial  Po»tal  Arrangmmtt  ~  PtiM 
,    Mail  Steamort—  Vaneomtr  and  Sia$ 

^on0 

Question,  Obserrations,  The  fisil  of  ^ 
rowby;  Reply,  Tbe  Secretary  «f  StaU  br 
the  OolODiei  (Earl  OnuiTm*)  JXv  8.  M 
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OoLONiEs^Secretary  of  State  for  {$«* 
Qkahtille,  Earl) 

O0LONZ88 — Under  Secretaryof  State  for 
(m  IfoBOAH,  Bight  Hon.  G.  Os- 
borne) 

Colwm$  —  Imptrial  Federation  —  Con/tr- 
enee  during  the  Colonial  Exhibition 
Qnoslion,   Mr.  Howard  Vincent ;  Answer, 
The  Flrct  Lord  of  tbe  Treunry  (Mr.  W. 
K.  tilndttone)  Jfin*  S8,  ISOO 

OoLYnxB  of  OuLKOss,  Lord 

Herobant  Ship^nf  —  Light  at  Portland 
Breakwater,  0SS 

OoKUBBXLL,  Admiral  Sir  J.  South' 

Defeneei  of  the  Empire— Deftnoe  of  Coaling 

Slstioni,  1560 

Egyptian  Expedition— Service  lo  tbe  Nile  Ex- 
pedition, 6SS 

Navy  (Effioienoy),  Res.  851,  885 

Navy  Eitimatea— Viotuals  and  Clothing  for 
Seamen  and  MarineB,  1286 

Parliament— Besiness  of  the  House — Arrange- 
ment of  Supply,  liS6 

CommisaionerB    ClauBOB    Let   ( 1817 ) 

AmendmM&t  Bill        (^i"-  H^»rotinfbm, 
Mr.  Thotn—  Print,  Mr.  WinterMham) 
t.  Ordered ;  read  l"  •  Mar  10         [BlU  130] 

OOMMITTEB  OF  OoONOIL  ON  EdVOATIOIT — 

VioeFMsident  (^mPlatfaiBi  Bight 
Hon.  Sir  Lyon) 

Compensation  for  Damages  BUI 

{Mr.  S$erttnry  ChikUr;  Mr.  Broadhunt) 

9.  Se$ideHtt  in  ybrth  Lambeth,  Qaestion,  Qenenil 
Fraaer;  Aniwer,  The  Secretary  of  Sute  for 
tbe  Uome  Departmeat  (Mr.  Ohilden) 
Mar  10,  804 

Committee— B.P.  Mar  18,  1314 

Committee ;  Report  ifor  30. 10S4 

OoMFTON,  Lord  W.  G.,  Warteiei,  Strat- 
ford-upon-Avon 
Trade  and  Commerce  —  Britlih  Commercial 
Intereata  Abroad  —  iDitmctioiu  to  H.M. 
Agenta.  1801 

Oompnlsory  ParduuM  of  Lutd  Compensa- 
tion Bill  (Jfr.  M'Larm^  Mr, 
BoiiUkwwrtk,  Mr.  Jot^k  BoUoHy  Mr,  Jtttt 
Cottingt) 

c.  Ordered;  read  !»•  Mar  IT        [Bill  Hfi] 
SR.  deftrred,  after  abort  debate  Mar  14, 1771 


Consolidated  Fnnd  (No.  1)  Bill 

{Mr.  Courtntjf,  Mr.  Chaneeltor  of  th*  Exeh$' 
quer,  Mr.  Smry  S.  Fowler) 

e.  Readntlon  in  Committee  Mar  16 

Resolotion  reported,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill 
ordered ;  read  I'  •  Mar  17 

Read  2»*  Mar  18 

Committee*  ;  Report  Mar  19 

Considered  ■  Mar  33 

Bead  8»*  3far  S3 
I.  Bead  1>  «  {Barl  QranvUle)  MarW 

Consolidated  Fond  (No-  8)  Bill 

{Mr.  Courtney,  Mr.  Chancetler  of  tht  Sxehe- 

quer,  Mr.  Benry  B.  Fowler) 

c.  Resolutions  in  Committee  Mar  18 

Resolutions   reported,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill 

ordered  ;  read  l"  *  Mar  10 
Read  2°  "  Mar  29 
Committee*:  Report  ifor  33 
Considered  *  Mar  31 
Reads-*  JTorSff 

Contagioue  I>iiea»e»  Actt,  1866-1869 
Moved,  "Tbat,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Honee, 
the  CoDtagioaa  Diaeases  Aots,  186e-18e9, 
ought  to  be  repeiUed"  {Mr.  Statufeld)  Mar 
le,  981 

Amendt.  at  end,  add  "due  prorision  at  the 
same  time  being  made  for  the  continued 
maintennnoe  of  hospital  aeoommodation  with 
adequate  treatment  of  women  Tolantarily 
■eeking  admission  and  medieal  oare"  (<Str 
^oAii  Komwway) ;  Qnestion  proposed, "  That 
thoae  words  be  there  added ; "  after  debate, 
QneatloD  pat;  A.  181.  N.  S45 ;  M.  114 
(D.  L.  30}  i  main  Qnestion  pat.  and  agreed 
to 

Contagions  Diseaiei  Acts  Repeal  Bill 

{Mr.  Jmee  Stuart,  Mr.  Stanifdd,  Sir  Jtobtrt 

Ftwler) 

e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  Mar  10  [BlU  83] 

Coatagioos  Diseases  Acts  Bepeal  (No.  2] 

Bill      {Mr.  StoH^eld,  Mr.  Jamet  Stuart, 

Sir  Soiert  Fowler,  Mr.  Whitbread,  Mr. 

Surt,  Mr.  Henry  Wihen) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read       Jfor  18         [Bill  147] 
Moved,  "That  tbe  Bill  be  now  read  S»" 

Mar  25,  1908 
Amendt.  to  leave  ont  "  now,"  add  "  npon  this 

day  six  months  "  {Mr.  CaventHth  BenUnek)  ; 

Question  proposed,  "That  'now/  Ae.;" 

after  short  debate,  (^aestioD  pat,  and  agreed 

to 

HidD  (^mtlon  pot,  and  agreed  to ;  BUI  read 

3* 

ConUtgiom    Diteaws   {Animaii)  Act— 
Fleuro-Pneumonia 
QnestlOB,  Mr.  Dookhami  Aniwer,  The  Ohan- 
I       eellor  of  the  Doohy  of  Laneaiter  (Mr. 
Heneage)  Mar  0, 11 


Digitized  by 


Goog 


OON  OOB 


(  INDBX ) 
ao3. 


OOB  OBA 


OoKTBVASS,  Ur.  0.  A.  T.,  OommUl, 
Cambemt 

Churitf  OommiHtcoien— Education  Depart- 

mflnt,  li83 
Harboon  of  VUfagt,  R«.  676.  677, 678 

OooK,  Mr.  E.  E.,  fFut  Bam,  JV. 

MetropoliUD  Board  of  Work*  (Thutras,  *eO. 
SB.  1183 


CooKB,  Mr.  0.  W.  E.,  NewimgtM,  W. 

Metropolis — Work  for  the  UmmploTtd-— The 
New  Street  ftom  Oraat  Dom  Street,  Bo- 

roagfa,  470 

Palace  of  Weatroineter — Keeper  of  theTletoria 

Tower,  466 
Poet  Ofiee— -ProTWiHial  AppointmeDU,  466 
RepreaentatiTe  OomameB^  Rei.  41,  48 

OooTB,  Ht.  T.,  Buntingdm,  8. 
Farllamentar^  Eleetiont— Patent  Ballot  Ma- 
eUne,  148S 

Copyhold  Enfraaohiiement  ffiU 

{Mr.  GhmrltM  Jma,  Mr.  Ortf^r^^  Mr.  Stafori 

Sovard,  Mr.  Ftrguton,  Mr.  Mtl  r) 
e.  Committee  •—B.F.  Mar  88  [BUI  86] 

OoBBBT,  Mr.  W.  J.,  fFifklow,  S. 

Ireland — Qoeatione 

Charitable  Btqoeati  —  The  Eaton  Beqaeet, 
448 

Inland  Narigation  and  DnUoage— Barrow 
Drainage  and  Ardglaas  Harbour,  1178 

Piera  and  Harboun— Wioklow  Harbour- 
Loam  to  the  Commiuionflra,  1960  The 
Baronial  Guarantee,  16S3 

Put  OfBoe— Rural  Letter  Carriers— The 
Ballinglea  and  Mojne  Poitnaa,  449 

Publio  Lnitatio  Aijlams,  306 

Wicklow,  Distteie  in,  1476 
Poor  Law  (England  and  Walea)—  Outbreak  of 
Fern  in  St.  Qeorge'g  Sehoda,  Aahford,  633 

GoBBETT,  Mr.  A.  L.  C,  9hugow,  TVadetion 
Oronnd  Rente,  Bee.  1086 


CoBK,  Earl  of 
Ami]r(AnxiIiarj  Forces) —Minimum  of  Attend- 
anoo  at  Teomanrjr  Caralrj  Troop  Drilla, 
1468 


Cornwati,  Duchy  of—Ths  Coinago  Butiat 
Queations,  Mr.  Bradlaugfa ;  Aneweie,  The  Se- 
orctary  to  the  Treaaurr  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler)  Mar  3«,  1791 

Uotu 

Ooeitlon,  Mr.  Puleiton ;  Aniwer,  The  Attor- 
ney Oenarml  (Sir  Oharlei  RueeU)  Mm-  38, 
1488  ' 


OoBBT.  Sir  J.  P.,  Arm^k,  llii 

Ireland— Legialatire  Union  — AdtraBoT  thi 

Preebjrterian  Cbareh,S98 
Trinity  College  (Dublin)— Tenueef Hatt- 
ing of  Laoie,  1861 

OossHAM,  Hr.  H.,  Briiiol,  S. 

Bankrupted  Court  (London)— AppoiitMatef 

Mr.  Gi&rd  at  R^atrar,  1866 
Harboura  of  Refnge,  Ree.  679 
Loeal  Taxation  (fneidenoe),  Bei.  1681 
National  Engasemoite,  Raa.  1418 

Cotton,  Oapt.  E.  T.  D.,  Chethirt,  WitrA 
Loeal  Taxation  (Ineidenoe),  Bet.  1674 

OoUBTNBT,  Hr.  L.  H.  (Chainaan  of 
Oommittees),  Comw^,  BUmk 
Ktrnj  Eatimaten  —  Clothing  EataUi^Mrti, 

Senrioea,  and  Snpplies.  1904.  1896, 1991 
Coal  Minee,  Comm.  909 
OompeoBation  for  Damagei.  Comm.  el.  5,  l|N 
Felixitowe  Railwajand  Dock,  SR.  4S8 
Labourera  (Ireland)  Acta  Amendmeot,  Cobub. 

el.  1.  734  ;  el.  11,  1483  ;  cl.  13, 1434, 113S: 

add.  el  1480, 1441, 1446 
London,  Brighton,  and  Sooth  Ooait  Eden, 

3R.  868.  969,  961 
Lanaor— Vacating  of  Seata,  Comm.  90S 
ManQhester  Ship  CauO.  2R.  368,  370 
Narr  Eatimates  —  Wages,  itc.  to  SeuMO  vd 

Marinea.  181S.  1316, 13S0,  1381 
So  hool  Feea  and  Non-Paapera.  1734 
Snrolf— Honaai  of  Parliament,  669.616.52) 
Royal  Palaoei,  487,  491 

OowBw,  Mr.  J.,  N«ioea»tle-on-7^nt 
E{7P^— 0«ap^on  by  Italy  of  Uinonh, 

Ireland— InrectniMiU  of  EngUah  Capital,  U18 
Parliament— Bnainees  of  the  Houe— Natim 
or<lneatfoa^Res.704 

OovfXB,  Earl 
Natiowa  Maaeamt-STaoing  Op«l^  He- 
tion  for  an  Addreei,  630 

Oox,  Mr.  J.  B.,  CUir»,  B. 
Ireland— (toeitlone 

Board  of  Worits— Loan  to  the  Weit  Cbn 

Railway  Company,  16 
Contagious  Diaeasea    Aet  —  VeUriBirr 

Portal  Inspectors,  463 
District  Inspector  Tilly,  Case  of,  liSS 
Lunatic  ABjlums— Return  of  SalariM,Ae. 

of  Chief  Offlcer^  1081 
Tramways  and  PuUie  Compaaiet  Aot— Tia 

Weat  Clare  Railway,  1888 

OaASBORirs,  Tisoount,  ZtmtaMMn, 
Barwm 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Acta  Amendmeat,  Cmsb. 

cl.  1,  783  i  d.  4,  Motion  for  report^  ft*- 

greu,e30,931 
Supply— Royal  Parka  and  Pleeiare  Qariwi 

506 
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Obasbboox,  YiHonnt 

Btunuh,  Albin  of,  1400 1  —  Allwad  Dmn- 
gerooi  Pofition  of  a  Otrrlson  near  Mandal»x, 
410 

Dorfl  and  Obioler  Bailwar,  SR.  1400 
Drill  Groands.  SR.  8 

GoTemiaODt  of  India,  MoUoo  for  a  Select 
Committee — Joint  Committee  of  Inquiry, 
410 

Ireland  —  Crime  and  Oatrage  —  Morder  of 
Patriek  Finlay,  Woodford,  Go.  Galwajr.  783 

Law  of  Evidence  Amendment,  SR.  327 ; 
Comm.  add.  el.  U7S 

Lunaoj  Acta  Amendment,  Comm.  1148 

Metropolis,  Diiturbanoes  In  the,  Roe.  707 

Parish  Chorebea,  2R.  947 

Obsiceb,  Mr.  W.  B.,  8hor»dUoh,  Sag- 
geriton 

Law  and  Joatioe  (England  and  Walea) — Britiib 
Mnaeam— DinniHal  of  WiUlam  Brl|^twel), 
110,  478 
National  Engu|ementi,  Bee.  1419 
Workmen  on  GoTomment  Balldlnga,  190 

Crofters  (Scotland)  (No-  2)  BUI  CB"i  ns] 

(Mr.  Trntlf/an,  The  Lord  Advoeate,  Mr, 
Bolieitor  &»n«ral  fw  Bootlani\ 
«.  Mored,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  S" " 
Hot  8,  130 

Ameodt.  to  leare  ont  from  "  That."  add  "  it  ia 
requialte  that  any  nteaeore  intended  for  the 
improrement  of  the  condition  of  the  popnU' 
tion  of  the  Islands  on  the  West  Coast  of 
Sootland  should  make  prorision  for  assisting 
tbe  Tolnntarj  enalgration  of  familiea  from 
oongeated  district*"  [Mr.  Samtay)  v.; 
i)tamim  propoeed,  That  the  words,  Ae.  i " 
after  long  debate.  Amende  withdrawn 
Main  Qoeation  pot,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  3" 
^lestioat,  Mr.  Maofarlane ;  Answers,  Tbe 
Scoretuy  far  Sootland  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
liar  IB,  836  ;  QnaaUon,  Sir  George  Camp- 
bell; Anawer,  The  Secretary  for  Sootland 
(Mr.  Jraveljan)  ifar  18. 1184 

CrofUrt  {Scotland)  (No.  3)  [JZmiMinr- 

tion  to  Offleen,  Sfc] 
e.  Bet.  oonddend  in  Committeo,  and  agreed  to 
Mar  11,  600 
Rea.  reported  Mar  19 

CrdUrt  {awOtmi)  {JSTo.  3)  [^AHUiMf] 

t.  Bee.  oooaldered  In  CoBunlttea,  and  agreed  to 
ifiir90.1S0O 
Bei.  reported  Ifiv  96 

Oboutton,  Mr.  0.,  Staffordehin,  Lath 
'  Piri>lie  Bealth  Aeta  (ImpraTement  Expenaea), 
9B.371 

Obobb,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  B.  A.,  Lama- 
thire,  S.  W.,  Jiewten 
Accidents  in  Mines.  Royal  Commladon  on — 

Tbe  Report,  1364 
Cbnroh  of  England  in  Walea,  Rei.  809 
Coal  MInea  Bill,  980,  881 
Ooal  Minei,  Comm.  908, 909,  ttl,  014,  910 

[omU. 


Obom,  Blgkt  Hod.  Sir  R.  A.- 
Felixatowe  Ri^lway  and  Doek^SR.  499 

Ireland — Prisons— Consolidation,  1160 
Marriages— Hoars  of  Solemnisation,  3R.  1453 
Sale  of  Intozioatiag  Lionws  on  Sonday  (Dpr- 
bam),  9B.  1764,  1766 

Obobsubt,  Sir  S.,  Sufolic,  LwwtoH 

Fishing  Indnatrioa  (England  and  Wales)— Insti- 
tutioo  of  a  Fishery  Board,  S9 


Cbossican,  Major-Qeneral  SirW.,  Ports- 
mouth 

Contagions  Diseases  Acts,  1860-1869,  Res.  994 
Harbours — Dover  Harbour,  810 
Nary  Eatlm^ea— Wages,  Ao^  to  Seamen  and 
Marinea,1988 

Crown  Dutw 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  19,  To 
leave  ont  from  "  That,"  add  "a  limitatioa  in 
point  of  time  should  be  applicable  to  Ua- 
biliiiea  for  duties  to  tbe  Crown "  (Mr. 
Qre(/ory)v.,  1870;  Qoestion  propoeed,  "That 
the  words,  Ao. ;"  after  diort  debate, 
Amendt.  wiUidrawn 

Currencjff  &e. — Awr»ciatim  of  Gold 
Questions,  Sir  George  Campbell,  Mr.  Mon- 
tagu ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Mondella)  Mar  il,  460 

OuBBiz,  Sir  D.,  P§rih»hir0t  W, 

Nary  (Effleiency^  Ret.  848 

OuEzoH,  Viscount,  BueU,  Wjfoombe 
Depression  of  Trade— OTertineiaGoTeroment 
Faetories,  641 

Cwtomo  {Sattiblithm&nU)  London — Sur- 
veyors 

Qnestion,  Colonel  Maklns;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  tbe  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler)  Mar  9,  994 

Daties,  Mr.  D.,  Cardigan 
Supply— Honsea  of  Parliament,  016 

Dawsoit,  Mr.  B.,  Ltodt,  E. 
HariMninorBefiice,Bea.648,603,  694 

DXA87,  Ur.  J.,  Uvgo,  W. 
Ireland— Qnestiona 

Distreas  in— Sapply  of  Seeds,  138 

Uutd  Law  Aet,  1881— Sab-Comminioners 

—  Sittings  in  Cork  City,  396 
National  School  Teaohers— Gratuity  to  a 
Deoeaaed  Teacher's  Representatires  — 
Caae  of  R.  (VFlynn,  Newport,  Co.  Hayo, 
449 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Pelioemen  as 
Tenants  of  an  ETloted  Farm— Oaae  of 
Sergeant  O'Donnell,  630 
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De  Cobain,  Ur.  £.  S.  W.,  3«i/a$t,  E. 
Ireliind — QuMtioni 

A  Separate  Parliament,  1807 

Crime  and  Oatraca — AUaok  apon  RcT.  W. 

P.  Eeamaj,  E^bwU,  llfte;— SUto  of 

Kenr,  078 
Dtaarating  Bodiea  and  Hom«  Rule.  1373 
Eviction* — High  Sheriff  of  Dablin,  118 
Qrand  Juries— ReaolatUHis  ob  Hom*  Role, 

8«8 

State  of  Ireland—"  Boreotting  "— SUte* 
menta  of  Clernmen  of  the  Irish  Chareh, 
Iff  01 

*'  The  Uoota  League,"  970 
Po*t  OOhw  SaTlngi  Bank,  178 

QamtioD,  Hr.  Baden- Powell :  Answer,  The 
SecreUrj  of  State  for  War  (Ur.  OampbelU 
Bannerman)  Mar  IS,  813;  Questions,  Hr. 
W.  H.  Smith ;  Anawen,  The  Seoretary  of 
Statu  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman) 
Mar  18, 1179  ;  Mar  19, 1868  ;  Obsanrationa, 
Ur.  W.  U.  Smtth  ;  debate  thereon  Mar  S3, 
1513 

Return  of  Defended  and  Undefended  PorU, 
Qaestioti,  Viwount  Lewitham  ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Seoretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
(Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  Mar  9,  300 
Tie  Colaniai  and  Imperial  Xfaval  Fofte$, 
Qaeation,  Mr.  Baden-Powell ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Seorelarf  ot  State  for  the  Colontea 
(Ur.  Osborne  Morgan)  Mar  S3, 1483 

Dbrisov.  Hr.  E.  W.,    Twi^  2f,R., 
Whitby 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  Res.  6M 

DiNUiJT,  Lord 
Arbitration,  3R.  331 

Law  of  Evidenoo   Amendment,    2R.   324 ; 

Comm.  1469 
National  Unseams — Evening  Opening.  Res. 

177« 

Women's  Snflhigo,  SR.  947 

Seprettion  of  Trade  and  Commtroe,  7%* 
Royal  CommittioH  on 
The  Stiver  Ciirrtffwy,  Questions,  Mr,  Goeehen, 
Lord  Randolph  Charohill ;  Answers.  The 
Cbanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  William 
Haroooi-t)  Mar  33,  1491 

Distresi,  The  Oenerat 

ProceitionM  of  the  Unemployed,  Question,  Mr, 
Bristowe  ;  Anawer,  The  Seoretarj  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Childera) 
Maris,  1794 

Proposed  Day  of  Motional  SumiU<Uien,  Qaea- 
tion,  Mr.  Jofanaton ;  Answer,  Tlie  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasurj  (Ur.  W.  B.  Gladstone} 
Mar  18,  1162 

Scarcity  of  Employment  —  The  Retitm,  Ques- 
tion, Ur.  A,  J.  Balfour;  Answer,  The 
President  ot  the  Local  Uovernment  Board 
(Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  Mar  11,  479 

The  New  Street  from  Great  Dover  iflreet. 
Borough^  Question,  Mr.  BadellfliB  Cooke; 
Answer,  The  Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  (Sir  James  M'Garel-HoKK) 
Jfbr  11.  470 


Depreeeion  of  Trade  emd  Cemmeree,  The  Jlijal 
Commietion  m— oont. 

Work  for  the  Unemployed  —  Nm  PtSa 
Station  at  Eoltowey,  Qaeation,  If r.  Baitbf : 
Answer,  The  Secretory  of  Sute  for  the  HtM 
Department  (Mr.  Childm)  MarU.M 

Wtrkmen  on  OoptmmeMt  BuikHmgi,  Qseitioi, 
Mr.  Gremcr ;  Answer,  A  Lord  of  the  Tm^ 
sarj  (Ur.  Lereson  Gower)  Mar  8,  IM 


Ds  Bos,  Lord 

Uetropolis,  DiatnrbuMei  in  the-Ditia  i 

Soldier*,  1617 
Metropolii,  Disturbaneea  la  tbe,  Rss.  7U 


DiOEBon,  Major  A.  G.,  Dorer 

London,  Brighton,  and  Sooth  Coast  Bails^, 
SR.  OS7,9ff8.0fi«.M4 

Dillon,  Ifr.  J.,  Mayo,  E. 

Army  EatimMoa  —  Clothing  EstabliihMnrtit 

Services,  and  Suppllw,  190S 
Egypt — Questions 

Administration  of  Juatioe — Report  ^Js^ 

West,  1168 
Coat  of  tbe  Army  of  Defenee,  IffSS.  IM, 
1041 

Papers.  The,  793 
Soodau— Soakin,  703,  1188 
Supplies  for  the  Soudanese,  100 
Ireland,  Mstreas  in — Snp^y  of  Seed,  114 
Grand  Jnries — Resolntions  on  Hone  Rihh 
829 

Ireland— Arrears  of  Rent  Act,  1889-Hr.  a 

U'Dougall,  Agent   of  tbe  Gcnuiutsn 

Estate,  Co.  Meath,  Res.  7S3 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Acta  Amendment, Cmi. 

el.  1.  78S  ;  <A.  S,  786,  738  ;  CoowA.aM.6. 

1937 

London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coaat  Railnj, 
SR.  963 

Psriiameot—  BosiDess  of  the  Hooss— NotisH 

of  Questions,  Res.  708 
Privilege,  123 

Sapply— Civil  Serviecs  and  Revenne  DsfBl- 
ments,  1809 


Dnx-ffTV,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Steantea  Jbrni 
Churoh  of  England  in  Wales,  Res.  803,  SM 
KopresentBttve  GoTemment,  Res.  30 


Ddcsdale,  Baron  B.,  S*rUf  Sitdnn 
Metropolitan  Board  of  WoAa  (Water  Supftl), 
*c.)2R.  84 

Diplonatio  Sorvteo  —  Britith  Logttm  d 
China 

Qaeation,  Mr.  Oetavlus  Morgan:  Answer, Tte 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  For^  AlUn 
(Mr.  Bryce)  Jfor  16,  970 

DizoN-HAitTLAin>,  Mr.  F.  D.,  MiddUut, 

Uxhridgt 
Poit  Office— Colonial  Postage,  1S03 

Postage  Stamps,  1353 
Supply,  Report,  1447 
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DoDDS,  lb.  J.,  Sioeiion 
Crown  DatiM,  Rm.  1878 
Poblio  HwUh  Aeti  (Imworflmeiit  EipenMfl), 
SB.  867 

D0BOBESTZ&,  Lord 
Metropolis,  Dlatarbanow  in  the,  Rm.  783 

J>0r#  an$  Ckmhif  SaHway  Bid 
I.  Hored, "  Thnt  the  BUI  1m  now  nad  9>"  Mar  22, 
1488 

Moved,  "  That  the  Seoond  Reading  of  tbia 
Bill,  And  of  an/  other  Bill  eootaining  prori- 
Bions  for  payment  of  interest  oat  of  capital 
daring  oonstmotiOD  of  worke,  bepos^ned 
until  the  lathdi^  of  April  next"(rAa  Lord 
RoughUm);  after  sbort  debate,  Motion 
agreed  to 

Douglas,  Mr.  A.  Axxaa;  Ximt,  St. 

Drowned  Pereone  (DiaooTery  and  Interment), 
8R.  1773 

Titlie  Rent-Charge  (Eitraordinary)  Amend- 
m«Bt,  SR.  1740 

Drainage  and  ImproTement  of  Landa 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Order  Bill 

{Mr.  Zeveton  Oomr,  Mr.  John  Morley) 
c.  Read  2««  JforS  [Bill  118] 

Report  •  Mar  17 

Read  SP^Misr  19 
hVLtia       [Lord  SudsU^)  Mat  19  (fio.  88} 

Drill  Oronnds  Bill  [h.l.] 

(7^  Lord  Bandhurit) 
I.  Read  2>,  after  short  debate  Mar  8,  1    (No.  34) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mcar  8 

Read  3>*lfiir9 
«.  Read       Jfor  18  [81111481 

Read  3«  •  Jfar  S9 

Committee  * ;  Report ;  read  V  Mar  S8 

Dromied  Persona  dMscororr  and  Inter- 
ment) Bill  {CoUml  Sughta,  Mr.  Board, 
Mr.  Baggallatf,  Mr.  Norrit,  Cotontl  Dtmwm) 

0.  Read  9*.  after  long  debate  Mur  94,  1779 

[Btll  188] 

BuOKHAu,  Mr.  T.,  B«rf/ordahir4,  Zso- 
mtHtior 

Contagions  Diseases  (Animals)  Aets — Plearo- 

Pneamonia,  19,  18 
Qroniid  Rents,  Res.  1048 
Sappljr— lioasea  of  Farliament,  028 

DupF,  Mr.  E.  W.  (Civil  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty),  Bm^hiro 
Greenwich   Hospital— Audit  of  Aooonnts  of 

Capital  and  Inoome,  818 
Navy — Questions 

Accident  on  BoMrd  H.M.S.  ••Albatrou," 
1042 

Coastgnard  Station  at  Ennlsorone,  640 
Engine-Room  ArtiBoers,  1680 
aKS."  Diamond,"  808 


Don,  Mr.  B.  Wv— eMi<. 

Ordnanee — Retnm  of  Gnns  ander  Cod- 

stmotion  for  New  Ships  of  War,  11?4 
Pembroke  Doekjard,  1780 
Pensions    fior   Widows  of  Seamen  and 

Marines,  1088 
Roeho's  Point  Coaslgaard  Station,  1808 
Rcqnl  Dook^ards— Disobarge  oi  Hen  at 

Devonport  Dockyard,  834,  978 
NavT  (EfBolenoj),  Res.  880,  881,888,  688 
Nary  Estimates — Men  and  Boys,  008' 

Viotoals  and  Clothing  to  Seamen  and 

Marines,  1386 
Wages,  *o.  to  Seamen  and  Marinas,  1336, 

18S7. 1387 

Dttwoait,  Colonel  F.,  Finahta^y,  Molbom 
Armj    (India) — Veterinary  Establishment, 
680 

Army— Soldier's  Ration,  1078 
Armj  Estimates  —  Clothing  EitabliahnMnU, 
Servieei,  and  Supplies.  1898 

DumUK,  Mr.  D.,  Barrow-in-JF^imnt 
Frlent^  Societies  Act,  1876— Jurisdiction  of 
Connty  Coart  Jndgea,  488 

DoifooicBB,  Mr.  A.,  York,  S.B.f  Howdm- 
thirt 

Local  Taxation  (Incidence),  Res.  1678 

Bm'hem — Eviction  of  Pitmen 

Qaestione,  Mr.  A.  E.  Pense,  Mr.  John  Wilson 
(Durham,  Ilonghton-le-Spring),  Mr.  Arthnr 
O'Connor  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr,  Cbilders) 
Mar  11.  468 

Dyke,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.,  Kent, 
Dartford 

Hoose  of  Commons— Kitchen  and  ReAreahment 
Rooms— The  Contract,  1868 

Eaitorn  RoumoUa — Ctutomt  Cordon 

Qoestion,  Mr.  Boarke ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Seeretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AftUri  (Mr. 
hrjv)  Mar  6, 116 

EinoaUm    BoparttMnt    {England  and 

Board  Sehoolo  —  Infant  Sthool  Attmiianoe, 
Question,  Mr.  Arthar  O'Connor;  Answer, 
The  Vice  President  of  the  Oounoll  (Sir  Lyon 
Play&ir)  Mar  11,  448 
Religion*  Imtruciion  in  Board  SehooU,  Quee- 
tioD,  Admiral  Field ;  Answer,  The  Vice 
Preaident  of  the  Council  (Sir  Lyon  Playfidr) 
Mar  10,  818 

School  Board  Election»,Q,oMt\on,  Mr.  T.  Fry; 
Anawer,  The  Vice  Preaident  of  the  Ooan<dI 
(Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  Mar  12,  634 

Afpif  Teaehert'  Sekolarihip  Examinationt — 
Vut^Mtiim  of  Remlt$,  Question,  Mr.  M.J. 
Kenny  ;  Answer,  The  Vice  Preaident  of  the 
Council  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  Mar  16,  790 

ScAooI  OroMt,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Oon- 
nor;  Answer,  The  Vioe  President  of  tiie 
Council  (Sir  Ijon  Playfitir)  Mar  18, 813 
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rA«  "  OwUtnt  "  M«rU  Grant,  QoMtlon,  Mr. 
Woodh«»d ;  Aniwer,  The  Vl«  Pmtdent  of 
th«  ConnoU  (Sir  Ljoa  PUffiUr)  Moo-  3», 

CkiiUhwt$t  School,  (^oMtion,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Canoor;  Answw,  The  Vfoe  Pr««id»nt  oT 
ttw  ConnoU  (Sir  Ltoq  Plajrhir)  Mar  99, 1466 

Dm-y-OraigStiui^  Swimua,  <la«itlon,  Hr. 
Arthnr  O'Gonaor ;  Aniwer,  Tbo  Vise  Freti- 
dent  of  the  Coonoil  (Sir  Ljoo  Pl»fiur) 
Kar  B,10S  /  / 

Ut€  of  SeKool  Roomt  for  PoUtieal  M«eling$, 
Question,  Mr.  Herbert  Gardoer ;  Aoiwer, 
Tbo  Vice  Proiideot  of  the  Conaoil  (Sir 
Lron  PUytair)  Mar  18,  Ufffi 

[See  title  Smgratioii] 

EoBRToiT,  Admiral  Hon.  F.,  Dtrh^9hir«, 

U.S. 

NaTj  (^Effloieuer),  Rm.  901 

Adininittration  of  Justice  —  Report  of  Ju^e 
Weft,  Quection,  Mr.  Dillon  :  Aniwer,  The 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fordgn  Aflkin 

(Mr.  Bryoe)  Mar  18,  1168 
Con  of  the' Army  of  Oeoufo^ttt,  Uneationi, 

Sir  Georfo  Campbell ;  Answerff,  The  Undor 

Seorotarj  of  Sute  for  Foreigo  Affaira  (Mr. 

Brjoe)  Mar  22,  U79;  Obwrrationt,  Sir 

George  Campbell  ;  ihort  debate  thercoa 

Maris,  1087 
PenHoni,  Queationa,  Sir  George  Campbell ; 

Anavers,  The  Under  Seeretarj  of  State  for 

Foreign  Aflkin  (Mr.  Brjoe)  Mar  33, 1J78 
The  Paperi,  Question,  Mr.  Dillon;  Anewer, 

The  Under  SeereUry  of  Sute  for  Foreigo 

A&ira  (Mr.  Br/ce)  Mar  10.  793 

The  Military  Expedition 
War  MedaU,  Question,  ObMrratioai,  Via- 
oouot  Sidmootb  ;  Repl;,  The  Under  Seore- 
Urr  of  sute  for  War  (Lord  SAndbant) 
Mar  18,  638  ' 
Service  in  the  ffilo  Expedition,  Qneation,  Sir 
John  Commerell ;  Aoswer,  The  Seoreiar/to 
the  Admiral^  (Mr.  HibbeH)  ifar  13,  63« 

The  Soudan 

StippUu  for  thtSoudoMU  — Blockade,  Qaea- 
tioni,  Ur.  Dillon;  Anawera,  The  Under 
SeoreUry  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr. 
Bryoe)  Mar  8,  100 ;  Mar  18, 1 183 

Suakin,  Questions,  Mr.  Dillon,  Sir  George 
Campbell;  Answers,  The  Under  SeoreUr; 
of  Sute  for  Foreign  A&irt  (Mr.  Brjoe) 
Mar  15,  79S 

T^Garrisont  in  the  Soudan,  Questions,  Mr. 
w,  H.  Smith ;  Answers,  The  SeereUrj  of 
Suto  for  War  (Mr.  Oampbell-Bannerman) 
Mar  S3, 1490  ' 

Eleetrie  Lightinff  Act  (1883)  Amend- 
ment (No.  2)  Bill  [H.L.] 
{The  Viieount  Bury) 
I,  PraMatedi  read  !•  •  Jfor  19        (No.  40) 


Eloin,  Earl  of 

Bargh  Polioe  and  HaBltli(SaMlnd),lB.]ll; 
9R.  I68S,  1S97 

EixsNBOROvoH,  Lord 

Metropolis,  DistnrbanoM  fa  tiN  — IMiiid 

Soldten,  1610 

Emigration— CtrUJM  Imduttrial  &Mi 
and  Fioluntarj/  I^aiming  Sotm- 
Auitted  Emigration  of  ChOdren 
Question,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent;  Aniwer, Tie 
Under  Secretary  of  StaU  for  tbo  HomDi- 
partmrat  ( Mr.  Broadhnrrt)  Mar  19, 19M 

Employere'  IdabiUty  Act  (1880)  is^ 
mont  BUI 

{Mr.  Arthur  O'Oonner,  Dr.  Commint,  Jfr. 
Stxton,  Mr.  Jeuo  CoUmgt) 
e.  Referred  to  a  Seleot  Committee  Mar  11 
Select  Committee  nominated  JforlS;  Li«il 
the  Committee,  lOSS 


Employers'  Liability  Act  (1860) 
ment  (No.  8)  Bill 

(Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Bnadhmrat,  Mr.  Jeiti),  Xt. 
MMtHt,  Mr,  Leekmted) 
e.  Road  3«,  after  short  debate,  and  eouiitttt  li 
the  Seleot  OommittOe  on  Emplo|ers'  I* 
biiity  Aot  (1880)  Amendment  Bill  [BiUTI] 

Su^loj/grt^  Idaitiif  Aet^  1880  — Tb 
Londm  and  North-  Woiiom  Bmkti 
Company 

QneatiooB,  Mr.  Artbor  O'Connor,  Mr.  Seibi: 
Answers,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Mandolla]  ifor  19,  1S59;  Qi» 
tion,  Mr.  Seton-Karr;  Aoawer,  ThsPna- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trado  (Mr.  HnMh) 
Mar  33,  1496 

EiimxLD,  Tisoount 
Female  In^eotora  of  Wtnkihopi,  4 

England  and  Inland  —  A  SuiMrm 
T^tnnel 

Qoestion,  Coloaal  Blnndell ;  Answer,  The  Cbitf 
SeereUrj  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Uorltf) 
JtarS.llT 

EaHBB,  Lord  (Uaeter  of  the  BolU] 

I,aw  of  ETideoee  Amendment,  SR.  tK 

EsBLEMOirr,  Jlr.  P.,  AherdeensMn,  £. 
Sopplj— PnUie  Boildings,  Great  Britaia,M 

Europo  (8onth.Saitmm)  —  I%$  Oran- 
Turhith  Frontier 
Qoestion,  Dr.  Clark ;  Annrer,  The  Under  St- 
oreUry  of  SUto  for  Forejfn  Affurs  \Jb- 
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Etxbxtt,  Hr.  S.  L.,  Suffett^  WMriSg* 

FsIiZBtowe  RiUlwv  and  Dook,  SR.  4S9 
Loo»t  Tautioo  (laoidenoe),  Ret.  1S70 
Parliamentary  Elcotioiia— SearM^  of  the  Bal- 
lot, 1474 

Tilh*  Rent-Chtrfo  Ameadmont,  SR.  1748 

Ewisa,  Sir  A.  Orr,  Dumbarton 
Cburah  of  SootUnd,  SR.  1135 

Fabquhabsoit,  Dr.K.,  Aherdaantkire^  W, 
Ariar— Soldier*0  Ratioo,  1669 
Palace  of  Weatminflter  —  Insanitary  Condition 

ofthii  UoaM.1183 
Snppljp — Hooaea  of  Parliament,  514 

Fabquhabsoit,  Mr.  H.  B.,  BorMt,  W. 

Local  Taxation  (Incidence),  Rei.  167S 
Poor  Law  (England  and  Walet) — CoUeetion  of 
Ratea  at  Crewkerae,  1638 

¥dimtmc$  Raiiwa^  mul  Bock  Bill  (hy 
Order) 

e.  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  V" 
{Mr.  Doddt)  Mar  II,  418 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  add  "  upon  this 
day  ilx  monriia"  (Mr.  Charltt  IVilion)  i 
Qaeation  proposed,  "  That  '  now,'  &e. ; " 
after  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
Main  <laeition  pat  and  agreed  to  :  Bill  read  2« 

Febqusbott,  Bifrht  Hod.  Sir  J.,  Man- 
chester, N.JE. 
Compensation  for  Damages,  Comm.,  Motion  for 

reporting  Progress,  1324 
Manchester  Ship  Canal,  2R.  ST8 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Honao— Notieea 

ofQueBtions,  Res.  712 
Supply — New  Harbour  at  Dover,  5ffS 

Rojal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  495 

Fihld,  Admiral  E.,  Sumat,  Eaathwme 
Education  Department— Religiooa  loatnution 

In  Board  Sohoola,  818 
NaTj  (Effieleney),  Rea.  860, 877 
Navy  Eatimates— Wagea.  Ao.  to  Saanw  and 

Marinea,  1309,1370,  1879,  1380. 1381 

FiKLAT,  Mr.  B.  B.,  Invemm,  ^e. 

Chareb  of  Seotlaod,  SR.  1057,  1087 

FisHEB,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Fulham 
Commons  and  Open  Spaoes  (Metropolis)— A 
Reereation  Groand  for  Palbam,  458 

Pithing  I^kiPtie*  {England  and  Wales) — 
Institution  of  a  Fishers  Board 
ObserTations,  Sir  Edward  Btrkbeek ;  debate 

thereon  Mar  5,  53 

FitzGbrald,  Lord 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland) — Murder  of 

I'atriok  Finlay,  Woodford,  Co.  Galway,  781 
India — Administration  of  Juslioe,  Motion  for 

an  Address,  1S12,  1616 
Iaw  of  GTidence  Amendment,  2R.  227 
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FinGnaLD,  Lord— Miif. 
Metropolis,  Dlttarbanoea  in  the  —  Dntlea  of 

Soldiers,  IS19 
Trinity  College,  Dublin,  Motion  for  a  Seleet 

Committee.  1464 

Fitzoebald,  Mr.  B.  U.  P.,  CmiAnig* 

Labourers  Ireland  Acts  Amendment,  (ramm. 
el.  0, 1481 ;  add.  el.  1440, 1448 

FitzWyobaic,  General  Sir  F.,  JSoni*, 

Farnham 

Army  Estimates  —  Clothing  Eatablilhments, 
Serrioes,  and  Supplies,  1868 

Fltwn,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Cork,  N. 
Ground  Rents,  Res.  1046 
Ireland  —  Royal  Irish  Oonstabnlary  —  Com- 
pensation to  inapector  Oonnangbton,  1180 

Folkestone,  Bight  Hon,  Visocrant,  Jf«^ 
dlesex,  Mnjield 
Army — Enfield  Small  Arms  Factory — Ms- 
charge  of  Workmen,  15,  475; — "Stand- 
ing ont "  Employes,  977 
Martini-Henry  U-ifles,  Supply  of,  14 

FoBEiOK  Avfaibs— Under  Secretarv  of 
State  (w»  Bbyob,  Mr.  J.) 

Forestry 

Select  Committee  appointed,  "  to  consider 
whether,  by  the  establishment  of  a  Forest 
School,  or  otherwise,  our  Woodlands  could 
be  rendered  more  remaneratire  "  !<8t>  John 
LtMeek)  Mar  23, 1727 

FoBSTEB,  Sir  C,  Walsall 

London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Railway. 
SR.  948 

Parliament— PriTllm—Daplleate  Sicontarea 
to  Petitions,  881, 1784,  1788 

FoBwooD,  Mr.  A.  B.,  ZaneMhir$f  Orm' 
kirk 

Goal  Hinoa  R^nlatton  Aet  —  Welriite  and 

Scales,  1158 
Ground  Rents,  Res.  1088 
Hall-Marking  of  Foreign  Plate,  1799 
Manchester  Ship  Canal,  2K.  374.  276 
Merobant  Shipping — Loss  of  the  "  Oregon," 

1700 

Nary  Eatfanatea  —  Wages,  Ao.  to  SeanMn  and 

Marines,  1341 
Post  Office  —  Telegnms  —  Inoom^ete  Ad. 

dresses,  1798 
Trade  and    Commerce  —  Hall-Marking  of 

Foreign    Manufactured  Gold   and  Silrer 

Vateh  Oaaa^  1170 

FoBTRB,  Dr.  B.,  Chester 

Charity  Commissioners  —  Schemes  of  Allot- 
ments— Udy  Dodd's  Charity,  Elleaheroaih, 
Backs,  1635 

Medical  Act,  1868,  967 
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FowLBR,  Sir  B.  N.,  Zondon 

AfriM  (South)  —  The  Bom  »nd  th«  Swiiieg, 
1790 

Oompenntien  ftor  Danugef,  Oomm.  el.  S,  1020 
Effpt— Cott  of  tlM  Army  of  Defcnee,  1011 
Janwiu— OonnetOffloert,  6S8 
MetropoHi— Dwelliogi  of  tba  Workfof  Clum 

—  Inqntrr   tA  St.  JuMi  ind  St.  John, 

Cl«rk«Direll,  165 

ICstropoliUn  Board  of  Worlu  (Water  &amlj, 

Ac.),  2R.  84 
Parlismrat — BasineH  of  Iho  HoQW— Notioea 

ol  Queitiont,  Rei.  690 

ParliameDtary  Proeodare,  Nomiuatlon  of  Seleot 

OommittM,  730 
Supply  —  Royal  Parka  and  Plaaaare  Gardena, 

1S14 

FowLSB,  Mr.  Henry  H.  (Seoretaiy  to  the 
Treasury),  fTohfrhampton,  E. 

OhambaraofCommeroe— DUtribotion  Par- 

UaDoanUUT  Pkpon,  ISfl4 
Civil  Serrlea  Wrftan,A54 
Crown  Dotiaa,  Rea.  1378 
Duflhy  or  Cornwall— Tbe  Coloafe  DuUea,  1761 
Inland  Revenae — Qoeationa 

CoUaotion  of  Ineome  Tax,  803 

OustODM  Department  (Ireland) — GonBaoated 
Snnff  vai  Tobaeoo.  709 

Bof  Liootteaa,  449 

StampB  —  Afflzbg  of  Newipqwr  Stampe, 

798 

Ireland— Qnestiona 

**  Freeman's  Joomal "  —  Offlee  at  Rath- 

tniaea.  110 
Goveratnent  Loana  for  Iriah  Purpuea,  1706 
loland  Na vibration  and  Drainage— Drainage 

of  tbe  River  Sank,  100 
Inveatmenta  of  Englieh  Ca^tal,  1478 
Irish  Fiabery  ComroiesioBera  —  Contracta 

for  Pier*,  4e.  1174 
Landlord  and  Tenant— Loan  for  Boilding 

— Oaae  of  Jobn  Maoaamara,  Bnwney, 

Go.  Weitmeath,  473 
National  School  Teaohera  —  Gratuity  to  a 

Deoeaaed  Teaober'a  Repreaentativea — 

Caae  of  R.  O'Flyon,  Newport,  Co.  Mayo, 

lis 

Phoenix  Park,  Dublin — Private  Eneloaaree, 
1784 

Bailwaya— The  Belturbet  Kail  way— Bridge 

over  the  Ballinamore  Canal,  1107 
RwriatratioB  Aet,  1880  —  Non-paymnit  of 

Poatage  of  ReqnMtioa  Forma,  1808 
Regiatratlon  of  Votera  —  RemnnentloD  of 

Poor  Rate  Colleetora,  0 
Tithe  Rent  Ghargea  —  Extenaion  of  Time 

forPaymentby  Landlorda,  103 
Tramwaja  and  Poblie  Companiea  Act— 
Loan  to  the  Weat  Clare  Railway  Com- 
pany, 10, 1304 
Ireland  —  Fiabery  Men  and  Harboor*  —  Ard 
and  Maaon  laland  Pien,  Co.  Gatwaj, 
471 

Teelin  Pier,  403 
Ireland— Piers  and  Harbour*— Qneationa 
Bantry  Pier,  395 
Oappa  Pier,  448 
Uowth  Uarboor,  636 
KtngstowD  Harbour,  1490 


Fowm.  Mr.  H.  H.— «mt 

Ireland— Poet  Oflloe— Qneationa 

Dublin  and  Bellaat  Poet  Offloea  —  Ai^^ 

Leave  of  Telegraph  Gierke,  808 
Dnblin  Poatal  Arrangemeata,  1478 
Hail  Servioe  between  Atbenry  and  Govt. 

1787 

PoaUl  Faeilitiea  in  Donegal,  818 
Roaoommon,  PoaUl  ArrangeoMnU  in,  I9ST 
Roral  Letter  Carnara  —  Ballingleii  aa4 

Moyne  Poabnan,  449 
Telegraph  Uepartmeot  —  Tele^^  OBet 

Shanagolden,  Co.  Umeriek,  1780 
Telegraph  Office  at  Bnndoran,  301 
Telegraph,  Ao.  Sution  at  Tory  laland,  407 
Templederry  Poet  Office,  104 
Uterature.  Science,  and  Art  —  Senlptona  at 

the  Britiah  Muaeuu,  463 
London  Cnatoroa— Sorveyora,  394 
London  Parka— Groand  Rente  and  aevOBHL 
1 172 

National  Gallery  —  Conatablo'a  *•  UaLr  Wam," 
077 

Palace  of  >Vestminatar  —  Inaanltan  C<»dKaa 

of  thia  riooae,  1184 
Keeper  of  the  Victoria  Tower.  4A6 

Parliameotery  Papers  —  PnMie  Sale  Qaar- 

terly  Lista,  1636 
Peat  Office — QaeationB 
American  Maila,  301 
Colonial  Postage,  1302 
Iriah  Mail  Service,  642 
Maila  to  the  United  Stetes,  1470 
Meteorologieal  Society  —  Traaamiaaioi  4 

Meteonriogioal  Reporta,  434 
Parcel  Poet  to  France  and  Italj,  039 
Postage  Stamps,  1353 
Provincial  Appointments,  466 
Rural  Postal  DeliveHea.  977 
Rural  Telegrapha— Portion  of  tbe  Goaimn- 

tora,  1808 
Savings  Bank,  473,  1806 
Savings  Bank  Depoalu,  801 
Telegrams— Abbreviated  AddreoMa,  1789, 
1707  : —  Incomplete  Addrosaen,  1799  -— I 
r      Registered  Telegraphie  AddrenaM,  1637 
Transmiaaion  of  Printed  Hattorat  Eteetioaa 
467 

Poat  Offloe,  Submarine  Telegnpb  OontiM 
(St.  Vineent  to  the  Weat  Coaat  of  Afriea) 

Rea.  72,  79 

Public  Offices,  The  New— Plana  for  Ra.nnmnffe> 

ment,  113  * 

Royal^Lirer  Society— Report  of  the  In^Mtw, 

Sate  of  Intoztoating  Uquora  on  Snndar  SS 
403 

Supply  _  Glass  1,  Vote  3,  R^yal  Puke  ud 

Fleasore  Gardena,  792 
Supply— British  Moaeom  Buildings 047 

Civil  Servioei  and  Revonoe  Dnartmenta. 

1307 

Uarbours,  Ac,  under  the  Board  of  Trade  £47 
Bouaea  of  Parliament,  020.  JS33,  026  ' 
Now  Barbour  at  Dover,  002.  003 
Pnblio  Buildings.  Great  Britain.  080,  033. 

030, 039,  041,  044  .       .  . 

Royal  Palaces.  488,  480,  491 
Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardena.  £00 

1308,  1313,  1314 
Surveys  of  the  United  Kingdom,  040.  046 
Ulater  Canal  Bill,  643 
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Fox,  Dr.  J.  F.,  Sttiff^t  Co.,  Tullammr$ 
InUnd— Diatrtu  in  Dublin,  1S61 

FranM^Arrett  of  M«ttr».  Weyman  Mar 
Ohron 

QneitioD,  Mr.  Addison  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Seoretarr  of  State  for  Foreiga  AflUn  (Mr. 
BrjM)  Mar  11.489 

F^anee  and  Madagatcar 
QaeitioD,  Mr.  Joboiton  ;  Anawer,  The  Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affaire  (Mr. 

Brjee)  Mar  12,  6i0 
The  Treaty  of  Peace,  QuoBtion,  Mr.  M'Arthur  ; 

Answer,  The  Under  Seoretarjr  of  State  for 

Foreign  Aflklrs  (Ur.  Brjroe)  Mist  26, 1704 

Fbasbb,  Major-Gen.  0.  0.,  LamUth,  N. 
Arm;—  RegimenUl  StatietEos,  809 
Kemj  EstlDoates  —  Clothing  EsUblisbmeots, 

Serfioes,  and  Supplies,  1838 
Oomponsation  for  Damages  —  Residents  in 

North  Lambeth.  804 
Compensation  for  Damages,  Comm.  1333 

Freahwater  Fifiheries  (Eels)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{Mr.  Brpodhunt) 
e.  Read  3°  Mar  5,  80  IBill  128] 

Committee*;  Report  Jfor  8 
Read8'*irar9 

Etoynl  Assent  Mar  Iff  [49  Vict.  e.  8] 

FruHdly  Socieites  Act,  l876~Jurudiotion 
0/  County  Court  Judges 
(iaestioD,  Mr.  Danoan  ;  Answer,  The  Attorner 
General  (Sir  Charles  KnsselL)  Jfor  II,  438 

Fet,  Mr.  T.,  Harlington 
Eduoation  Department  (England  and  Wales)— 

School  Board  Eleotions,  834 
Law  and  JuMice— Durham  <^rter  Sessions— 

Inequality  of  Sentenoes,  445 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liqnors  on  Snnday  (Dar- 

ham),  3R.  17S0 
Sonday  Closing  (IreUnd)— Eiteniion  ofl^is- 

laUon, 1T70 

GAUioir  AT,  Earl  at 

Bnrgb  Police  and  Health  (SeotUnd),  3R. 
1836, 1037 

Gabdnsr,  Mr.  H.,  Euex,  Suffron  Waldm 
Education  Department — Use  of  Seboolroomi 

for  Politieal  Meetings,  1155 
MarrUgo  with  a  DeeeasMl  Wife's  Sister,  ISS 

Gaskell,  Mr.  0.  G.  Mnaraa-,  Tori,  W. 
MorUg 

Looal  Taxation — Select  Committee  on  Town 
Holdings  —  Taxation  of  ftailwajr  Stocks, 
138T 

Gathobite-Hakdt,  Hon.  J.  S.,  JBTmt, 


Loeal  Taxation  (Inddenoe),  Res.  1707 
Titlie  Rent-Charge  Amendment,  2R.  1746 
Tithe  Rent-Cbarge  (Extraordiparjr)  Amond- 
ment,  SR.  1795 


Geht-Datis,  Mr.  B.,  Zamhtk,  Km- 
nington 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  SuBilay  (Dor- 
ham),  3R.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1787 

GiBB,  Mr.  T.  E.,  8t.  Pancra*^  S, 
London  Hospitals— llighgate  Hospital,  885 
Homerton  Hospital,  834 

Gibson,  Mr.  J.  G-.,  dvtrpool,  Waiion 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Aou  Amendment,  Oonsid. 

adi.  et.  1038, 1940,  1041 
Hanahester  Ship  Canal,  8  It.  365 

Giles,        A.,  Southampten 
Hnrboura  of  Reftige,  Res.  878 
Post  OOee— American  Malls,  800 


QiLHOOLY,  Mr.  J.,  Cork,  W. 
Ireland — Questions 

Piers  and  Harbours— Bantry  Pter,  395 
Poor  Law — Eleetion  ofGuardians — Meurs. 

J.  W.  Pajrne  and  John  B.  Payne,  1786 
Railwnj  Clearing  House,  1477 
Supply — New  Hnrhour  at  Dover,  553 
Trees  (Ireland),  SR.  88 ;  Consid.  1885 

Gladstoite,  Eight  Hon.  W.  E.  (First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury),  MUnburgk, 
Mid  Lothian 
Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)— Volunteer  Capta- 
tion Grant,  Res.  1S30, 1584, 1598 
Army  Estimates,  820 
Biaboprie  of  Jerusalem,  1370 
Contagious  Diseases  Acts,  1868-1869,  Res. 
996 

Crown  Duties,  Res.  1383 
Day  of  Hamiiiation,  1 188 
Qovemment  of  India— The  Joint  Committee, 
1183,  1374 

Imperial  Federation— Oonferanea  dorinf  the - 

Colonial  Exhibition,  1501 

Ireland — Qaestioni 

"  Boycotting  " — Statements  of  Clergymen 

of  the  Irish  Church,  1502 
Crime  and  Outrage — State  of  Kerry,  079 
Orand  Jnriea — Keeolntlons  on  Home  Rule, 
888 

Poliey  of  the  Ministry,  1371.  1871 
"  The  House  League,"  979 
National  Engagements,  Res.  1400 

Parliament — Questions 

Business  of  the  House,  1503,  1643  ;— Ar- 
rangement of  Supply,  1434 

Parliamentary  Procedure — Alterations  of 
the  Rules  of  Debate.  835 

Privilege — Duplicate  Signatores  to  Peti- 
tions, 881 

Rules  and  Orders— EVoeedore  at  Question 
Time,  1504 

Parliament — Representative  QoTeroment,  Res. 

39,  44,  47 

Spending  Departments  of  the  State,  630 
Trade  and  CommerOQ''^Exiernal  Trade  qf  ihg 
Coantrr,8S8  ^       '  . 
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GxASSTOKi,  "Mr.  H.  J.  (Finanoial  Seore- 
tary  to    the  War  Department), 
L0*d*,  W. 
Krms—Cvt^Tj  Troop  Offiem,  IM9 

D«f«rrdd  Peniioni— Cmo  of  Jmrnei  Bndy, 
4M,  MS 

Amr  (AtixilUrj  Fonet)— Non-CommiHloaed 
Offloen  of  HilUin  SUA,  814 

Olslw  Louu  (Irelftnd}  AeU  ContiniuuiM 
Bill    (JTr.  /«Am  Jforby.  JTr.  Anty  JET. 

«.  Oommfttoe*  :  Report  Mar  8       [Bill  107] 

R«ad  8"  •Jfor  9 
I.  ttMill-*(£ordPM»j(imf)  jURTll  (Ke.8l) 

Rmd  a**  Afar  15 

CommlttM  *  ;  Report  Hm-  10 

RMd  8>«  J/orSS 

GoLDSun),  Sir  T.,  8i.  Panerat,  8. 
Januicft— FflTor  ftt  Port  Rojal,  471 
London,  Brlghtoa,  *ai  Sontb  Coast  Railmj, 
SR.  964 

Sappljr — Civil  ServioM  and  ReTena«  Depsrt- 
meaU,  1805,  1300 
HoDMB  of  Parliament,  513,  025 
RoMi  PalMM,  460,  491,  492 
Royal  Parks  and  Pleaaure  Gardeos.  504 
Trade  and  Commoraa — BriUah  Oommerelal 

InteretU  Abroad.  446 
Inia  Statiitio*,  449 

GoLDBWOBTHT,  Major-General  W.  T., 

ffammwtmifk 
Armj  Estimatea — Olotbing  Eitabllsbmenti, 
Serrieea,  and  SappHea,  1908,  1904,  1905, 
1006 

GoBST,  Sir  J.  E.,  Chatham 

Borneo — Further  Aoqaiiition  of  Territory  hy 

the  North  Borneo  Gompaay,  800 
Ireland  —  Government  Loans  for  Irish  Pnr- 

poses,  1796 

Navy  Estimatea— Tiotoala  and  Clothing  to 
Seanwn  and  Blarinea^  1980 
Wages,  dw.  to  Seamen  and  Marfuca,  I9I5, 
1910 

Parliament— Business  of  the  Hooie— Amnge- 
meat  of  Snpplj,  1496. 1438 

GosoHBN,  Bt.  Hon.  G.  J.,  Edinhirgh,  £. 
Depression  of  Trade,  OonuniHlon  on— Silver 
CaiTon«y,  1401 

GouRLXT,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 

Nary  (Effleienoy),  Res.  887 

GovBB,  Mr.  G.  G.  L.  (Lord  of  theTrea- 
mucy),  Staffhrd,  N.W. 

Inland  Revenue — Land  Tax  Commission.  1194 
Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales)— Case 

of  William  Brightwell,  a  Oardener  at  the 

Britlrii  Mnaeam,  110,  478,  474 

[eonl. 


Oowu,  IMr.  O.  G.  L.— <mtf. 

Palaoo  of  Westminater— Elaetris  Connanisa. 
tlon  in  this  Hoaae,  tfO 
HoaM  of  Commons — Aooommodatioa  fiir 

Members,  18.  454 
Writing  Room  of  Um  Ho«m  of  ConuiMM, 
1500 

Supply — Houses  or  Parliament,  510,  518 
Poblie  Buildings,  Great  Britain,  543 
Roral  Palaeea,  489,  483,  487 
Royal  Parks  and  Pleasare  Gardms,  496 

Worinnen  on  GovernnMnt  Buildings,  190 

Grastille,  Earl  (Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Oolonies) 
Colonial  Postal  A  mngemeoca— PaciOe  Uail 

Steamen — Vaneonver  and  Hong  Son;,  04 
Ireland  —  Crime  and  Outrage  —  Murder  of 

Patrick  Finlay,  Woodford,  Co.  Galway.  787 
Metropolis.  Dlsturbanoes  in  the.  Ret.  759 
National  Mnsenmi — Evening  (^tening.  Motion 

for  an  Address,  619 
Parish  Gbnrobas,  3R.  040 
Sunday  (Opening  of  Mnseuras,  Ae.).  Bes. 

1845. 1846 

Gbat,  Mr.  E.  Dvyer,   MHn,  8t. 
SUphm'*  Or»m 
Ground  Rents,  Res.  1033 
Inland  Revenne — Qnaationa 
Collection  or  Income  Tax,  SOS 
Onstoros    Deimrtment    (Ireland)  —  Om- 

Asoated  Snuff  and  Tobaeoo,  798 
Stamps — Afllzing  of  Newipspsr  Stai^^ 
798 

Law  and  Polios— Oost  of  tho  PoUee  Foree.  IB 
PobUe  Health  Acts  (Improvement  Ezpoiwes}, 
9R.  873 

OrMHUfieh  Jffoapital — Audit  of  Aeeouut* 
of  Capital  and  Incom» 
Question,  Captain  Price ;  Answer.  The  Civil 
Lord  of  the  Admintltjr  (  Mr.  R.  W.  Duff) 
J/or  15,813 

Gbboobt,  Mr.  G.  B.,  Sutttx,  Eatt  &rim- 
itead 

Conuiulsory  Parobase  of  land  Compensntion. 

3R.  1771.  1773 
Grown  Duties,  Ret.  1875. 1386 
Ground  Rents,  Res.  1034,  1040 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday,  SR. 

896 

Sale  of  lotoxieating  Liquors  on  Sandaj  (Dnr- 

ham).  9R.  1761 
TiUis  Rsnt-Cbaige  Anwndmsnt.  3R.  1744 

Grstille,  Lord 
Ireland  —  Grime  and  Outrage  —  Mnrder  of 
Patriflk  FlnbVi  Woodford,  Co.  Galway.  765 

Gbkt,  Mr.  A.  H.  G.,  ybrthumMamd, 
Tynuide 

Chnreh  of  England  In  Wales,  Res.  Ameudt. 

333,865 

Irelnnd — Government  Loana  for  Irish  Par- 
poses,  1796 

\m  and  Justiee  (ImUnd)— Release  of  Irish 
Moonligbtm,  1341      ^  . 
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Qructhobpb,  Lord 
Lamu^  Aiiti  AnuDdnieiit,  Oomm.  1145 
Fariih  OhimlMS,  2R.  Ameodt.  9Sff.  987 

ffrouHd  JimU 
MoTed"That  no  ajaUm  of  taution  onn  be 
•qaiUble  unless  a  direet  aMMsmant  b«  im- 
poied  on  the  owners  ot  Qronnd  Rents,  and 
on  the  owners  of  inoreased  values  imparted 
to  land  by  building  operation!,  or  other  im- 
proToments,  as  reeammeDded  hj  the  Royal 
Comnissioa  on  tbe  llondns  of  the  WorklDf 
Classes"  (Kr.  Samidgn)  Mar  16,  009 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That "  to  the  first 
word  "  on,"  In  line  3,  Insert  "  the  question 
of  imposing  a  direct  assessment"  (JUr.  Law- 
mi)  V.  I  Question  proposed,  "  That  the 
words,  Ao, ; "  alter  debate,  Qnestioo  put,  and 
QogatiTod 

Question  proposed, '* That  tbe  words,  'That 
tlw  quas^on  of  Impoaing,'  Ao."  be  thtro  in- 
serted," 1048  ;  after  short  debate,  Qnettion 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  improvements,"  to 
end,  add  "  be  referred  to  the  Select  Committee 
on  Town  lloidingt "  {Mr.  Law$on)  v. ;  Ques- 
tioa,  "That  the  words,  &e.,"  put,  and  nega- 
tived ;  words  added ;  main  (Question,  as 
amended,  put,  and  agreed  to 

GuEDON,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Ifor/otk,  Mid 
Knaj  fAuxiliarj  roroea)— Volaoteer  Capita- 
tion Grant,  lies.  1SI4 

Hall,  Mr.  A.  W.,  Oxford 
Amy  (Anxiliarjr  Forees)~SergwntB  Bfajor 
of  Volnnteen,  1170 

BuU-Uariing  on  ^rng»  Mmu/aoturtd 
Gold  and  Sihor  Watch  Ca»u 
(loestions,  Mr.  Forwood  ;  Answers,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  ol  Trade  (Mr.  Hnodella) 
Uar  18, 1170  i  iAn-  1700 

Halsbttby,  Lord 

Law  of  Evidence  Amendment,  Comm.  d.  4, 

Amendt.  U70 ;  add.  cl.  ib 
Metropolis,  Distorbanees  in  tho— Duties  of 

Soldiers,  1018 
Metropolis,  Disturbanoes  in  the.  Res.  760 

Hamiwon,  Lord  0.  J.,  Liverpool,  W$»t 
Derby 

Board  of  Trade— Report  of  the  Lighlhooso 

Illaminants  Committee,  477 
Civil  Service  Writers.  454 
Felixstowe  Elailway  and  Dock,  311.  433,  436 
Manchester  Ship  Canal,  3K.  Amendt.  313, 

356,  3S7,  373,  27A,  383 

Hamilton,  Lord  E.,  Tyrow,  N. 

Army— Cavalry  Troop  Oeicers.  1638 
Ireland— Uagistration  Act,   18i5— Mon-pay- 
tnent  of  PosUge  of  Keqolsition  Forms,  1805 

Hamilton,  Right  Hon.  Lord  G.  F., 
MiddUiSJc,  JSttiing 
CoatHioas  Disoatse  Aois,  H6MdO  \  Uus.  001 


Hummr,  Rlglit  Hod.  Lord  O.  F.— «snC, 

Navy — AmMBUBt— QnDi  and  AmmBBltioa, 

630 

Navy  (EfBoioMf),  Ret.  860,  877,  870,  881, 
809 

Navy  Estimates— Men  and  Boys,  005 

Wages.  Ac.  to  Seamen  and  Marinee,  1301, 
1316,  1380  . 

Hamley,  G-eneral  Sir  E.  B.,  Birkonfuad 
Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Volunteer  Oapita- 

tioD  Grant,  Ret.  1S17 
Defences  of  the  Enpiro — Defaneo  of  Coaling 

SUtions,  1556 


Hanbttby,  Mr.  B.  W.,  I*ru(on 
Japan — Treaties  with  Edropean  Fowern,  07 
London  Parks— Ground  Rents  and  Rovoaoet,. 

1178 

Railway  and  Canal  Compaaioi-^talisUeal 
Retoms,  811 

Sarhourt 

Dover  Harbour,  (Question,  Sir  William  Oroes- 
mnn  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Uome  Department  (Mr.  Ctiilders)  Mar 
15,810 

LiabUitieB  of  Harbour  OowHittioiu,  Qneation, 
Mr.  Seale-Bayne;  Answer,  The  SeoreUry 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  0.  T.  D.  Ac- 

Uod)JfarlO,  1350 

Sarhourt  of  Refuge 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Sopply  Mar  13.  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  add  "  in  view  of  the 
existing  depression  of  trade,  and  tbe  large 
number  of  persons  out  of  employment,  this 
House  is  of  opinion  that  the  present  is  a 
favourable  time  for  tbe  Government  to  carry 
out  eertain  valoable  and  nnnsnsrjr  rablie 
works,  more  espeoiatly  the  tomation  M  Har- 
boars  of  Refuge,  at  vaiiooa  poioU  apon  tbo 
Coast"  {Mr,  DaMon)  v.,  648;  (^tioo 
proposed,  '*  That  the  words.  *«. ; "  aftwlong 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawa 

Haeooubt,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  V. 
(Chancellor  of  the  Exdheqaer), 
Derby 

Army  (Auxiliary  Foross) — Volunteer  Capita- 
tion Grant,  Res.  1538 
Church  of  England  in  Wales.  Res.  340,  863 
Contagioas  Diseaaos  Aeto  Repeal  (No.  3),  3R. 
1033 

Crortert  (SootUnd)  (No.  3).  9R.  814 
Depression  of  Trade,  CommiaaioD  oa — ^Tlie 

Silver  Currency.  1401 
Excise— Home  Grown  Tobaooo,  115 
Ground  Rents.  Res.  1033 
Income  Tax  (Exemptions),  067 
loland  Revoone — QuesUons 

Assessment  of  the  looome  Tax,  078 
Ueence  Duty  on  Pnblie  lloases,  1168 
Taxation  of  Dogs  —  Eumption  of  Ufa 
Saving  Dogs,  1370 
Ireland — Policy  of  the  Government,  Minis* 

torial  Stntement,  1803,  1800 
fjibourera(  Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  Oomm. 
el.  1,  731,  733,  78S  ;  o/.  3, 735,  73Zi^7S3 
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Haboovbt,  Right  Hod.  Sir  V.  Q.  V.—ctmt. 
LomI  Tutation  ( Incidence ),  R«a,  1646,  1709 
Looal  Taiation— The  Select  Comnitlee  on 
Town  IIoldiDgt  —  Tautlw   on  RailwaT 
Stooki,  1867 
Manebertm-  Ship  Canal,  ati.  879.  S8S 
Marrian  with  a  Dmawd  Wife'e  Sfeter,  123 
NaT7  {Eaioien«7},  R«b.  879,  891,  898 
Parliament — Qneationi 

Bnsineet  of  the  HouM,  1873 
Oirisiona— Wait*  of  the  Time  of  tb«  Honae. 
843 

Meeting  of  the  Hooee,  304 
Parliamont— BaaiaeN  of  the  House— Notioee 

of  (loMtions,  Rea.  700,  710 
Sappl/-CUaa  1.  Vote  8— EUval  Parka  and 

Pteaanre  GaHena.701.  783 

HlBDmOB,  Viwotukt 

National  GaUery— Honn  of  Opening:,  Addren 

for  a  Paper.  280 
New  Pablie  OOoei— NaUonal  Portimit  Oallerr, 
805 

flAEEiwaTON,  Mr.  E.,  iWry,  W. 
Ireland— Qaeationa 

Crime  and  Ontrage— "  Bojeotting"— Oaae 
of  John  Foran,  Caller,  Go>  Eerrjr,  1498 
SUte  of  Kerry,  973 
Grand  Jorlei — BeiolatioM  on  Homo  Role. 
823 

London.  Brighton,  and  South  Coaat  EUilwar, 
SR.  983 

HiBBiSiLord 

Armj  (Auxiliarj  Foreea)— Hinlmnm  Attend- 
anoe  at  Teomanrr  Oavatnr  Troop  Driila, 
1467  *  f         r  , 

Hab&is,  Mr.  M.,  Oalway,  E. 
Ireland — <laeationa 

Oommiaalonera  of  National  Edsoation  — 

Appointment  of  Mr.  Newel,  808 
Crime  and  Outrage— Woodford,  Oo.  Oal> 
war,  799 

Evietiona,  Woodford,  Go.  Galway,  1187 
Inland  Navigation  and  Drainage— Drainage 

ofUie  Rirer  Suck,  109 
Jntpeotort  of  Iriah  Fisheriea— Loana,  802  . 
Royal    Irtab   OonaUbnlarf  —  Ualliaaaloe 

Police  and  Free  Gaa,  978 
Sapplr— Honaet  of  ParliameQ^  528 


Haslett,  Mr.  J.  H..  Bafmai,  W. 

Ireland— Bankmpter  Ooartt-Loeal  Gaut  at 
Belfaat,  U77 

Havblook-Au.an,  Lt-Goieral  1^  E. 
M.,  Durham,  S.E. 
kmj  (Auiliarr  Foreea) — Volnntew  Caaita- 

tion  Grant,  lies.  1&S4 
Army  Eatimatea— Clothing  EaUbliahmoata, 

Senrioea.  and  Sappliea,  1800,  1884 
Snppl/— Hooaea  of  Farliameot,  510 

Hatdeh,  Mr.  L.  P.,  Leitrim,  S. 
Poat  OfBee  (Ireland)— PoaUl  Arraogementa  ia 
RoaeommoD,  1037 

j  Hatwe,  Mr.  C.  Sealb-,  Dtrxm,  AthhrnUm 
Harbour  Oommiuionera.  Liabilities  of.  I3S0 
Law  and  Jnstioe  (Engiand  and  Wales)- 
ForetJioro  of  Tdgnmouth  Uarbonr,  114 

Healt,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Londonderry,  S. 

Honaeof  Commooa— Aoeommodalioafor  Ken- 
bora,  14 

Hkatow,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Canterbury 
Poat  Offloe— Parcel  Poat  to  Fraooe  and  Iialt. 
639 

Post  OfBee,  Submarine  Tolegiaph  Cootnct 
(St.  Vincent  to  the  Weat  Coait  of  Afrieak 
Rea.  Amendt.  67,  76 
Sale  of  Intoiioating  Liqoora  on  Sunday  f  Dv- 
bam),  SR,  1768 

Hknkagb,  Eight  Hon.  E.  (Chsnoellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster),  Grmt 

Qrintthy 

Contagioua  Diaeaaea  (  An i mala)  Aet— Pleorv- 
Pneumonia,  12 

Hewkt,  Mr.  M.,  6la*gow,  Black/rum 
Army  (Aoxiliary  Foreea)  —  The  Volunteer 

Force,  99 

Contagioua  Diaeaaes  Acta,   1866-1809.  Res. 
998 

Houie  ofCommona— AecommodatioD  for  Hem- 
bera,  18 

Ireland— Orima  and  Oatrago— Steto  of  Kmj, 
978 


Habbowbt,  Earl  of 
Colonial  Poital  A rrange me nta— Pacific  Mail 

Stpamera— Vancouver  and  Ilong  Kong,  90 
National  Gallery— Hoora  of  Opening,  Addreaa 

for  a  Paper,  231 
National  Muaeunii — Erening  Opening,  Ho. 

tioo  for  an  Addreaa,  608,  619 
Sunday  (Opening  of  Huaeuma,  *o.),  Rea. 

1841,  1318 

Hartietotoit,  Biffht  Hon.  Marquess  of, 
Lancathiro,  Eouondale 

Army — Soldier's  Ration,  1580 
I'lirlianient  -  Business  of  the  Ilouao— Notioea 
of  Queatlnna,  Rea.  718 

i 


Hbbbert,  Hod.  S.,  Croydon 

Army  (lodix)  —  Koyal  Warranta— laapeclwa 

of  Army  Sohoola,  433 
Public  Health  Aeu  (Improvement  Ezpensoa). 
2R.  372 

Hebsohell,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor) 

Arbitration,  2R.  221 

Juatioea'  Juriadiotion,  2R.  228 

Law  of  Etidenco   AmeudmMit,    SR.  398: 

Comm.  (wW.  «l.  1471 
Lunacy  Aota  Amendment,  Comm.  1140,  1143, 
1149;  cl.  4.  1150;  Amendt.  ih.i  eL  20. 
Amendt.  IISI;  el.  34,  ib.iet.  70.  1152; 
Report,  1349 
UetroMlia,  Disturbaooea  in  tha— DutiM  ot 
Soldiora,  16S1,  1894 
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UsBaoBBU*  Lord — eoni, 
Metropolia,  DistorbanoM  ia  tbe.  Res.  769 
Pftriab  Ohnrabei.  9R.  044 
TMnit7  College  (DabliD).  Motion  for  r  Select 
Committee,  1460 

Hebtet,  Lord  F.,  ^ury  St.  Edmundt 
Chnreb  of  Seotland,  SR.  1106 

HiBBEBT,  Bight  Hon.  J.  T.  (Secretary 
totheAdmixalt;),  Oldham 
Denvsrion  of  Trade— Orertlme  in  Gonrnment 

Factoriei.  641 
EgjrptUD  Expedition— Servlee  in  the  Nile  Ex- 

pftditioD,  636 
Jsmsica — Fever  at  Port  Royal,  479 
Manchester  Ship  Canal,  2K.  278 
Nar; — Queatioos 

H.M.S. "  Bonbow,"  461 
H.M.SS. "  NUe  "  and  "  Trafalgar,"  1780 
Redaction  of  Dooltrard  EmplojiSs,  478 
Navy  Eetimatfls— Wages,  ko.  to  Seamen  and 
Marinei,  1184.  1211,  13S3,   1347.  1388, 
1975 

HiOKUAiT,  Mr.  A.,  Wohtrhamptony  W. 
Railvajr  and  Canal  Tniffle,  MoUon  for  Leave, 
«71,  579 

Snppljr^RoTal  Parks  and  Pleasare  Gardens, 
498 

High   Court   of  Justice  (FroTiucial 
Sittingg)  Bill  (■«■'  •  Whitisy,  Mr. 

Garwood,  Mr.  Bouldiworih,  Mr.  ExUton, 
Lori  Claud  J.  Sttmilton,  Mr,  Mather,  Mr. 
Armitage,  Mr.  Agnm,  Mr.  Powtll  WiUiamt, 
Mr.  S.  R.  RumO) 
t.  Ordered  :  read  1<  *  Mar  12 

Highway  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr,  Jhitkham,  Mr.  Marty  Mr.  Thoawa  Blakt) 
0.  Ordered  ;  read  1-  •  Jfor  92  [Bill  149] 

Hnx,  Mr.  A.  S.,  Siagordthire,  King- 
$ti/in/ord 

London,  Brighton,  and  Sontb  Coast  Railway, 

2R.  960,  901 
MidUnd  RaUvay,  2R.  285 

HoLiAjffD,  Right    Hon.  Sir  H.  T., 
SamptUad 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Work«  (Water  Supply, 

Ae.),  2R.  81 
Post  Office,  Sabmarioe  Telegraph  Contract 
(St.  Vincent  to  the  West  Ooart  of  Africa), 
Res.  70 

Sohool  Fees  of  Non-Panpers,  2R.  179S 
Supply— Hoosea  of  Parliament,  034 

HoLHBS,  Eight  Hon.  H.,  DuhUn  Vni- 

Ireland— Arrears  ot  Rent  Aot,  1882— Mr.  II. 
M'Dougall,  Agent  to   the  Gormansto 
G«Ute,  Co.  Meath,  Kea.  719,  725 

Labourers  (Ireland)  AoU  AmeodDeat,  Comn* 
«J.l,  T83i  a(lil.«2. 1439 


HoKB  Bbpabthxnt — Seoretaxy  of  State 
C«M  0m£DBB8,  Bight  Hon.  H.  0.  E.) 

HoHB  Detabtmskt— Under  SeoretBTj  of 
State  (<M  Bboadhubst,  Mr.  H.) 

Hoofbr,  Mr.  J.,  Corkt  8.E. 
Ireland,  State  of— Condition  of  Cork  and 
Tipperary— Oharges  of  tbe  Judges  of  Assise, 

1499 

Hope,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.  B.  Bereeford, 
Cambridge  Unwersity 
Marriages  (Honrs  of  Solemnisatioo),  3R.  1400 

HouoHTON,  Lord 

Dors  and  Ohinley  Railway,  SR.  14SB 

Houu>BWOBTH,  Mr.  W.  H.,  MomHw 

Law  and  Juatioe  (England  and  Walea] — Im- 
prisonment of  Mr.  Howe  Ashton,  970 
Uanohester  Ship  Canal,  3R.  383 

Hovabd,  Mr.  J.  M.,  CimUrmUt  Didwieh 
Bigh  Conrt  oT  Justice— Cinnit  Arrangements, 
1388 

Hotell,  Mr.  G.,  Bethnal  Orten,  N.H. 
Depreasion  of  Trade— Orertime  in  GoTomment 
Faotories,  841 

Hubbabd,  Bight  Hod.  J.  G.,  London 
Tithe  Rent>Gharge  Amendment,  1747 
Tithe  Rent-Gbarge  (Extraordinary)  Amend- 
ment, 3R.  1738 

Huqhes,  Colonel  E.,  Woolwich 

Drowned  Peraona  (EMaoorery  aod  Interment), 

3R.  1773,  1773 

Huohes  -  Hallbit,   Colonel  F.  C, 
Roehntor 
Army— Offleer*  of  the  ReserTo  Corps,  1780 
Alia,  Central— The  Zhob  Valley  Itxpedition. 

976 

Navy— Engine  Room  Artifloors,  168B 

Httht,  Mr.  F.  S.,  MaryUhoM,  W. 
Bishopric  of  Jeraaalem,  1370 

HuKTER,  Sir  W.  G.,  Baeknsy,  Cki^al 
Army  Estimates  —  Clothing  Eatablishments, 

Serrioes,  and  Supplies,  1908 
Army  (India) — The  Medical  Serrice,  639 
Retired  Military  and  Naral  OSlQers— Colonial 

Employment,  680 

Hunter,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Ahtrdem^  N. 

Scotland— Police— Dismissiil of  James  Martin, 
Police  Constable,  Aberdeen,  1366 
Publie  Health  —  SsmII-Poz  at  Woodside* 
900 
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HnrtLt,  MttquesB  of 

Railwiiy*— Allotownto  to  S«mnt%  288.  38S 

HuTTOK,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Sfanekttter,  N, 
Africa  (  BbM  Gout) — Annuottiom  in  Zutlbar, 
168,  13fl9 
The  Slkfe  Tnid*  Blue  Book,  M8 
lUnrt  Pni-ifiomtlon,  SR.  1004 
Rojkl  Liver  FrieDdlT  -Soolotjr— Tho  Report, 
1IT8 

Trade  and  Commeree— Aonnal  Reporta  from 
the  Colonies,  180S 
ReporU  on  Foreign  Trade— iBatmetioaa  to 
IJ.M.  Agents  1806.  1807 

Byda  Park  Comer  (Hew  Streets)  Bill 

(ifr.  lAveton  Oomr,  Mr.  Benry  S.  FoteUr, 

Mr.  Broadkurtt) 

$.  Selrat  Oommittee  to  conaiat  of  Five  Members, 
Three  to  be  nominated  by  the  House,  and 
Two  bj  the  Comoiittee  of  Seleetion  Mar  8, 
Sl» 

Iddssleioh,  Earl  of 
Ireland  —  Crime  and  Oatmge— Murder  of 
Patriok  Finlay,  Woodford,  Co.  Galwaj,  785 

Idioti  Bill  [n.!.]  (Thi  Urd  CAamtUu-) 
t.  ProflMited  ;  read  I-  •  Mar  8S         (No.  46) 

iLLraoTORTH,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford,  W. 
Cbaroh  of  England  in  Wales,  Res.  304 
Dnfenoes  of  tho  li:mpire — Defenee  of  Ooaling 

Stations,  1609 
Marriages  (Hours  of  Bolemnlsation),  2R.  1043 
National  EngagemenU,  Rea.  U17 
Nary  (Efflciency),  Rea.  900 
Post  Office,  Sabmarioe  Telegraph  Oootraot 
|St.  Vincent  to  the  West  Coast  of  Afrioa), 

Supply  —  PnUie  Bnadingi,  Great  Britain, 
0S4 

Royal  Parks  and  Pleaaare  Gardens,  497, 
1918 

Tithe  Reat-Gharge  (EitraordioaiT)  AjmihI- 
meot,  SR.  1788 

Imperial  Federation — Coi^ermoa  during 
the  Colonial  Exkibitien 
(^ueation,  Ur.  Howard  Vincent ;  Answer,  I'ho 
Firat  Lord  of  tbe  Treasnf?  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  Mar  33, 1000 

Ihoi,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Islington,  E. 
Artiians*  Dwellings  (Uetropolla),  637 
High  Court  of  Justice  (Obaooery  DlTision).  99 

India— Secretary  of  State  (w«  Kiiobb- 
LKT,  Bight  Hon.  Earl  of) 


Ihdia — Under  Secretary  of  State  {tee 

K\T-8HUTTLTiWORTH,  Sir  TJ.) 


IwDiA  f  Qseetiong) 

Bei»ffol—The  Patvmri  BUI.  Hmevtion,  Sir 
Roper  LHhbridge  ;  Answor,  The  Under  Se- 
oreUry  of  State  for  India.  (Sir  Dghtnd 
Kay-ShoUleworth)  Mar  IS.  688 

Railway t 

The  Bengal  Central  Rtilwi}/  Company. 
tion.  Sir  George  Campbell  ;  Answer,  TV 
Under  Secretary  of  Sute  for  India  (Sir 
Ughtred  Kay-Shnttlewerth)  Mar  33,  1681 
Th€  SeuuU,  PunjcnA,  and  Delhi  RaOm^ 
Question,  Mr.  E.  R.  Rossdl ;  Anaww,  Ths 
Under  Seoretary  of  Suie  for  India  (Sr 
Ugbtred  Kay-Shnttleworth)  Jfar  11,  406 

BaiUee^  aimi  PiMic  Worts.  C^aestioos,  Mr. 
Fell  Pease,  Mr.  Jaofcson ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sit 
Ughtred  Kay-Shottleworth)  Mar  IS,  1169 

J7i«  Itidtpendeni  Salive  Statea—Tke  Martim- 
Benry  RljU,  Qaestions,  Lord  Randolph 
Chnrcbill ;  ADswera,  The  Seeretarj  of  Slate 
for  War  (Mr.  CaapholUBMUMman)  JAr  8, 
107 

India — Admtnietration  of  JusUoe 
Moved.  «  That  an  humble  AddrMs  be  pre. 
sentcd  to  Uer  .Majesty  for  Retarn  of  iha 
taxes  end  duties  raised  or  letied  od  the  ad- 
ministration of  jnatiee  in  India  doring  tk 
year  1880,  whether  by  stamps,  ad  ralora 
duties,  or  otherwise,  under  the  Aot  of  tb 
Governor  General  of  India  in  Council  a 
1870,  or  any  of  the  Acts  referred  to  tbenifi, 
or  otherwise ;  and  that  the  anbjeet  of  lb 
taxation  of  jostioo  in  India  be  referrwd  to  ilw 
Select  Committee  on  tho  operation  of  iha 
Act  for  the  better  government  of  India 
(1808),  and  certain  other  Aots  relatioF  t» 
India"  (Ths  Lord  FiteOerald)  Mar  n, 
I6I3;  after  short  debate.  HotioD  with- 
drawn 

India— Government  of  India 

Moved,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  join  with  a  Committee  of  the  Cotnmons  te 
inquire  into  the  operation  of  tho  fbUowing 
Acts  of  Parliament 

"Sutnte  31stand  33nd  Vict.  chap.  106.  As 
Act  for  the  better  Ooremmeni  of  India 
(1808),  and  the  AeU  of  Parliament  anwnd- 
ing  tho  same : 

"  Sutute  24th  and  20th  Viet.  ehap.  67.  The 
Indian  Councils  Act  (1801),  together  with 
tho  statutory  provisions  amending  the  samr, 
and  those  relating  to  tho  ExeontiTe  Coon- 
oils  of  the  Governors  of  Madras  and 
Bombay : 

"  Statute  34tb  and  30lh  Vfct. chap.  1 04. ( 1 80 1 ). 

An  Aet  for  establishing  High  Conrts  of  Jadt- 

cature  in  India : 
"Statnte  24th  and  20th  Vict.  cliap.04.  (1861). 

An  Act  to  confirm  certain  appointmnita  ia 

India,  and  to  amend  the  law  eoncerniog  the 

eivil  serriee  there ; 

Statnte  33rd  Vict.  chap.  8.  (1870).  An  Aot 
to  make  better  proTisioo  for  making  laws  and 
regulations  in  oertaiu  parts  of  India,  and  lor 
certntn  other  purposes  relating  thereto" 
{Tho  Earl  »f  SSmhert^Mar  Ik  410; 
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ftHer  short  delute.  Motion  agreed  to ;  List 
of  the  Committee,  417 
Place  of  Inquiry,  Questions,  Sir  Roper  Leth> 
bridge,  Dr.  Clark,  Mr.  Hscrar1»ne  ;  An- 
swers, The  Under  Secretary  of  Sute  for 
Indin  (Sir  Ughtred  K«r<  Shuttle  worth]  Mar 
IS.  637 

Th«  Coiislitvtitn  of  the  Commitiee,  Question, 
Mr.  King  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Seoretarjr  of 
Stftte  for  India  (Sir  Ughtred  Kar-Sbulil«- 
worth)  Mm-  15,815  ;  Questions,  Sir  Miohnel 
ilioka-Benob,  Mr.  Maofarlane ;  Answera, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Ur.  W. 
E.  Gladstone)  Mar  18, 1 182  ;  Question,  Mr. 
HagDiao;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  Jfor  19, 
1S74  ;  Question,  Mr.  Mngni.io ;  Answer. 
The  Under  Seeretarj  of  Slate  for  India  (Sir 
Ugbtred  Kaj- Shuttle  worth)  MarZi,  X4S9 

The  Indian  Army  AeU,  Question,  Mr.  Bu- 
chanan :  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
Slate  for  India  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shnttle- 
worth)  Mar  36,  1797 

Inflmts  Bill  (Mr.  Mtonuy  Qmerat,  Tht 
Lord  AJvocatt,  Mr.  Secretary  CMUer*,  Mr, 

c.  Motion  for  F^re  (Jfr.  AUerwsjf  Omeral) 
Mar  IS,  788;  Motion  agreed  to;  Bill 
ordered  ;  rMd  1*  *  {BiW  189] 

Ibkland         ( Qwitimt) 

Armt  Liemuei—Cate  of  John  Dtmaeath,  Ques- 
tion. Dr.  Tanner :  Answer,  The  Cbiel  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  0, 
298  ; —  Case  of  Patrick  M'Oinn.  Question, 
Mr.  Macartney  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  18, 
1150 

Owt  Ltec»eet — Irregular  Juue,Q,M»tioa,  Mr. 
Macartney  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  2i>,  1805 

Charitable  Beaucttt— The  Eaton  Bequett,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet :  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secreury  for  Ireland  (.Mr.  John  Morley) 
Mar  11.  416 

Church  of  Ireland  —  Colleetioa  of  the  Tithe 
Amt-eftor^, Question,  Mr. Stanley  Leighton ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  Jfir  8.  113 

Cammisiionere  "f  Irith  Lights  —  FaeiliHet  for 
Ltffhtkeepen  attending  Divine  Service,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Johnston  :  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundolla)  Mar  18, 
1158 

Contoffioiu  Diseaiee  {IreltutS)  AU—  FcMnnary 
Portal  Inipeetori,  Qantlon,  Mr.  Cox  ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  Mar  II,  45S 

JEnffland  and  Ireland  —  A  Submarine  Tunnel, 
Question,  Colonel  Blundell ;  Ansver,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Jofan  Mor. 
ley)  jWorS,  117 

Oovernment  Loan*  for  Iriih  Purpoiei,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Albert  Grey,  Mr.  Parnell,  Sir 
John  Gorst,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The 
Saoiwary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Uenry  H. 
fomiat)  Mar  17«0 


Ibilaitd — eont. 

Imeslmenta  of  English  Capital,  Question,  Mr. 
Joseph  Cowen  ;  Ansirer,  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  Mar22, 
1478 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts,  1883  and  1885  — 
Appeals  to  Privy  Counnl  against  Schemes, 
Question,  Mr.  Tuito  :  Answer.  The  Chief 
Seoreiary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
Mar  11,  454 ; —  Labourers'  Cottages  in  In- 
nisliowen,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  Mar  23,  1636 

Parliamentary  Firanchiie  {Dublin)  —  7V(«  Col* 
lector  Qenerai  of  Rates,  Question,  Mr.  Sex- 
ton ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  19,  ISOo 

Paving  Contracts— Dublin  Corporation,  Ques< 
lions,  Mr.  Jones- Parry.  Mr.  Peter  M'Doai^d ; 
Answera.  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  18.  1158 

Public  Meetings  —  Speech  of  Mr.  W.  B.  H. 
Lyons,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Mor- 
ley) Mar  11,  400 

Secret  Soeieties  —  Courts  in  Orange  Lodges, 
Question,  Mr.  Vf.  O'Brien ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Irclnnd  (Mr,  John  Mor- 
ley) ;  Questions,  Mr.  O'Kelly,  Mr.J.  O'Con- 
nor [no  reply]  Mar  8,  100 

Seed  Supply  ( Ireland)  Act — Fourth  Instalment 
of  Seed  Hate  —  Postponement  of  Payments, 
Questions,  Colonel  Nolan,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Con- 
nor ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  John  Moriey)  Mar  11,  489 

Sunday  Closing  —  Extension  of  Legislation, 
Question,  Mr.  T.  Fry:  Answer,  iThe  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morloy) 
Mar  iS,  1779 

T***  Belfast  Corporation — Salary  of  the  Town 
Clerk,  ftuestion,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Saoretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  Mar  18, 1188 

The  "House  League,"  Question,  Mr.  De 
Oobatn;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  Mar  16,  979 

The  Irish  National  League  —  Meeting  of  the 
Kilbride  Branch,  Questions,  Mr.  Macartney  ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  .Morley)  Mar  19,  1364 

The  Lord  Lie^enant  of  Ireland —  The  Dean  of 
the  Chapel  Hoyal,  Question,  Mr.  W.  O'Brien  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  8. 108 

Tho  Phantx  Park  ( Dublin)  Private  En- 
eloiures,  Question,  Mr.  Clancy ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry 
il.  Fowler)  Mar  S0. 1783 

The  Railway  Clearing  Rouse,  Question,  Mr. 
Oilhooly ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.Muodolln)  Mar22, 1477 

Tithe  Reat-dtarges— Extension  of  Time  for 
Payment  by  Landlords,  Question,  Mr.  R. 
Power  :  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Uenry  U.  Fowler)  Mar  11,  453 

T'ramways  and  PubUe  Con^panies  UreUatd) 
Act,  1&9S  — Operation  of  the  Act,  Question, 
Mr.  Mark  Stewart ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
Jlor  18,  I173i— LiOM  lo  the  West  Clare 
Biiilaiay  Cot^mg—The  Uoard^  PuAUo, 
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Werkt,  QOMtloDfl.  Mr ,  Cox  ;  Ankweri,  The 

Seoreury  to  the  Treunry  (Mr.  Utorj  II. 
Fowler)  Mar  H,  IS;  Mar  19, 1SS8 
Trinitif  CelUffe  (Dublin)  —  Tenure  of  Txmdt, 
Question,  Sir  Jarast  Gorrj  ;  AnBwer,  The 
Chief  SeoreUrjr  for  Irelud  (Mr.  J<ri)n  Hor- 
Mar  19, 18S1 

Borne  Ride 

Alleged  Intimidation  by  Landlordt,  Qnei. 
tion,  Mr.Seston  ;  Answer.  The  Chief  Seore- 
turj  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morler)  Mar  22, 
1488 

Grand  Juriea  —  ReeduHoiu  on  Home  Rule, 
Questions,  Mr.  De  Cobain,  Mr.  Dillon  ;  An- 
swers, The  First  I.ord  of  the  Treasnrj  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone)  i/or  15,  833 

PolUy  of  the  Ooveminent,  Questions,  Sir  Mi- 
chael Ili€kt-Beach  ;  Answers.  The  Pint  Lord 
of  the  Treasary  (Hr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
Jfor  19, 1S7I  ;  Ministerial  StmtemeDt.  The 
Chanoellor  of  the  Eiche<|uer  (Sir  Willinto 
Haroourt) ;  Questions,  Sir  Mlobael  Ilicks- 
Beaoh,  Mr.  Machrlane  ;  Answers,  Sir  Wil- 
liam Harcourt  Mar  25.  1 808 

The  Ditieiaing  Bodiet  and  Homo  Rule,  Ques- 
tions, Hr.  De  Cobaio,  Mr.  W.  O'Brien ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Stcratarjr  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley]  Mar  19, 1873 

The  Legulalive  Vaion— Addreu  of  the  Pre*' 
byierian  Church,  Questions,  Sir  James 
Corry,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Bench  ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  Mar  8,  298 

*'  The  JTltter  ladmtl  CMvention"~A  SeparaU 
ParUoKUnt,  Questions,  Mr.  De  Cobain,  Mr. 
Sexton;  Answers,  Mr. Speaker ifiu* 25, 1807 

Dittren 

Dittreee  in  Dvhlin,  Question,  Dr.  Fox ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  Mar  19,  1361 

SHstrett  in  tFxehlow,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J. 
Corbet;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  22,  il76 

Supptv  of  Seed,  Questions,  Mr.  Deasy,  .Mr. 
Dillon  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morl^)  MarB,  133 

PcarltamtHtary  Eleetimu  {Ireland) 
Candidate^  Solicitors  and  the  Serutinv  of 
Votet,  Question,  Mr.  WilUam  O'Brien  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  33,  1641 
Diaturltanee  at  the  South  Fermanagh  Election— 
AttauU  on  John  M'Manut,  Question,  Mr. 
II.  Campboll ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morler)  Mar  IS. 
789 

The  Mid-Armagh  Divition  -Dislnrbanee  at 
Tanderagee,  Question,  Mr.  Alexander 
Blanc  i  Answer,  The  Chief  Seoretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  9,  S93 

Regiitration  of  Voiert  (Ireland)  Act 
Exptnee*  of  Preparing  lAtU,  Questions,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Se- 
creiary    ft»  IreUnd  (Mr.  John  Morle*) 
JtfarS,  131 


Ibiluid— ff^utratioM  of  Vettn  Aa—mt. 
Retwm  of  Forma  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Vmm 
through  the  Pott  OJiee,  Qaastion.  Mr.  Arther 
O'Connor:  Answer,  Tbe  Obief  Sceretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Jt^n  Morlcj)  ifiir  15. 
794 

ybn-Pagmentof  Pottage  of  Regmtition  Form, 
Question,  Lord  JSmest  Hamilton  ;  Answer, 
The  Secraury  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Hcorr 
H.  Fowler)  ifor  30,  1806 

Paytwnt  of  Cterkt  of  Union;  QoeMiona,  Mr. 
A.  Blane,  Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brimi,  Colonel 
Waring  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Seentaty  tsr 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  1 1.  487 

Bamuneration  of  Poor  Rate  CMeelore,  Qnes- 
tion,  Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brien  ;  Answer.  Tbe  Se- 
oretary to  the  Treasory  (Mr.  Heur  H. 
Fowler)  itore,  9 

Botttdof  Publie  Worie  {IrtUnd) 
Convict  Labour,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Coa- 
nor;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seemtary  for  Ire- 
laud  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Jfar  8,  111 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  —  Building  — 
Appliealion  for  Loan  —  Cote  of  John 
M'Namara,  Brawney,  Co.  Weetmealk,  Qnei- 
Uon,  Mr.  D.  Sullivan  ;  Answer,  Tbe  Seete- 
twy  to  the  Treainry  (Mr.  HeDiy  H.  Fowler) 
Jfor  II,  478 

education  (Irolandi 

Commiiiiotiers  of  TfiOiomU  EduaOion—Af- 
pointment  of  Mr.  JViwri.  Qaestion,  M>. 
Hams  :  Answer,  The  Chief  Seorvtarr  fat 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  15,  908 

Cote  of  Mr.  Buchanan,  J'eaehm-  of  the  JVi- 
tional  School  at  Carrume,  Co.  Donegal, 
Questions.  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor;  Abswhi 
The  Chief  Seeratary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  Jfar  18,  lies 

ExamifuOion  Papert  of  Jfittional  Seimt 
Teaehen,  Question,  Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brien  •  An- 
swer,  The  Chief  Seoretary  for  Ireland '(Mr 
John  Morley)  Mar  IS,  797 

Oood  Service  Salary,  Question,  Mr  P  J 
O'Brien ;  Answer.  The  Chief  Seereury  fo^ 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  15,  830 

QratuUy  to  a  Deceased  Teaoher'a  Reprteenia. 
tivee-Cate  of  R.  tTFlynn,  Newport,  Co. 
Mayo.  Question,  Mr.  Dmy ;  Answer.  Tbe 
Secretary  to  the  Treasary  (Mr.  Ueory  II. 
Fowler)  3/ar  11,  448 

Selection  of  Teaehere  for  Model  Sehoolt,  Qaes- 
tion,  Mr.  Maoartney ;  Answer,  The  Cblrf 
SeoretAry  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Moriej) 
Mar  10,  1857  ' 

The  Litlowel  SehooU,  Questions,  Mr.  SUck 
Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers.  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Moriey)  JAn-  II, 
408 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools  (Ireland) 
Appurtenances  of  Land,  Question.  Mr.  Bicnr- 
Answer,  The  Chief  Seoretarr  for  Iralaad 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  I«,  801 
Position  of  Hew  Root  Industrial  SdiooL  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  John  Redmond;   Answer.  The 
Chief  Secretary   for    Ireland    (Mr.  John 
Morley)  Mar  19,  1356 
The  Waterford  Industrial  SekooL  Qsestioii. 
Mr.  R.  Pown;  Aniwer^^^Tlie  OUef  So* 
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ImmtMm—Befifrmatarg  and  Induttrial  Sckoolt^ 
eonL 

eretM7  for  Irelaud  (Mr.  John  aiorlejr)! 
(Question,  Mr.  Joha  Redmond  [no  reply] 
.Var  IS,  S16 
Bomait  CcUholic  Hefortnaiory  Sekoclt  (Ireland) 
—Com  of  CharUt  il'ClintMk,af  ArdMtraw, 
Co.  7V»M.  Queilion,  Mr.  Jobnaton  ;  An- 
gwer.  Tbo  Chief  SeoreUr;  for  IreUod  (Ur. 
John  TAoTlej)Mar  19, 1356 

Fisheriet  ( Ireland) 

Jntpeetori  of  Fiiheries  —  Applioatiom  for 
Imltu,  Qantion,  Mr.  Harris :  Anewer.  't'he 
Chief  SeoreUrj  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Joba  Mor- 
ley)  Mar  9,  302 

IriA  Fukery  Cotatnittionert—Contractt  for 
Pitr$,^e.,  Queation,  Mr.  Mulbolland  ;  An- 
■wer.  The  SecretArj  to  the  Treasurj  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  Mar  18.  1174 
Trawling  on  tht  Jrith  Coa$t,  Queetion,  Mr.  P. 
M'Donald  :  Aniwer.Tbo  Chief  Seeretary  tor 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Horley)  Mar  U,  82S 

Lunatie  Aiylumt  (Ireland) 
Omagh  Diitriet  Lunatic  Atylam,  Question, 
Mr.  O'UanloD  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  25, 
1786 

AlUtf  lAouOio  Aiylumt,  <^estion,  Mr.  W.  J. 
Uorbet;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  9,  396 

Return  of  Salariei,  fc.  of  Chief  O^eert, 
Question,  Mr.  Cox;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
Mar  23, 1631 

The  Board  of  OoMmort,  Limerick  IHtlriet 
Lunatic  Atybtm,  (^neBtioA,  Mr.  William 
Abrabam  (Liinerlok  C!o.,  W.)  ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  Jfor  19, 1M6 

Piert  and  Harhouri  (Ireland) 

Banlry  Pier,  ftueation,  Mr.  Gilhooly ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler)  Mar  9,  295 

Cappa  Pier,  Question,  Mr.  Jordan ;  Answer, 
The  SeereUry  to  the  Treasory  (Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowlei)  Mar  II,  413 

How^  Harbour,  Question,  Mr.  Claiioy  ;  An- 
ewer, The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  Mar  12,  026 

Kingttown  Sarbour,  Question,  Mr.  Peter 
M'Donald :  Answer,  The  Seeretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  Mar  23, 

1405 

Wickloio  Barbour— Loan  to  the  Commtgiionert, 
Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  Mar  10,  I860;— r*e  Baronial 
Guarantee.  Qoestbn,  Mr.  W.  J.  Cotbot ; 
Answer,  The  Cbiof  SeoreUry  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Moriey)  Mar  28, 1632 

Fithery  Pten  and  Sarboun  (Ireland) 
Ard  and  Momh  Island  Pier;  Co.  Oalmtv, 
Question,  Mr.  Sheehy  ;  Aofwer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasory  (Mr.  Henry  O.  Powlcr) 
Jforll.471  „ 
Pier  at  Inniehmurry  hland.  Question,  Mr. 
P  M'Donald  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  SeoreUry 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  15,  799 


Ibkukd — Fishery  Pieri  and  Harbours— <ont. 
Teelin  Pier,  Question,  Mr.  Kelly  :  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler)  Jto- II,  158 

2tdand  Navigation  and  Drainage  ( Ireland) 
The  Barrow  Drai»age,  Question,  Mr.  Lalor  ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 

(Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  9,  SOS 
The  Barrow  Drainage  and  ArdgloMS  Barbour, 

Question,  Mr.  W.J.  Corbet;  Answer,  The 

Obtef  Seeretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 

Morley)  jfor  18,1175 
The  Drainage  of  tlie  River  Suck,  Qnestion, 

Mr.  Harris  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 

Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  Mar  8, 

109 

Poor  Law  (Ireland) 

Baltinglass  Union — Appwitment  of  Superin- 
tendent Registrar,  Questioo,  Mr.  Byrne; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Irolaod 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  13,  631 

The  Dtmaghmore  Union,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Mara ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Merle?)  Mar  9,  302 

Supply  of  Drugs  for  Dispensaries,  Question, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
ifiirS,  113 

Ouardians 

Board*  of  Ouardians  and  the  Sovenment, 
Qnestion,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Seeretary  for  Ireland  (.Mr.  John  Morley) 
Mar  II, 469 

Election  of  Ouardians,  Question,  Mr.  W. 
O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  lor 
Irriand(Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  8,  116:  — 
Messrs.  J.  W.  Payne  and  John  E.  Payne, 
Question,  Mr.  (Jilhooly  ;  Anawer,  'f  he  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
Mar  25, 1786 

Ratir^  ^ualifieationfor  a  Ouardian,  Question, 
Mr.  W.  Abraham  (Limerick,  W.) ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley]  Mar  15,  800 

The  Queen's  Co.,  Question,'  Captain 
M'Calmont:  Answer,  The  Chief  SKoretary 
for  IreUnd  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  32, 
1497 

Post  OJiee  (Ireland) 
Dublin  and  Belfast  Pott  O^s— Annual 
Leave  of  Telegraph  Clerks,  Question,  Mr, 
W.  O'Brien  ;  Anewer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treaiary  (Mr.  Henry  If.  Fowler)  Mar  16, 
807 

The  Templederr}/  Post  Ofiee,  Questions,  Mr 
P.  J.  O'Brien,  Mr.  W.  O'Brien  :  Answers, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler)  Mar  8,  lOS 

Mail  Service  hetweeit  Athenry  aiid  Oort, 
Question,  Mr,  Sheehy;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Uenry  H.  Fowler) 
Mar  35,  1766 

Postal  FaeUities  in  Donegal,  Qneetion,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor :  Answer,  Tho  Seeretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  II.  Fowler) 
Mar  15,  813 
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Oablin  PoUal  ArrsmgememU,  Qnettion,  Mr. 
JohnatoD ;  Answer,  Ths  S«eretu-f  to  the 
'I'rrasnrjr  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  Mar  33, 
1478 

Pottal  AmtHgemtnU  tn  BoieommoH,  (^oot- 
tion,  Mr.  Ha7den  ;  Aniwer,  Tbe  Seoretmry 
to  ttie  Treoaurr  (Mr,  Ilenrjr  II.  Fowler) 
Marts.  1637 

Bathmirus  —  The  "  Freeman't  Journal," 
Question,  Mr.  J  oh  niton  ;  AnBw<>r,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Ur.  Henry  11.  Fowler) 
Mar  8.  110 

Rural  Ltstter  Carriert—The  BatUnglea  and 
Moyne  Poatman,  Qaestion,  Mr.  W.  J. 
Oorbet ;  Anawer,  The  Seoreury  to  tbe 
TreMury(Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  Mar  11, 
440 

Poitmoiter  iti  Onagh,  (^aestion,  Mr.  M. 
J.  Kenny  ;  Aniwer,  The  Chief  Seoretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  15,  797 

TsUgraph  Department 

TeUgre^,  SkOion  at  Tory  Iriand,  Quea- 
xim,  Mr,  Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answer,  The 
Seeretary  to  tbe  Tmanry  (Mr.  Henry  II. 
Fowter)  JVor  11,  467 

Ttlegraph  Of^ee  at  Bundoran,  Queition,  Mr. 
Macartney;  Aniwer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  II.  Fowler)  Mar  9, 
301 

Telegraph  Office,  SHanagolden,  Co.  Limerick, 
Question,  Mr.  W,  Abrnham  (Limeriok  Co., 
W.) ;  Anawer,  The  :ieeretary  to  the  Trea- 
■ury  (Mr.  Ileory  H.  Fowler)  MariB,  1780 

Railuiayt  {Ireland) 
The  Belturbet  Railway— Bridge  over  the  Hal- 
linamore  Canal,  (^ueaiion,  Mr.  H.  Campbell ; 
Anawer,  Tbe  Seoiebtry  to  tho  Treaaary  (Mr. 
Henry  II.  Fowler)  Mar  IS,  11S7 

Law  and  Justice  {Ireland) 

Bankruptcy  CoaHi— Local  Court  at  JBet/att, 
Queation,  Mr.  Jamea  Haslett ;  Answer,  Tbe 
Chief  Seoretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  Mar  18,  1177 

Contempt  of  Court,  Co.  Longford,  ^eationa. 
Captain  M'Calmont ;  Answers,  Tbe  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
Mar  33,  1487  ;  Mar  3ff,  1793 

Co.  Donegal  Qtiarfer  Setsioni,  Question,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor :  Answer,  Tbe  Cbief  Secre- 
tary for  Irekod  ( Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  23, 
U94 

High  Court  oj  Jastiee — <lu«enV  Bench  Divi- 
tiaa—JudgeM  iMuaon  and  O'Brien,  Qnes- 
tion,  Mr.  Cbanee  ;  Anawer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tnt7  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar 
10 

Incapacity  of  Boldert  of  Spirit  Lieeneet  to 
serve  as  Jurors  in  Criminal  Trials,  Queatlon, 
Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Seoretary  for  Irctatid  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
Mar  13,  633 

Mr.  Barron,  County  Court  Judge,  Co.  Mona- 
ghan.  Question,  Mr.  W.  O'Brien  ;  Anawer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  IroUnd  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  Mar  »S.  1776 

HeUase  of  Irish  Moonlightgri,  Queitioo,  Mr. 
Albert  Grey  ;  Anawer,  The  Ohiof  8eerctAry 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Mortey)  ifiir  98, 1641 


Imuhd — Lam  astd  Justice — e«Bt. 

"  Shaw  V.  Lloyd,"  Question,  Mr.  W.O*BriM; 
Answer.  The  Chief  Seoretary  foe  Ireland 
(>lr.  John  Mortar)  Mecr  38,  1473 

The  AtUrim  Grand  Jmy,  QnostwDar  Mr.  Sex- 
ton, Bfi^or  Snnndenon :  Kmmwmn,  Tht 
Chief  Seeretary  for  Irrinnd  (Mr.  Jehi 
Morley)  Mar  33,  14S« 

The  Cavan  Grand  Jury,  Question,  Hr.  Biggar; 
Anawer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Irelud 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  J/ar  18,  1154 

7ke  Summoning  of  Jurors,  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton :  Answer,  Tbe  Chief  SeentMrj  for 
TreUnd  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  19.  IS80 

Threatening  Letters  —  Case  of  Mr.  ROett 
Teskey,  Curraheen,  Co.  Idwmidc,  <kaeetiea. 
Captain  M'Calmont ;  Answer,  Tbe  Chirf 
Seeretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Meriey) 
Mar  10, 1397 

The  Mogiitracy  {Ireland) 

CathoUe  MoffislraUt,  Co.  DonegaM,  QoeMioe. 
Mr.  Kelly;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seervt^ 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  15.  819 

Mr.  Veuy  titzgerald,  R.M.,  Qaeationa,  Mr. 
Lalor,  Mr.  O'Kelly;  Answers.  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Irelnnd  (Mr.  John  MMky) 
Mar  15.  804 

The  Clogker  Justieet.  Question.  Mr.  V. 
O'Brien;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seoretary  fir 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  18. 1181 

The  XnnistymOH  Magistrates,  Question,  lb. 
Jwdan ;  Anawer,  The  Chief  SeoreUtr  fer 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Heriey)  Mar  11,  447 

Law  and  Police  {Ireland) 
Death  of  Cornelius  Cosgrave  at  Edgemortkt. 
town,  Co.  l.angford.  Questions,  Mr.  JeAia 
M'Carthy,  Mr.  Sexton;  Aoswers,  The  Chief 
Seoretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Ifolay) 
Jfar  25,  1778 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary 

Alleged  Assault  on  Mr.  Patrick  Corkeni,  Ques- 
tion, Dr.  Tanner:  Anawer, The  Chief  Secr&- 
tary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morler)  Mar  15, 
817 

Cote  of  District  Inspector  Tilly,  Question, 
Mr.  Cox  ;  Answer.  The  Chief  Seoretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  39, 1488 

Compensation  to  District  Inspector  Connmgk- 
ton,  Question,  Mr.  Jamea  Flynn  ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Seoretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Jobs 
Morley)  Mar  18,  1180 

Em^yment  as  Oaretaiert  at  Imtisearra,  Co. 
Cork,  Questions,  Dr.  Tanner ;  Answers,  Tba 
Chief  Seoretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  Jfrtr  16,817 

Hiring  of  Cars,  Question,  Mr.  Biggor :  An- 
swer, The  Ohiof  Secretary  for  Ireland  (.Mr. 
John  Morley)  Mar  18,  1154 

Policemen  as  Tenants  of  an  Ew^ed  Farm  — 
Case  of  Sergeant  O'Dotmell,  Question.  Mr. 
Deasy :  Answer,  The  Chief  Seeretanr  ftr 
Irelanil  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  12,  635 

Rules  of  Location  of  Conttables,  Qnestioo,  Mr. 
A.  Btane;  Answer,  The  Cliief  Seeretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Moriey)  Mar  S3,  1474 

The  BaUinasloe  Police  and  Free  Oas,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Unrris ;  Anawer,  Tbe  Chief  Seere- 
t.iry  for  IrcLind  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Jfor  16, 
078 
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Pritont  (Jrtland) 
CoHtolidation,  QnestioD,  Sir  R.  ABtheton 
Cross  :  Answer,  The  Chief  Seoretar^  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morle?)  McA-  18,  1160 
PrUon  Wardtrg,  Qaestion,  Mr.  John  O'Con- 
nor (Tipperarr.  S.) ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Seoretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morlej) 
AforlS,  1176 

8taU  of  Ireland 

"Boyeottiiiff" — StatemMttof  Clergymen  of  the 
Iriih  Chwrdi,  Questions,  Mr.  De  Oobain, 
Mr,  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Oladitone),  Mr. 
Speaker  ifar  22,  1501 

Conditim  of  Cork  and  Tippfrary—  Chargei  of 
the  Judfftr  of  Airize,  Questions,  Captain 
M'Oalmont,  Ur.  John  Redmond,  Mr. 
Hooper;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morlej)  Mar  23, 1498 

Lawleunest  in  the  Wett  of  Ireland,  Question, 
Mr.  Macartney  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seore. 
tary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar  18, 
1169 

The  Orange  Lodges,  Questions,  Mr.  O'Kelly, 
Mr.  Johnston,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Seorelary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Uorley)  M»- 8,  98 

Cn'mtf  and  Outrage  (iivland) 
Aetion  of  the  ^Imacow  JVoft'ena!  Lec^, 
Question,   Captain  M'Calmont ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Seoretarf  far  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morlej)  J/or  8.  112 
" Boycotting"  —  Alleged   "  Boyeotting"  of 
NaiioncUiits,  Questions,  Mr.  W.  O'Brien, 
Mr.  Johnston;  Answers,  The  Chief  Seore- 
tary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  J£tr  ff,  7 
The  XaHtnal   Leagtte—LimgfQrd  Itraneh, 
Qnestloo,  Mr.  Uaoartnej;    Answer,  The 
Chief  Seoretary  for    Ireland   (Mr.  John 
Morley)  Mar  6,  19 
Cote  bf  John  Foran,  Oaitey,  Co.  Kerry,  Ques- 
tions, Major  Sannderson,  Hr.  E,  Harrington  ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Seoretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Horlej)  Mar  SS.  1409 

Attaek  m  Mamilton,  Langan,  Qnestion, 
Captain  M'Calmont;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Moriey) 
Mar  8,  122 

Alleged  Attack  upon  Rev.  W.  P.  Kearney, 
Drogheda,  Qnestion,  Mr.  De  Cobain  ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  Mar  18,  1166 

Co.  Limerick,  Question,  Captain  M'Calmont; 
Answer,  I  he  Chief  Seoretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  Mar\i,  796 

Intimidation,  Questions,  Captain  M'CalmODt, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Blorley)  ; 
QaesiUon,  Hr.  H.  J.  Kenny  [oo  reply; 
Mar  11,  «1 

Malieioui  Burning  of  Hay  at  yewcattU  Weet, 
Co.  Limerick  —  Oompeneation,  Questions, 
Mr.  W.  Abraham  {Limerick,  W.);  Answers, 
The  Chief  Seoretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Mortoj)  Mar  16,  798 


lBauMi>— «onl. 
Murder  of  Patriek  Finlay,  at  Woodford,  Co. 
OidtoeHf,  QnesUon,  Mr.  Maonrtnej  ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley) ;  Questions.  Mr.  Gill,  Captain 
M'Calmont  [no  reply]  Mar  ff,  18;  Question, 
Captain  M'Calmont ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
Mar  9>  803 ;  Observations,  The  Dulte  of  St. 
Albans ;  debate  thereon  Mar  15,  761 ; 
Questions,  Captain  M'Calmont,  Mr.  Sexton  : 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Jehn  Morley)  Mar  IS,  700 

The  State  of  Kerry,  Questions,  Captain  M'Cal- 
mont, Mr.  Mitcheli  Henry ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Seoretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  Mar  16.  973  ;  Qoesttons,  Mr.  De 
CebMu,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
978 

2%tf  Curtin  Family,  Question,  Captain  M'Cal- 
mont ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seoretary  for 
Ireland  (Hr.  John  Morley)  Mar  95, 1703 

Evictioni  (Ireland) 

The  High  Sheriff  of  Dublin,  Question.  Mr.  De 
Gohain;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seoretary  for 
Ireland  (Hr.  John  Morley)  JUiir  8,  118 

Woodford,  Co.  OalvKU,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Har- 
ris :  Answer,  The  Ohtef  Seoretary  for  Ireland 
(Hr.  John  Morley)  Jfiir  18, 1167 

See  titles  Arreart  of  Rent  (Ireland)  Act, 
1888 

M  Land  Law  (Av^and)  Act,  1881 
~Iri>h  Land  C«mmi$rion 

„  PtoM  Prewrvadon  (leelamd) 
Ant.  1881 


Ireland — Salmon  and  IVovf  Fithing 
Ordered,  "That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  consider  the  operation  of  the 
existing  Law  regulating  Salmon  and  Trout 
Fishing  in  Ireland,  and  to  report  whether 
any  Amendmenta  In  the  Lav  are  desirable  " 
{Mr.  SexUm)  Mar  0 

Ireland — Trinity  Collage,  Dublin 
Moved,  "That  a  Select  Committee  he  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the 
tennre  of  lands  under  Trinity  College, 
Dublin,  and  the  Prorost  thereof  in  his  oorpo- 
rata  onpnclty ;  and  on  the  working  of  the 
Trinity  College,  Dublin,  Leasing  and  Per- 
petuity Act,  1851,  with  respect  to  the  varia- 
tion of  rent,  and  its  effect  on  the  value  of 
the  interest  respectively  of  the  college,  the 
perpetuity  grantees,  and  the  oooopylng  per- 
petuity tenanto  of  the  lands"  (The  Earl  of 
£«tfr»M)  Mar  SS,  1496 ;  after  debate,  Mo- 
tion witlMirawn 


IsAAoa,  Mr.  L.  H.,  Netoington,  Waltoortk 
Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Volunteer  Capita- 
tion Grant,  Res.  1516 
London,  Brighton,  and  Sooth  Const  Railway, 
SR.  963 
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Haly^  Commtreial  Treaty  tcith  —  ItaUan 
Shipping  £<mtU%$t  Act 
QnMtioni,  Mr.  Tomliniw ;  Aniwm,  The  Ud- 
der  SMntarr  of  State  for  Foraisn  Aflkiri 
(Mr.  BryM)  JTor  38.  1640 

Mftrriage  with  a  DteoaMd  Wifo's  Sitter,  SR. 

N11T7  Eatimatc*  —  WagM,  Ao,  to  Smmen  and 

HRrines,  1228,  1330.  1S7S 
Soppljr— PnblioBnildlngi,  Great  BritaiD,  041 

Jaoksok,  Mr.  W.  L.,  Leedi,  N. 

Armj  —  Surplus  Storca  —  The  Plant  of  the 

Sunkin-Berber  Railwajr.  477 
NaTj— Armament— The  HotebkiH  Gun,  1176 
Kailwaj*  aad  Pnblie  Worki,  India,  1 170 

JamiUea 

C<mviet  Cffiurt,  Queation,  Sir  Robert  Fowler ; 
Anawer,  The  Uwler  Seoretary  of  Stat*  for 
the  Colonies  (Mr.  Oaboroe  Morgan)  ifiu- 13, 

636 

Fever  at  Port  Rcyal,  tiueation,  Sir  Jnlian 
Goldamid ;  Anatrer.  TIm  Seoretary  to  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert)  Mar  11,  471 

Jahes,  Hod.  W.  H.,  Gateshead 

Poit  Ofl&oe  —  Traosmisaion  of  Printed  Matter 

at  Eleetiona,  466 
Supply  — Koyal  Parke  and  Ploaaare  Gardens, 

400 

Japan — TVeatie*  with  European  Powers 
Notiee  of  ilesolotion,  Mr.  ilanbury;  Qneation, 
Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  Mar  8, 
07 

Jbnkinb.  Mt.  D.  J.,  Penryn  if  Falmouth 
Nary  (EtBeienoy).  Raa.  844, 801 

Jeruaalem,  Th»  Bishopric  of 

Qnnstion,  Mr.  Seager  Hunt;  Anaww,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasurr  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone) Mar  19. IS70 

Johns,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Warwiek,  Nuneaton 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Aots  Amendment,  Comm. 
ri.  1,734 

JoicsT,  Mr.  J.,  J)urhatn,  Chetter-leStrset 
Contagiona  Dieeaaea  Acta,  1866-1860,  Res. 

90S 

Joitbs-Pabby,  Mr.  T.  D.  L.,  Carnarvon, 
Taring  Conlraols — Dublin  Corporation,  1158 

JooNBiON.  Mr.  W.,  Belfast,  S. 
Day  of  llumiliatioD,  1 182 
Fishing  Industries  (England  and  Walea)— 

Institution  of  a  Fishery  Board,  63 
France  and  Madagascar,  64U 
^bwater  FislwriM  (Eels),  SR.  80 


JoHvaioir,  Mr.  W.— eeitf. 
Ireland — <laesUona 

CommisBioners  of  Irish  Lights — FacillUH 
for  Lightkeepers  aUending  Divfaia  Ser^ 
Tioe,  II  £6 

Crime  and  Outrage— Alleged  "BotmMi^'* 

of  Nationalists,  8 
"  Freeman's   Jonroal"   OOoe  at  Rath- 

mines,  110 
Pott  OOoe— Dnbllo  Foetal  ftTrani  mnMdi. 

1478 

Roman  Catholio  Relbmiatory  Sehoria— 
Caae  of  Charles  M'ClfnIoek.  of  Ardabw, 

Co.  Tyrone.  1305 

Labourers  (Ireland)  AcU  A  mend  moot,  CcMam. 
el.  1,  733  ;  e/.3,  Motion  for  reportiag  Pro- 
gress. 738,  016  ;  Consid.  add,  eL,  Motwa 
for  Adjournment,  1041, 1047 

Parliamentary  Prooedora,  Nonunatton  (d'Seleet 
Committee,  740 

SiU«  of  Intoxioating  Uqaors  on  SondbH,  SB. 
405 

Supply— Houaea  of  Pariiament,  61* 
Ulster  Canal  Bill,  64S 

Jordan,  Mr.  J.,  Clare,  W. 
Ireland  —  Hagistmoy  —  Enniatymon  Man. 
trates,  447 
Piers  and  Harboars— Cappa  Pi«r,  448 

Jutices'  Jurisdiction  Kll  [b.l.] 

{The  BramvaV) 
I.  Read  3*,  after  debate  Mar  0,  232     (Ko.  18} 
Committee  *  Ma-  33  (No.  43) 


Kat-8huti'lb woBTH,  Sir  TT.  J.  (Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India).  Zm- 
eashire,  Clitheroe 
Army  ( India)-^oeetionB 

Indian  Military  Bstablishmente,  14S1 
Medical  Sarrioe,  629 

Royal   Warrants  —  Inspectors  of  Anay 

Schools.  433 
Veterinary  Establishments,  630 
Asia  (Central)— Zhob  Valley  Expedition.  076 
Burmah,  636.  1005  :—Exeantioo  of  Rebels  and 

DaooLis,  1635 
Bormab  (Upper  and  Lower)— The  Miliiary 

Command,  1708 
Committee  on  Indian  Administration— Plaoo 

of  Inquiry,  637.  638 
Gorernment  ot  India— The  Joint  Comaittw. 

310. 1480, 1707 
India  (Bengal)— The  Patwari  Bill,  630 

Railways  (India) —Bengal  Central  Katlway 
Company,  1634 
Sciode,  Punjaub,  and  Delhi  Railway,  458 
Railwigrenod  Pablio  Worka,  India,  1170 

Kelly.  Mr.  B..  Don^al,  S. 

House  of  Commons— Kttcben  and  Refreshment 

Kooma — The  Contract.  1362 
Ireland— Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours- Teelin 
Pier,  453 

Magistracy  —  Catholk   Maxtatratcs,  Co, 
DoBf^  618  ^ 
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Kesuaxb,  E&rl  ol  (Lord  Ohambnlain  of 
the  Houeehold) 
KaUonal    Muwuini  —  Eveninf   Opening  — 
Qneen'i  Aniwer  to  the  Addreii,  1100 

KsNKAWAT,  Sir  J.  H.,  Dwon,  Smiton 
Contagioiu  DiM«aet  Aots,   1686-1809,  Bea. 

Amendt.  988 
Local  Taxation  (Inoidenoe),  Bm.  1606 
Pott  Office  —  Rnral  Telegrapha  —  Potltiou  of 

the  Guarantora,  1303 

Kenht,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Tyrone^  Mid. 

Armj  — •  PendoM  —  Oase  of  Ibmo  Hempton, 
1477 

Ednoation  DBpartmmit  —  Pnpil  Teaoben* 
Soholanhip  EzamlnatiODS  —  PnblleatloD  of 
RetulU,  790 

Ireland  —  Crimo  and  Oatrage  —  IntiniidaUon, 
458 

Post  Offlce— Tbo  Poitmaitor  at  Omagh, 

797 

Kbhton,  Hon.  G.  T,,  Denbigh,  Sfc. 
Charob  oF  England  in  Wales,  R«a.  847 
Intermediato  BdQMtion  (WiIm),  468 
Uetropolitan  Police  Courts— Fines  and  Penal- 
ties, 466 

6  &  7  WUl.  IV.  0.  80,  s.  17— Registrar  ofMar- 
xl^at  Oonwar.  1786 

Kdcbsb,  Mr.  H.,  Wandtworth 

Afrioa  (South)— TransTaal  GonTentiou.  974 
Bounties  on  Foreign  Goods,  300 
GompensaUon  for  Damages,    Comm.  el.  i, 

Amendt.  1926, 19S8 
MetropoliUn  Board  of  Works  (Water  Supply, 

&o.},  SB.  85 
Trade  and  Commeree  —  External  Trade  of  the 
Gountrj,  822 
Foreign  Bounties  on  Sugar  Produetion — 
Retaliator.v  Duties,  1800,  1801 

KiMBERLEY,  BotI  of  (Secretary  of  State 
for  India) 
Burmah,  Athirs  of,  1465 

Alleged  Dangerous  Foeition  of  a  Oarrison 
near  Bfandalaj,  410 
GoTemment  of  India,  Motion  tor  a  Selaot 
Oomndttea— J^nt  Oonmitte*  ol  Inqury, 
410,  416 

Indui—^dministration  of  Jnstioe,  Motion  for 

an  Address,  1615,  1616 
Ireland  —  Crime  and  Outrage  —  Murder  of 

Patrick  Finlay,  Woodford,  Co.  Galwa/.  784 

King,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Mull,  Central 

Felixstowe  Railway  and  Do^^SR.  420,  436 
GoTerament  of  India  —  The  Joint  Oommittoe, 
816 

Khatchbull-Huoessbk,  Mr.  H.  T.,  Kent, 
Faverikam 
Tithe  Bent-Charge  (Extraordinary)  Amwd- 
ment,  SB.  1781 

KxTOEma,  Mr,  A.  G.,  Stux,  JtfaleUm 
Enfield  Small  Arms  Factory  —  Discharge  of 
Qorenunont  Woriunui,  443 


liABOTTOHBBB,  Mt.  H.,  J^orthompiOH 
Army  Estimates  —  Olotbtng  Establishments, 

Services,  and  Supplies,  1891,  1899 
High  Coartof  JuBtice  —  InegnUr  Attendance 

of  Officers,  1483 
London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  BAilway, 

2R.  005,  964 
Parliament— Repreaeotalive  Qovemment,  Res, 

20,  41.  47 

Post  Offlce  —  Abbreviated  Telegraphic  Ad- 
dresses, 1797 

Post  Office,  Sabmarine  Telegraph  Oontraot  (St. 
Vincent  to  the  West  Coast  of  AfHoa),  Res. 
74,  76,  77 

Supply— Class  1,  Vote  3,  Hoyal  PaAa  and 

Pleasure  Gardens.  792 
Supply — Houses  of  Parliament,  009,  018 
Public  Buildings,  Greiit  Briuin,  040 
Etoyal  Palaoas,  Amendt.  479,  488 
Royal    Parka    and    Pleasure  Gardens, 
Ammidt.  498, 1808, 1309 


LalMTirers  (Ireluid)  Acts  Amendment 

Bill  {Mr.  Maytu,  Mr.  T. 

P.  O^Cmmory  Mr.  WUtiam  ffBrUn,  Mr. 
Stutm,  Mr.  BhttKy) 

e.  Committee*— B.P.  Mar  8  [Bill  10] 

Committee— BJ.  Mar  12,  729 

Committee — B.r.  Mar  16,  915 

Committee  ;  Report  Mar  19,  1429 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  taken 
into  Consideration  upon  Monday  next,"  1446 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "Monday,"  liisert 
"Thursday"  (Mr.  Brodriek);  Qneatimi 
proposed,  "That  'Monday,'  dco. ;"  after 
short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Considered  JUm*  96,  1980 


Lalob,  Mr.  R.,  Qhmh'*  Co.,  Leix 

Ireland— Inland  Navigation  and  Drainage— 
The  Barrow  Drainage,  803 
Magistracy — Mr.  Vesey  Fitigorald,  R.M., 
804,  806 

Palaoe  of  Westnunster— Writing  Room  of  tbo 
House  of  Cdmrnoos,  1000 


Lauxitotoit,  liord 

Now  Pnblio  Oflleee— National  Portrait  Gallery, 
601 


liAiroASTEB—GhanoeUor  of  tiie  Dudiy 
(«M  HsHZAOx,  Bight  Hon.  &.) 


Land  Law  (Ireland)  Aef,  1881 

Jrith  Land  Committion  (St^Commistionert) 
Siltina$  at  Aughnaetov,  Questions,  Mr.  W. 
O'Brien  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morley)  Jfar  18, 1171 

Siltitiffa  in  Cork  City,  Question,  Mr.  Densy ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 

(Mr.  John  Morloy)  Mar  0,  296 
Sitting  in  Tyrone,  Questions,  Mr.  W.  Q'BrieD  : 

Answers,  Tlic  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 

{lit.  John  Morloy)  Mar  I0,  806 
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Land  PnrchMe  FwtUitiei  Bill 

(JTr*.  M*LanH,  Mr.  Joteph  Bottm,  Mr.  HmUdi 

worth,  Mr.  Jtau  CoUingt) 
c.  Bill  withdrawn  •  Jfor  l»  [Bill  41} 

Land  Begistrr  Bill  [k.l.] 

{rA<  Lord  Chatutthr) 
I.  RojAl  AiHDt  Mcer  ff  [4,%  Vitt,«.  1] 

Land  Tranaftr  (ScofUnd)  Bill 

{Mr.  SojfdSintuar,  Mr.  Srvct,  Mr.  Mamn, 
Mr.  JVZwm) 
0.  Onterad;  reaa  V  3&ir  17         [Bill  144] 

Lane,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Cork  Co.,  E. 

Uarboan  of  Refuge,  Rei.  694 
fublio  HenHh  Aoti  (Improvement  Ezpentei), 
2R.  374 

Rmilwft/  atiil  Canal  Tnfllo,  Motion  for  Loave, 
587 

Law  and  Justiob  (Enqland  aitd  Wales) 

Hankn^ixy  Court  (London) — Appointment  of 
Mr.  Oiffard  at  Regittrar,  QueBtiona,  Mr. 
lUndef  Coasbam  ;  Anawen,  I'he  Under  Se> 
cretarj  or  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Broadhnrat)  Mar  19, 1366 

BaiUmiptey—^taU  ^  Dr.  Forhea  Wintlow, 
Qneation,  Mr.  Bmnnar  ;  Answer,  The  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Ur.  Mun> 
della)  Mar  II,  464 

"  Bryee  v.  Rutden  " — Sir  Arthur  Oordtm — 
Queationa,  Mr.  Cobb  ;  Anawera,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Coloniea  (Mr. 
OabomB  Morna)  Mar  35, 1787 

Cardiff  CotstVy  Cowt—  Welth  Witiuuet,  Qnea- 
tion,  Mr.  A.  3.  WtUiama  ;  Aaawer.  The  Se* 
oretary  of  State  for  the  [lome  Department 
(Mr.  Childere)  Mar  25,1777 

Case  of  William  Brightvidi  {BritUh  Mwieum), 
Queationi,  Mr.  Gremer,  Mr,  Serjeant  Simon ; 
Anawera,  Mr.  Leveaon  Gower  (a  lx>rd  of 
the  Treaaurjr)  Mar  8,  119  ;  Queationi,  Mr. 
Cremer,  Mr.  Howard  Vinoent;  Anawera, 
Mr.  Lereson  Gower  (a  Lord  of  the  Treaaarjr) 
Mar  II.  473 

Cawtty  Courti— Imprisonment  for  Contempt  of 
Coiurt,  Queation,  Mr.  Tliomaa  ;  Anawer,  The 
Seoretarjr  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Childera)  Mar  5,  8 

Criminal  ProoeeutioHt — TKe  FvMie  Proieeutor, 
Queetion,  Mr.  Pieton ;  Anawer,  The  Seore- 
tarjr  of  State  for  tbe  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Ghilaera)  Mar  5,  17 

Durham  Quarter  Sessiout-^lne^nality  of  Sen- 
tences, Question,  Mr.  T.  Fry  ;  Anawer,  Tlie 
Secrelnrj  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Chtldere)  Mar  11,  446 

RitablithmaU  of  a  Oovrt  of  Crimtnat  Appeal, 
(^aeetion.  Mr.  Shirley ;  Anawer,  Tfatt  At- 
tomei  Geneml  (Sir  Charles  Rnuell)ifdr22, 
1477 

Sigh  Court  of  Juttiee  {Chaneery  Divi$ion), 
Question,  Mr.  Inoe  ;  Answer,  The  Attornej 
General  (Mr.  Charles  Russell)  Mar  9,  99 
Circuit  Airaaff^nenU,  Question,  Mr.  Morgan 
Howard  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Keoretarj  of 
State  for  tbe  Home  Department  (Mr.  Broad- 
hntU)  Mar  19,  1368 

[OMII. 


Lav  an  Jtrinoi  {Bofftand  amd  Wale$)-ont. 
Irreffular  Attendance  of  Ofieers,  Qositioai, 
Mr.  John  Redmond,*  Mr.  Addiaon,  Ur. 
Labouobere;  Answon,  The  Attomer  Ge- 
neral {Sir  Charlei  Rosaell)  Star  32, 1461 
Prteon  JHtcipUnt—TreadmOU,  QQestion,  Mr. 
Rnston;  Answer,  Tbe  Secretary  of  Siata 
for  tbe  Home  Department  {Ur.  CUUen), 
1808  ' 

Iwtpriamment  of  Robert  Move  Aehton  [hlmi 
Revenue),  Question,  Mr.  Boaldawortk ;  As* 
Bwer.  Tbe  Attonwy  Geneml  (Sir  Chuhi 
Rnasell)  Mar  16,  970 

The  Foreshore  of  TeiynmoutA  BaThewr,  Qsh- 
tion,  Mr.  Seale-Hayne ;  Answer,  Tbe  Stcn- 
Ury  of  SUte  for  the  Home  Department  [Ur. 
Childera)  Mors,  114 

The  Magittraey 
The  WorUiing  Moffittralet,  Svuet,  Qoeitin, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh;  Anawer,  The  Secretarrof 
State  for  tbe  Home    Departasnt  (Kr. 
Cbilders)  J/orS,  8 

Law  and  FoUw 

Cott  of  the  Po'iee  Force,  Notice  of  Qnettiai, 
Mr.  Jamea  Stuart ;  Quoation,  Mr.  Dwjtr 
Gray:  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
the^Uome  Department  (Mr.  Childars)Jlr 

Law  of  Bridenee  Amandment  Bill 

[TKo  Lord  Bramwelli 
I.  Read  2>,  after  abort  debate  Jtfor  0,  3t3{No.lf) 
Committee,  after  short  debate  Mar  92,  HM 

(Ne.44J 

Lawbencb,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Liverpool,  iUr- 

cromhy 

Sate  of  Intoxioating  Llqoors  on  Sandar{DB^ 
ham).  3R.  1766 

Lavsok,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.,  Si.  Pmurn,  W. 
GroQod  Rents.  Res.  Amendt.  1019, 1U49 

Lbaxx,  Ur.B.»ZafMiMAfr»,  8.S.,  JUMfi 
AfHoa  (South)— -Afhfre  Of  BaratoUnd,  456 

Leioesteb,  Mr.  J.,  West  Sam,  8. 

Navy-H.M.S. "  Benbow."  460 
Sate  of  Intozieating  I^nors  on  Sunday,  2K. 
890 

Leiohtoh,  Mr.  S.,  Shrop$kire,  Ononirf 
Church  of  England— Colleotion  of  Titbe  Beat- 
charge,  113 

LsiTBiif,  Earl  of 

Trinity  College,  Dublin,  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee,  1456,  1164, 1466 

Lethbkidqe,  Sir  B.,  £itiuit^toH,  y. 
Committee  on  Indian  Adminiatntion— Pbm  of 

Inituiry.  637,  638 
India  (Bengal)— Pafcwari  BiU.  638 
Supply—  Uoyal  FariM  and  Fleainn  Gardeei, 
507 
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Lewis,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Londonitrr^ 

Iraluid—Peue  Praserfation  Art.  1881— Re- 
iieval..811 

IizmsHAH,  Sight  Hon.  Yiaooont,  LmU- 
ham 

Nkvy  — CtMdioB  Porti  for  H.1C.  SUM  of  War 
— Bstun  of  Defended  and  Undefeoded 
PorU.  m 


Lighihow*  lUummtntt  CammittM—TAt 

JRtport 

Qnesiion,  Lord  Claud  Ilftmilton  ;  Answer,  The 
PrMident  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (ilr.  Huo- 
della)  Mar  11,  477 

IiiuERios,  Earl  of 

Ireland— Grime  and  Oatrage  —  Murder  of 
PatWok  Fialay.  Woodford,  Co.  Galwny,  764, 
769 

Uqnor  Traffic  (Local  Veto)  Ulatw  Bill 

(Mr.  Jfihntton,  lord  Artiur  Hill,  Mr, 
J)t  Cabain) 

e.  Considered  Id  Committee  :  lutolntion  agreed 
to.  and  reported;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  1"  • 
Mar  U  [Bill  143] 


Literatw€,  SetMce,  and  Art 

Seahtwfti  at  Ae  BritUh  Mu$eun,  Qnostioas, 
3b.  TomlinaoD  ;  Answers,  The  Seoretarjr  to 
the  TreaBQrr  (Mr.  Uenrj  H.  Fowler) 
Mar  11,  461 

Disniital  of  WilUam  BrightmH,  a  Oardensr 
at  the  iiriUsh  Shtteum,  ^estions,  Mr, 
Cremer,  Mr.  Howard  Vineent ;  Anawers,  A 
Lord  of  the  Treamr;  (Mr.  Leveson  Gower) 
Mar  11,  473 

Tke  National  Gallery  —  ConttabWi  "  Bay 
Wain,"  Question,  Mr.  Rustoo ;  Answer, 
Tbe  Secretary  to  the  Treasorj  (Ur.  HmrT 
H.  Fowler)  MaT\%,m 

Th€  NatimiU  Portrait  OtOlary,  Obeervations, 
Lord  Lamington  ;  debate  tnereon  Mar  12, 
SOI 


Llewblltk,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Somerset,  N. 
Sobooi  Fees  ofNon-Panperfl,  3R.  1791,  1734, 
1736 


Lloyd,  Mr.  W.,  Wedtusbury 

Enployen'  Liability  Aot  (18S0)  Amendment 

(No  3},2R.  fiU9 
MidUnd  RaUway.  aR.  383 
Sale  of  Intozioating  Liquors  on  SuDday,  9R. 

407 


LoQAL  GoTHBNUENT  BoABD  —  President 
(«M  OaAUBSRLAur,  mght  Hon.  J.) 


Local  (Jovbrhmknt  Board — Secretary 

to  {tee  CoLUNGS,  Mr.  J.) 

VOL.  GCK)nL    [thxbd  sxauu.] 


Local  (Jovemment  (Ireland)  FroTidoial 
Order  (Fermoj)  Bill  [b.l.] 

{Th»Lord  Prtaident) 

I.  Presented;  read  1'*,  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners  Mar  12  (No.  33) 

Read  2'»Jfar  35 

Local  Taxation  (Incidence) 

Moved,  "  That  the  present  system  under  whiob, 
in  England  and  Wales,  the  first  Incidenoe  ot' 
Loonl  Taxation(with  some  slight  exceptions) 
falls  nn  the  occupier  nnd  not  on  the  owoerof 
lands  and  tenements  is  uiyost ;  thattueh 
owners  ought  in  equity  to  bear  at  least  a 
moiety  of  those  charges  :  that  the  system 
under  whioh  country  mansions  are  rated  is 
unfair  ;  and  that  the  owners  of  ground  rents 
in  towns  are  liable  to  no  part  of  those 
obarges,  tho  outlay  of  whiob  is  essential  in 
order  that  tbe  prq>erty  may  possess  any  mar- 
ketable value  whatever"  {Mir.  Thonid 
Rogert)  Mar  23,  1613 

Amendt.  To  leave  out  from  "  That,"  add 
"  while  the  Apportionment  of  the  p^ment  of 
Rates  between  landlord  and  tenant  mny  be 
desirable,  ns  part  of  a  oomplete  scheme  for 
remedying  the  admitted  inequalities  of  the 
Incidence  of  Local  Taxation,  this  House  ii 
of  opinion  that  the  Snanoial  injostice  com- 
plained of  can  only  be  removed  by  *  eons- 
prehensive  measuro,  and  that  an  equitable 
re-adjustment  of  Taxation,  ns  between  real 
and  personal  property,  is  urgently  required  " 
(Sir  Riehard  Paget)  V.  ;  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  words,  ; "  after  long  debate. 
Question  put ;  A.  305,  N.  186 ;  U.  18 ; 
Div.  List.  Ayes  and  Noes,  1701 

Main  Qnestion  again  proposed,  1704;  after 
short  debate,  main  Question  put;  A.  316, 
N.  170;  M.  40  (D.  L.  42) 

London,  Biahop  of 

Union  of  Benefices.  3R.  Amendt.  1605 

Lonionf  Brighton,  and  South  Coatt  Sail- 
way  Bill  {by  Ordtr) 

e.  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3«" 
{Sir  CharUt  Foriter)  Mar  16,  948  ;  Ques- 
tion put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  3" 
Moved,  "That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  tbe  Com- 
mittee on  the  London,  Brigbton,  and  South 
Coast  Kailway  Bill,  to  insert  a  Clause  pro- 
viding that  the  Company  tball.  at  the  ex- 
piration of  their  present  agreements  with 
the  contractors  for,  or  tenants  of,  the  book- 
stalls upon  the  premises  of  the  Company,  pat 
such  bookstalls  up  to  publie  competition 
among  tho  newavendors  and  others  being 
bonil  flde  residents  in  the  borough,  or,  if 
oatside  a  borough.  In  the  eonnty  in  wbioh 
such  stalls  are  situate,  and  that  the  Companjr 
shall  be  bound  to  enter  into  no  agreement 
for  the  letting  of  any  bookstall  for  any 
period  longer  than  three  years  "{^r.  Arthw 
iyCoHMOr) ;  afier  debate.  Moved,  "  That  tbe 
Debate  bie  now  adjonmed  "  {Mr.  SmIoh)  ; 
Question  put,  and  negatived 
Original  Qoeition  pnt,  and  negBtived 
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LoHDomnBRT,  Huqnesa  of 

Inland— ^Min*  and  Outrim  —  Harder  of 
Ffttriek  Finl«7,  Woodford,  Oo.  Qalwi^,  771 

Zondon  ^otpitali 

Ttu  Homerton  Hospital,  QaestiOBb,  Mr.  Gibb, 
Mr.  James  Stuart ;  Angwers,  Tbo  Pmident 
of  tba  Local  GovernmeDt  Bwud  (Mr.  J. 
ChambarlaiD)  Mar  12,  eS4 
The  SighffoU  SoipiUU,  <^ettion,  Mr.  Gibb  ; 
Aoiwer,  The  Preaident  of  the  Local  GoTem- 
mMit  Board  (Hr.  J.  ObMuberlain)  Mar  IS, 

es0 

Lona,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Wilt*,  Dwiu* 
THhe  RMit-CHiav  AmoDdiiMiit,  SR.  17&0 

LoBD  Advocate,  The  {tat  Balfoub, 
Eight  Hon.  J.  B.) 

LoBD  LixnTBirANT  ov  Ibxlakd  —  Ohief 
Secretary  to  the  (w  Moklxt,  Eight 
Hon.  J.) 

LoBD  PBSBIDnT  ov  THB  Oouwon,  (m 
Sfbnoks,  Earl) 

Lubbock,  Sir  J.,  London  Vnivtrtitp 
Charoh  of  Enf  land  Id  Wales,  Rei.  S0ff 

Lmuwr  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  ChoMtllor) 
I.  Oommittee,  after  debate  Mar  18, 1136  (No.  13) 
Eteport ;  Bill  re-oouniitted  Mar  19, 1849 

(No.  87) 

Lnnacy  (Vacating  of  Seats)  Bill 

{Dr.   Oammm,  Mr.  CAarUi  SutMetl,  Mr_ 
FutfUm,  Mr.  William  Corbet) 
e.  Committee*— B.P.  Mar  9  [Bill  86] 

Committee— B.P.  Mar  15,  906 
Committee ;  Report  Mar  33. 1726 
Read  S*  *  Mcar  35 
I.  BMtd  l-«  {Lord  Stl/om)  Mar  95  (Ko.  47) 

LtbIiL,  Hr.  L.,  Orknt^  and  Shetland 
SUpwredc  on  the  Goaat  of  Norway — Oaae  of 
Elinbeth  Bloiiatt,1144 

MoAsTHtm,  ICr.  A.,  Ltimttr 

Anitrallan  Coloaiea  —  Separation  of  North 
(^ouuland  from  Qneanaland,  810 

Hadagaaoar  and  Franoe — Treaty  of  Pomo, 
1794 

MAOAETirsT,  Mr.  J.  W.  E.,  Antrim,  8. 
Ireland— QiwetionB 

Armi  Lloeneee— Case  of  Patrick  M<Qion, 
1108 

Oommiitioners  of  National  Eduoation — 
Selection  of  Teaoberi  for  Model  Sobooli, 
1867 

Irish  National  Leagoo— Meeting  of  the 
Kilbride  Branch,  1864,  1888 


MiiunnnTr,  Ifr.  J.  W.  E.— cent. 

PMt  Offloo— Telegra^  OBee  at  Budem, 
801 

State  of  Irriand— LawletsnosB  in  the  T«t 

of  Ireland.  1169 
Ireland — Crime  and  Ootaige— QaestioDi 
Alleged  "  BoyeotUng"  of  Nxtiomabto.  8 
"Bojeotting"— The  NatiowJ  Lcsne,19 
Hnrder  of  Patrick  Finlaj  at  Woodford,  Co. 
Galwaj,  18 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Aots  Amendment,  Comm. 
ol.  3,  Amendt.  917:  el.  9.  Ameadt.  113>; 
d.  12,  Amendt.  1433,  1488,  1484,  14SB; 
add.el.  1438.  1439,  1444 

MoOALXoirr,  Captain  J.,  Antrim,  E. 
Ireland — Questions 

Administration  of  Jostioe — Contempt  ef 

Court.  1793 
Poor  Law  ElecUoaa— Qoeen's  Co.  IWf 
State  of  Ireland— Condition  of  Cort  ui 
Tipperarj — Charges  of  the  Jndgti  if 
Assise,  1498 
Ireland — Crime  and  Outrage — Qaestiooi 
Aeiion  of  the  Kilmaoow  National  httgu, 
113 

Attaek  on  Mrs.  Hamilton.  Langan,  ISt 

Co.  Limerick,  796 

Cnrtln  Family.  1799 

latimtdation,  481 

Kerry,  State  of.  973 

Lav  and  Jnstioe— Contempt  of  Costt,  Iff 

Murder  of  Patrick  Ffniay  at  Woodfonl,lli. 

Galway,  19,  803 
Woodbml,  Co.  Oalway,  TVS.  796 

M'Cabtht.  Mr.  J.,  iMt^ordf  IF. 

Ireland —<iuestioas 

GoTemmeaC  Loans  for   Irish  PirptM, 

1796 

Law  and  Jastice— Inoapaeity  of  Hol<lenef 

Spirit  Licences  to  serre  as  Jonn  is 

Crinainal  Trials.  688 
law  and  Polios— Death  of  Cornelias  Coi- 

grareat  Edgeworthstown,  Co.  LosgM, 

1778 

MoOoLLOOH,  Mr.  J.,  QUugow,  St.  Stlki 
Ground  Rents,  Bes.  1013 

Maodohald,  Eight  Hon.  J.  H.  A. 
Edinburgh  and  St.  Andrew^t  Vmtr- 
eitiet 

Army  (Auxiliary  Fohws)— Volantner  Capits- 

tien  Grant,  Bes.  1880 
Charoh  ofSootUnd.  3Et.  1111. 1114. 1IS9 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  3),  3R.  139, 169,906, 

SOS 

Laboorers  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 

add.  el.  1441  ;  Consid.  add.  d.  1987 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1393,  1298,  1397,  189S,  ItN. 
1805,  1808 
Public  Bnildiagt,  Great  BriUin.  887,  M, 
043 

MoDoNALD,  Mr.  P.,  Siigo,  N. 
Ground  Rents,  Res.  1016 
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M-DoMALD,  Mr.  P.— «ml. 
Ireland — Qaaitioiu 

Pisberiw— TnwIiDS  on  tbe   Iriih  Cout, 

832 

Fubery   Fiera  and   [larboDri  —'Pier  at 

Inniahtnnrr]>  laland,  799 
Piers  and  Ilarboura — Kinntown  Harboar, 

1495 

Narj — Coastguard  Station  at  Ennisorone.  640 
Paring  Contracts — Dnblin  Corporation,  1109 
Post  Offloe— Irish  Uait  Serrioe,  811 
Railway  and  Oanal  Traffle,  MoUon  for  Leave, 
099 


McDonald,  Dr.  B.,  Soaa  and  Cromortjf 
Oro[Ura(SootUnd)  (No.  3),  3R.  190,  198 
Scotland  —  AdmiDistration  of  Jnslioe  —  Tbe 
Hif hlavdi  uid  Island*,  988 
Law  and  Jostice—Proeorator  FlBeal  for 
Ross  and  Cromarty,  971     Sheriff  Clerk 
of  Cromarty,  971 
Soppl; — Civil  ^SerTices  and  Kerenoe  Depart- 
ments, 1809 


Uaofabiane,  Mr.  D.  H.,  Argyll 

Committee  on  Indian  Administration — Place 

of  Inquiry,  638 
Crofters  (Scotland)  ( No.  3),  3a.  100,  103,  104, 
836 

Government  of  India — Tlie  Committee,  1183 

Ireland —Polioy  of  the  Government,  Minis- 
terial Statement.  1809 

Merehtnt  Shipping — Loss  of  the  "  Oregon," 
1493, 1404,  1790 

Parliament — Buainesa  of  the  House,  1643, 
1643 

Scotland — (^uestiooB 

EdMation— Gaelic  Ik  Elementary  Sehooli, 
814 

Edncational  Endowment  Act,  1883— Miss 

Luey  Campbell's  Bequest,  108 
Fishery  Piers  and   Uarbonrs — Dues  at 

Girvan  Harbour.  474,  1361.  1363 
Harbours— Harbour  at  Girvan,  969 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenae  Depart- 
ments,  1389,  1390,  1398,  1999,  1304,  1306 


UoGabbl-Hogo,  Sir  J.  M.,  Middlettx, 
Sorruey 

Metropolis— Commons  and  Open  Spaces— A 
Recreation  Ground  for  Fulbnm,  408 
Work  for  the  Unemployed  —  Tbe  New 
Street  flrom    Great    Dover  Street, 
Boroogh,  470 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Worki  (Water  Supply, 
Ac.),  9R.  80,  88 

Mao  Ivnes,  Mr.  M.,  Northumberland, 
Stxham 
Oburch  of  England  in  Wales,  Res.  330 

MoKbnka,  Sir  J.  N.,  Monaghan,  S. 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Aets  Amendment,  Conaid. 

add.  cl.  1940 
Pattiament— Baslness  of  the  House — Notices 

ofQnestloni.  Res.  710 
Supply— Rojri^  Parka  and  Ptensore  Gardone, 

ffOO 


Maozzhtobh,  Mr.  0.  Fbassb-,  liw$mm- 

Crofters  (Seotland)  (No.  9),  SR.  180 
Scotland — Highlands  and  Islands — Distress  in 

tbe  Hebrides,  1681 
Portree  Plei^Isle  of  Skye— Death  of  the 

Rev.  Dr.  Maokay,  789 


MoLabbn,  Mr.  0.  B.  B.,  Stafford 

Coal  Statistics.  1880,  1171 
Inland  Revenue — Licence  Duty  on  Pnbllc- 
Honiei,  1168 


Maoleait,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Oldham 

Army  (India) — Indian  Military  Establish- 
ments, 1480 

Sale  of  Intozieating  Liquors  on  Sunday,  9R. 
392,  396 


Madagaaear  and  Franet 

<^ue8tioD,  Mr.  Johnston  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Seereury  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflkirs  (Uv. 
Bryoe)  Mar  12,  640 
Tfu  Tftatj/of  Peaee,  (^estioo.  Mr.  M<  Arthur  ; 
Answer,  Tbe  Under  Secretary  of  Stale  for 
Foreign  Afhin(Hr.  Bryce)  Mar  36, 1794 


Magniao,  Mr.  0.,  Bedford,  N.,  Bigglu- 

uxtde 

Army  Estimates  —  Clothing  Establishments, 

Services,  and  Supplies,  1817 
Government  of  Indis^— Jmnt  Committee,  I4U9 
Elailwaj  and  Canal  Traffle,  Motion  for  Leave, 

097 


Makins,  Colonel  W.  T.,  Ettex,  S.S. 
London  Costoms—Surveyon,  304 
Marriage  with  a  Deeeasod  Wifii's  Sister,  9R. 
1769 


Manehetttr  Ship  Canal  Bill  Order) 
c.  Moved,  "That  tlie  Bill  be  now  read  2"" 

(Sir  CharUt  For»t«r)  Mar  9,  333 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  add  "  upon  tbifl 

day  six  months  "  {Lord  Claud  HamilUm) ; 

(Question  proposed,  "  That  '  new,'  Ac. : " 

after  debate,  Question  pnt,  and  agreed  to  ; 

Bill  r»ad  V* 

Moved,  "That  tbe  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Com- 
mittee to  be  nominated  by  tbe  Committee  of 
Selection"  {Lord  Claud  BamiUonU  after 
short  debate,  Question  pnt ;  A.  61,  S.  879  ; 
U.  814  :  Dir.  List,  A.  and  N.,  978 

Moved,  <■  That  tbe  Votes  of  the  Right  honour- 
able David  Plunket  and  Mr.  Tipping  be 
disallowed  "  {Mr.  Sexton),  383  :  alter  short 
debate,  Question  pnt;  A.  81,  N.  391  ;  M. 
210  (D.  L.  33) 

Tbe  Entry  in  tbe  Votes,  364  ;  Bill  eommitted 


ManehetUr  Skip  Canal,  The 
Qnesdons,  Mr.  Baden-Powell;  Answers.  1*be 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  ( Mr*  Mnn-> 
deiln)  Mar  11,  474  ^ 
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UunrsBs,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  B., 

Oharok  of  GngUwl  1b  WsIm,  Bm.  SM 
Ibrri^B  (Bonn  of  Solemnisation)  Bill 

{Mr.  Oarvtll  WilUam$,  Mr.  Sitkari,  Mr. 
/km) 

«.  RMd  S>,  »ftwdetat«  Jfiu- 19, 1418  [Bill  QS] 
OommittM  i  Btport  Kbr  98, 17S0 

lUnriagM  Vilidity  BiU  [h.l.] 

( The  Lord  Suhop  of  Carlith) 
I.  Rud  8**  Mir5  (No.  11] 

c  RMd  I' •(The  Lord  Advocate)  Mar  10 
Read  3"  JTor  IS,  906  [BiU  137] 

Committee  *  ;  Report ;  read  3"  Mar  16 

■arriago  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister 

Bin  {Mr.  B*tteagt,  Mr.  Bmadhurtt, 

Mr.  AVbtrt  Grt9,    Mr.    PiOuUm^  Mr. 

Cmunm,  Jfr.  Bmt,  Mr.  ArO) 

e.  iR.  deftrmd,  aftw  daUte  Mar  94.  1789 

[BiU  49] 

ManrUgt  with  a  Iheeated  Wif^a  SUUr— 
Legitlation 
(tnestion,   Mr.  H.  Qantner  ;  Annrer,  The 
Chuoellor  of  the  Gzeheqoer  (Sir  William 
HarcoarC)  Mar  8, 189 

Xaxried  Women  (Ibunteiianee  in  Gate 
of  Deiortiott)  BiU  fjir.  lUlUp,  Mr. 
Thomas  BWu,    Mr.  WinUrboihmm,  Mr. 

0.  SR.,  alter  short  dehtta.  Debate  adjonmed 
Mar  94,1769  [BiU  111] 

Uasriott,  Bight  Hon.  W.  T.,  Brighton 
London,  Brighton,  and  Sooth  Coast  Railway, 
SR.  908 

ICabuh,  lb.  £.  F.  U.,  KiUmmy,  N. 

Trees  (IreUnd),  SR.  89 

Masebltne,  Hr.  M.  H.  N.  Stobt-, 
WilU,  Cricklad« 
Pnblie  Oatoes,  The  Ne'w  —  PUns  for  Re- 
amngoMnt,  113 

ILLsoiTf  Vr.  S.,  Lanark,  Mid 
Cfauroh  of  Seotlapd,  3R.  1097 
Criminal  Law~Proseontlon  for  Ubal  (Ow 

Colony),  1161 
Mines  R^pdation  Aat— Bof  CoUterjr  Eiplo- 

slon,  6 

Maxwkll,  Sir  H.  E.,  WigUm 
Crofters  (Seotlaod)  (No.  S),  8R.  188 

IfAYvz,  Ur.  T.,  T^erary,  Mid 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Aots  Amendment,  Contid. 
add.  el.  1949, 1943 


MtdiealAet,  1659— Ltgialmtiom 
Qoestioo,  Dr.  Foster ;  Answer,  Tbe  Vina  Pre- 
sidnt  of  the  Coondl  (Sir  LyoB  PlaT&ir) 
MSxr  16,987 

Mbitzies,  Mr.  B.  S.,  Ptrtkghin,  E. 
Sootland— Edaeatioa  Dapartowat — The  Cods 
for  1886,399 

Mtrehani  Shipping 

Crimping  in  Anuriean  Ports,  QBertiaa, 
Captain  Verney  ;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  MnDdella)  Mar  IS. 

816 

Ugbt  at  Portland  Br^twater,  Qmation,  Ob- 
semUons,Lord  Oolnlleof  Gnlroas  ;  Reply; 
Tbe  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  {Tbe  Msr- 
qness  of  Ripon)  Mar  IS,  698 

Loti  of  the"  Oregon,"  Canard  Limar,  Qdsi- 
tioni,  Mr.  Msonrlain ;  Answers,  The  Prai- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Manddh) 
i«sr99,  1493:  Questions,  Mr.  Mse&iksa, 
Mr.  Forwood,  Captain  Priee  ;  Answm, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Ttmde  (Hr 
Hondella)  Mar  36, 1790 

The  Smaek  -  CMmmMw"  —  iCasest*  of  J»i. 
Mtmatt,  QnestioD  Mr.  LjM  ;  Anawar,  Tb 
Under  Secretary  of  St^  for  Porngii  AAb 
(Mr.  B^oe)  Mar  16,  1 164 

The  Wreck  of  the  "  Leilie,"  Qaeationa,  Ife 
Artbnr  O'Connor  ;  Answer*,  The  Prwiiat 
of  tbe  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Hn^ 
Jlbrll,  444 


Kerohant  Shipping  Act  (1854) 

ment  Bill  {Afr.  Ftnrote  .FitaftrM, 

Ooionst  Hmonag,  Mr.  Morgan  Sowmrd) 
e.  Orderad ;  nad  1«*  JTor  17  [BiU  146J 

Mistropolii 

Ciarienwal  and  CoUbatk  FitUa  Prisom,  dm*' 
tion,  Mr.  Howard  Spaualay ;  Answer, 
Tha  Uodar  Saeratary  of  State  for  the  HaM 
Department  (Mr.  Broadhorst)  Mar  9,  Ml 

Commont  tmd  Open  Spaxet  —  A  Reertmtim 
Oroand for  Fulham,  Qneetion,  Hr.  Fisher; 
Answer,  The  Chairman  of  tbe  Metropolttaa 
Board  of  Works  (Sir  Janes  M'G«ral<Hasi) 
Jfiir11,46S 

Dittre»$~The  Bast  End—DweUimgt  far  the 
Poor,  Question,  Mr.  Setoo-ICarr  ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  tbe  Local  OoTamneBt 
Board  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  Mar  S,  103 

PnbUe  MeeUngt,  Question,  Sir  Henry  Tyler ; 
Answer,  Tba  Sseretary  of  State  for  the  Hons 
Department  (Mr.  Gbitders)  Mar  l« 

DiituHmeetin  the  JTsfrweits—  7%tf  Ihaia$  ef 
SoldSen,  Obssrvattona,  Lord  da  Roa ;  abort 
debate  (faerMU  JfarSS,  1617 

Dwellingt  of  the  Working  Clattes 
Inquiry  at  St.  James  and  St.  Joht,  Clarim- 
weU,  Question,  Sir  Robert  Fowler  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  tba  Home  De- 
partmant  (Mr.  Childars)  Mar  11.  465 
The  Mid^etem  Bbmea  of  Detenlionmd  Cor- 
reeHon^Sale  of  Sitei,  Question,  Mr.  Baa  - 
mann  ;  Answer,  Tbe  Seoretary  of  State  for 
the  HomoDepartmaBt(Mr.CbUder«)ifisrll. 
478 
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UMnurwa—Dwttlii^  ^  tt«  Working  OUum 
— oont. 

Boaw  oftU  WcrHmg  Claim  Act,  1869— 
QoMtion,  Mr.  Inee  ;  Answar,  The  SeenUrj 
to  the  Board  of  Trad*  (Mr.  0.  T.  D.  AoUnd) 
Mar  13,  «S7 

The  London  Parks— Oround  Rents  and  Re- 
venue, ({nettion,  Mr.  fianbnrx:  Answer, 
The  SoeraUrr  to  the  Treunry  (Mr.  Henrf 
H.  Fowler)  Mar  IB,  1179 

MotropoU*,  Di$turha>m»  in  ike 
Moved  to  reiolTe, "  That  in  the  opinion  of  thia 
Hoaee  reeponsibilitjr  for  the  nBfbrtanate  oo- 
•  onrrenoei  of  8th  Febmarj  devolTea  on  Her 
Uqestjr's  Gorernment  oolleotivelr  and  not 
OD  any  lingle  bnnoh  of  the  ezeontlf  e  "  ( The 
Lord  Sttathtden  and  Commit)  Mar  16, 
741  ;  after  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Theatres, 

ftc)  Bill  {Mr.  Midtr  Cook,  Sir  Jamu 
M'Qar^Bogg) 
9.  SR.,  fiuther  nrooeedlncs  a^jonmed  Mxr  17, 
11S9  [BiU 

XetropoUtan  Board  of  Works  (Water 

Supply,  ftc)  Bill  (.Sir  Jam*  IPOarst. 
Bogg,  Mr.  Brjfot,  Sir  &sorg€  RuuM,  Colonel 
Bughet)  [Bill  34] 

c.  Orderread,  for  resuming  Adjonmed  Debate  on 
Amendt.  proposed  to  Queition  [24th  Feb- 
roarjl "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  3»  " 

And  whioh  Amendt.  was,  to  leave  out  "now," 
add  "  upon  this  day  tiz  months  "  (Mr.  Coop«) ; 
Question  again  proposed,  "  That  '  now,' 
Ao.;"  Debate  resumed  Mar  6,  81;  after 
riiort  debate.  Question  pnt ;  A.  76,  N.  180  ; 
M.  ff4  (D.  L.  30)  ;  words  added 

Udn  Qnestion,  aa  anMnded.  pnt,  and  agieed 
to :  SR.  put  off  for  six  montbs 

Xotropolitan  C!ommoiis  Prorisional  Order 

Bill  {Mr,  SroadhHntt  Mr,  Storstary 

Ohildtrt) 

o.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Mv  S  [BiU  189] 

Beads**  JrarS4 

MotropoUtan  Police,  The — Pmtiont — Sir 
Mdmund  Senderson  and  Mr.  Walker 
Qoestion,  Str  George  Campbell ;  Answer,  The 
SaoreUr;  of  State  for  the  Uome  DepartBkSBe 
(Mr.  Obilders)  Mar  II,  403 

Metropolitan  Police  Courts  —  Fin«s  and 
Penalties 

Question,  Mr.  Kenyon  ;  Answer,  The  Seoretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
ChUders)ir<irll.466 

Midland  Railway  BiU  (by  Order) 
0.  Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjonmed  Debate  on 
Amendt.  proposed  to  Question  [Sod  Maroh], 
TIU  be  now  read  9«'' 


'*  That  the  Bl 


[eSNl. 


Midland  Railway  oont. 

And  whioh  Ansendt.  was.  To  leave  out  from 
**  That."  add  "  this  Roaee,  whilst  not  anwHling 
to  oonsidar  bvotmblj  an  appltoation  from 
the  said  Oompanj,  under  proper  oonditions, 
for  power  to  make  arrangements  with  other 
Companies  tending  to  economise  the  oost  of 
transport  to  the  Company,  refuses  to  enter- 
tain tlie  same  as  a  mere  incident  in  a  Bill  for 
mlseallaiMoasobiieots,  and  nnaeoompanled  by 
the  ofl^  of  anj  oompensating  advantages  to 
the  public  "  {Sir  Btmhard  Samuelson)  v. ; 
Qoeetion  again  proposed.  "  That  the  words, 
Ao. ; "  Debate  resumed  Mar  9,  385  ;  after 
short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the  BiU 
be  now  read  3" ; "  after  further  short  de- 
bate, main  QoeaUon  pat,  and  agreed  to ;  BUI 
nwl9« 

UiDi:.BTON,  Viscount 
Sunday  (Opening  of  Museams,  Ao.),  Ret. 
Amendt.  18SS 

HiLDHAT,  Mr.  F.  B.,  Depon,  Totnes 
Inland  R«veniie — Taxation  of  Dog^Ezemp- 
tion  of  Life-Saving  Pop,  1870 

UnxTowN.  Earl  of 

Iaw  of  Evidence    Amendment,  3R,  330; 

Comm.  el.  3,  1470  ;  add.  el.  1473 
Lnnaey    Acta    Amendment,    Comm.   ef.  4, 

Amendt.  1149;  el.  70.  Amendt.  1153 
Union  of  Benefices.  3  R.  1001,  1011 

MiLTAiN,  Mr.  T.,  Durham 
Sale  of  Intozioating  Liqnors  on  Sasdax  (Dor- 
bam),  3R.  Amendt.  1704,  1703 

Mines  Regulation  Act 

Qoestion,  Mr.  John  Redmond ;  Answer,  The 

Seoretar;  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 

(Mr.  Childers)  Mar  SO,  1798 
The  Boy  CoUUry  Emtotion,  Qoeetioii,  Mr. 

MasoD :  Anawer.  The  Sen«tair  of  Stale 

for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  ChUders) 

Jfiir8,e 

ifiMf,  Moyal  Cotnmisnom  on  Acndrnti  m 
~TKo  Report 
Question,  Sir  R.  Assbeton  Cross ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Seeretarr  of  SUte  for  the  Home 
Departmeat  (Mr.  Broadhnnt)  Mar  19. 1801 

MoLLOT,  Hr.  B.  0.,  King*t  Co.,  Birr 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 

el.  4,  081 

Post  Office,  Sabmariae  Telegraph  Oootraet 
(St.  VinoMit  to  the  Waat  Ooait  of  AMta), 
Res.  78 

SappiT— Rojal  Parka  and  Pleaaara  Gardeni, 

1814 

MoHKSWBLL,  Lord 
Law  of  Evidenoo  AawBdmotf  SR.  SS5 
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HoHTAOF,  Mr.  8.,  Tower  HemUit,  WMU 
ekapel 

CarroDAy.  Ao.— The  AppreoiatioD  of  Gold.  480 
Post  Offloo— HaiU  (o  the  United  SutM,  H75 

HoBE,  Mr.  K.  J.,  Shropthire,  Zudlow 
Local  Titution  (Incident),  Res.  1856 

HoBOAV,  Bight  Hon.  O.  Osborne 
(Under  ewcretaiy  of  State  for  the 
OolonieB),  I>enhiffh*hire,  S. 

Africa  (South)— Queitione 
ACEkira  of  BmsutoUnd,  457 
Boera  and  the  Swaziet,  1795 
Traoaraal  Convention,  975 
Auatratian   Coloniea  —  Separation  of  North 

Qaeenalaad  from  Queenaland,  8)0 
Criminal  Law— Proieeution  for  Libel  (Oapa 

Cotonjr),  1161 
Deteneea  otthe  Empire— Colonial  and  Imperial 

Naval  Foroes,  1482 
Jamaica- Convict  OflSoers,  637 
Lnw  and  Justice — "  Brjoe  t>.  Rntden  Sir 

Arthur  Gordon,  1787.  1788 
NiTj— Coaling  Ports  for  H,H.  Ships  of  War 
— Return  of  Defeoded  aod  Uodeftoded 
Porta,  398 
H.M.S.  "  Diamond,"  808 
Retired  Milltarj  and  Naval  Officers— Colonial 

Employment,  650 
Steamships  between  Vanoonver  and  Japan — 
The  Inter- DepartmenUl  Committee,  801 
.  Trade  and  Commerce — Annual  Reports  from 
the  Colonies,  1803 

MoBOAS,  Hr.  0.  v.,  Bt^tfenea 

Diplomatfo    Servine  —  Britiab  Legation  at 

China,  070 
National  Engagements.  Rm.  1410 

MoBLBT,  Earl  of  (First  Oommiseioner 
of  Works) 
Mev  FnUio  Offloet— Natiraal  Portrait  G^lerr, 
806,  608 

HoBLBT,  Bight  Hon.  J.  (Chief  Seore- 
tarj  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland),  yewcasfU-upon-S^ne 
Coal  Mines,  Comm.  914,  915 
EDglaod  and  Ireland— A  SDhmarine  Tannel, 
118 

Ireland  — ^eationi 

Administration  of  Justice  —  Contempt  of 
Court,  1793 

Arms'  Licences — Case  of  John  Dunseatb. 
299 ;— Caic  of  Patricit  M'Oinn.  1 1 57 

Army  —  Casnaltf  to  a  Soldier  in  Bel&at, 
1174,1629.1831 

Bankruptey  Courta— Local  Court  at  Bel- 
fast, 1177 

Belfast  Corporation— Salary  of  the  Town 

Clerk,  1164 
Chnritablo  Bequests— The  Eaton  Beqaest, 

449 

Church  of  Ireland  —  Collection  of  Tithe 

Rent  Charge,  118 
Contagious  Diseases    A«t  —  Veterinarf 

Portal  Inaprotora,  4S3 


MoRLiT,  EUgbt  Hon.  J.—eotU. 

Distress- Supply  of  Seed,  133, 184 
Distress  in  Dublin,  1361 ;— Wicklov,  1471 
Evictions— High  Sheriff  of  DnWio,  118;- 

Woodford,  Co.  Galwajr,  1167 
Fiaheriea  — Loana,  302  ;— Tnwlinc  ee  Iki 

Irish  Coast,  893 
Fisherr   Pirn  and  Harbom— Fiw  it 

Innishmnrrr  Island,  799 
Gno  Licences,  1805 
High  Coort  of  Justice — QAeeii'a  Bead 

Division — Judges  Lawson  and  O'firits, 

10 

Uome  Rule — Alleged  iDtimidatitn  of  Last- 
lords,  1486  DisaoDting  Bodiss  mi 
Home  Rnla.  1872 

Inland  Navigation  and  Drunage — Bsim 
Drainage,  308;— Barrow  Diunaga  ui 
ArdgUas  Harbour,  1176 

Iriab  Land  Commission  (Sub-CcntmisNM- 
era) — Sittinga  at  AaghDaeloy,  1171;- 
Sittings  in  Cork  City,  298 ;- SiUii^  ii 
Tyrone,  806,  807 

Irish  National  League  —  Meeting  of  lU 
Kilbride  Branch,  1360 

Labourers  Acts  1888  and  1885— Appeili 
to  Privy  Council  against  Sohemes,  4M; 
—  Ijtbonrera  Cottages  in  Inniihovn, 
1636 

Legislative  Union— Addr«sa  of  the  Prati- 

terian  Ofanrok,  398 
Lord  Lleotennntof  Irdaod — The  Dmi 

the  Chapel  Royal,  107 
Parliamentary  Franchise  (Dabtin)— 1h 

Colleotor  General  of  Rates,  1365 
Peaee  Preservation  Aot,  1881— Reiesil, 

811 

Post  OSee— Postmaster  at  Omi^,  797 
Fublie  Meetings  —  Speech  of  Mr.  W.  H. 

II.  Lyons,  450,  451 
Public  Worka- Convict  Labour,  111 
Reformatory  and  Indoatriat  Schooli-Ap- 

purtenancea  of  Land,  801  ; — PoiitiMM 

New  Roas  Industrial  School.  ISU;- 

Waterford  Industrial  School,  815 
Roman  Catholio  JEteformatory  Sohoob- 

Case  of  ChurlN  M'CIlBtMk.  of  Ardsti*', 

Co.  Tynme,  1805 
Secret  Sooieties— Coarta  in  Orange  LodgH. 

103 

Seed  Supply  Act— Fourth  Instalment  of 
Rate — Postponement  of  Paymenti,  440 

Sunday  Closing— Extension  of  LegislatioB, 
1779 

Tramvmyf  and  Pnblie  Companies  Afit, 
1883-— Operation  of  the  Act,  1173 

Trinity  College,  Dnblin— Tenors  of  HoMii« 
Lands.  1351 
Ireland — Crime  and  Outrage — Qnestioni 

Action  of  the  Kilmacow  National  League, 
119 

Attaok  on  Mrs.  Hamilton,  Langan,  lU 
Attack    upon    Rev.    W.   P,  Keansf, 

Drogheda,  1167 
*'  Boycotting  "  of  NationallaU,  7,  8 
"  Boycotting  "  —  Caae  of  John  Forto, 

Co.  Kerry,  1408 ;— The  National  Lssffie, 

20 

Co.  Limerick,  796 
Onrtio  Family,  1793 
Intimidation,  401,  45S 
Kerry,  State  oft  978,  978 
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HoRLBT,  Right  Hod.  J. — eotU. 

Malioioni  BnrniDg  of  Ua7  at  Newonitle 
W«it,  Co.  Liowrisk  —  OompaMRtion, 
7M 

Harder  of  Patriok  Finla^  at  Woodford, 

Co.  GaLway,  19,  30S 
Woodbrd,  Co.  Galway,  790>  796 

Inland — Law  and  Jaatioo — portions 

Antrim  Grand  Jury,  1485 

Cavan  Grand  Jury,  1155 

Contempt  of  Conrt,  1188 

Donegal  Co.  Qnarter  Sessions,  U95 

Inoaj^ty  of  Holders  of  Spirit  Moenoes  to 

■wra  at  Jnron  in  Orimiaal  Trials,  633 
Hr.  Barron,  Count/  Conrt  Judge,  Co. 

Monaghao,  1777 
Release  of  Irish  Mooulighters,  IMS 
"  Shaww.  Lloyd,"  U74 
Summoning  of  Jurors,  1361 
Threateniog  Letters —  Case  of  Mr.  Robert 

Teskey,  Cnrraheen,  Co.  Limeriok,  1358 

Ireland— Law  and  Police — Death  of  Corueliat 
CosgraTo  at  Edgsworthstown,  Co.  Longford, 

1778,  1779 

Ireland — Lnnatio  Asylums — Questions 

Board  of  GorerDors  —  Limeriok  District 

Lunatio  Asylum,  1356 
Omagh  Distrtot  Lunatic  Asylum,  l^Sfi 
Publie  Atylami,  397 

Retom  of  Salaries,  Ao.  of  Chief  Offloert, 
IMl 

Ireland— Hagiitraey —^eations 

Catholio  Magistrates,  Co.  Donegal.  819 

Clog  her  Justices,  118t 

Enoiatymoa  Magistrates,  448 

Mr.  VoMJ  Fitsgsrald,  R.M.,  804,  805 

Iraluid— National  Edaoation— (^eaUona 
Commissioners  of  —  Appointment  of 
Mr.  Newel.  808  : — Examination  Papers 
of  National  School  Teaohers,  798 ; — 
Listowol  Sobools,  155  ; — Selection  of 
Teaohers  for  Model  Sobools,  1357 
National  School  Teachers,  1166  ;~Good 
Serrloo  Salary,  880 

Ireland— ParllamentAry  GlecUons— Questions 
Candidates'  Solioitors  and  the  Semtiny  of 

Votes,  1611 
Disturbance  at  the  South  Fermanagh  Elec- 
tion— Assault  on  John  M'Manus,  789 
Mid  Armagh  DiTision  —  Disturbance  at 
Tanderagee,  203 
Ireland— Piera  and  Ilarbours— Wioklow  Har- 
bour— Loan  to  the  Oommissionera,  1360, 
1633 

Ireland — Poor  Law — Questions 

Baltittglass  Union — Appointment  of  Super- 
intendent Registrar,  631 
Boards  of  Guardians  and  tbe  Qoremment, 
470 

DoD^roore  Union,  302 

Eleotion  of  Guardians,  116 Messrs.  J.  W. 

Payne  and  John  E.  Payne,  1786 
Poor  Law  Eieotioos  —  The  Queen's  Co., 

U08 

Rating  Qualification  for  a  Guardian,  809 
Supply  of  Drugs  for  Dispensaries,  1 13 

Ireland — Priooos— ContoUdation,  1100 
PriwnWuders,  1178 


MousT,  Right  Hon.  J. — cotU. 
Ireland  —  Registration  of  Voters  Act —  Qoei- 
tions 

Expenses  of  PreparluffLisIs,  191 
Payment  of  Clerks  of  Unions,  187 
Return  of  Forms   to  the  Clerk  of  the 

Union  through  the  Poet  OtBoe,  791 
Ireland—  Royal  Irish  Constabulary— Questions 
Alleged  Assault  on  Mr.  Patrick  Corkery, 

817 

Ballinasloe  Police  and  Free  Gas.  974 
Case  of  Diatriet  lospeetor  Tilly,  1488 
Compensation  to  Inneotor  Connnnghtout 

1181 

Employment  as  Cantakera  at  Inniienrm, 

Co.  Cork,  618 
Biriogof  Cars,  1151 

Policemen  as  Tenants  of  an  Evioted  Farm 

—Case  of  Sergeant  O'Donnell,  BSff 
Rules  of  Location  of  Constables,  1474 
Ireland,  State  of— Questions 

Cork  and  Tipperary,  Condition  of— Cbarges 

of  the  Judges  of  Assise,  1499 
Lawlessness  in  the  West  of  Ireland,  1189 
Orange  Lodges,  99 
Ireland  —  Arrears  of  Rent  Aot  (188S>— Mr. 
Henry  M'DouKall,  Agent  of  tbe  Qormanstowo 
Estate,  Co.  Meath,  Kes.  737.  738 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Aots  Amendment,  Comm. 
cl.  1,  780;  «/.  3.  737;  el.  S,  919;  et.  4, 
031 ;  el.  9,  932,  H30,  1131 ;  el.  10.  Amendt. 
ih.;  el.  13,  1133,  1131;  Amendt.  1 185, 
I486:  add.  cl.  1440,  1442,  1448,  HIS; 
Consld.  add.  d.  1983,  1936,  1942,  1918, 
1918 

Paving  Contraots — Dnblin  Corporation,  1160 
Supply — Civit  SerTioes  and  Revenue  Depart- 

ments,  1307 
Trees  (Ireland),  Consid.  1335 

MouLTON,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Clapham 
Ground  Bents,  Res.  1007 
Supply — Royal  Parks  and  Pleatore  Gardens, 
007,  1818 

MovBKAT,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.  B.,  Oxford 
Vniverntjf 
Manchester  Ship  Canal,  2R.  970,  977 

ICtrLHOLLAND,   Ut.   H.  L.,  Zoitdon- 
derry,  N. 

Ireland— Irish  Fishery  Commissiontn  —  Con- 
traots for  Piers,  ^.  1174 

Labourers  Ireland  Acts  Amendnwnt,  Comm. 
add.  el.  1443,  llli 

Trees  (Ireland),  Consld.  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress,  1324 

Uvin>BLLA,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.  (President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade),  8JujMit 
BrighUid4 
Bankruptcy  —  Appointment  of  Aftlitant  Re- 

eoivers,  1780 
Bankmptsy  Aot,  1888  —  Dntlet  of  OOeiala, 
1165 

Board  of  Trade  —  Report  of  the  Ligbthoue 

Illuminants  Committee,  178 
Bounties  on  Foreign  Ooodi,  300 
Gburoh  of  England  in  Walei,  Bei.  862  . 
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Ummuu,  Right  Hm.  A.  i,  —ma. 

Coal  Miim  Itwabtlon  Aflt  —  Weigfati  nd 

SoalM.  1158 
Cominiuioner*  of  Irbti  Ltfhts  —  Fnoilitiea  for 

Lightkeepen  att«ndinj>  Divine  Service,  1106 
Gnrr«no7,  *e.— The  Appreciation  of  Gold,  460 
Employer*'  Liability  Aot,  1880  —  The  London 

nnd  North-WetterD  fUilway  Oonpanj,  18S9. 

IWO,  14»7 

Fiihing  Industrie!  (EagUnd  and  Wi^ee)— Insti- 
tution of  a  Frsliarj  Board,  04 

Ilali-Marking  of  Foreign  Plate,  I7M 

Harbonrsof  Kefage,  Rea.  688 

Law  and  Juetioe  (Bankroptoy)— -Estate  of  Dr. 
Porlm  Wlotlow,  466 

London,  Brighton,  and  Sooth  Goaat  Railwar, 
2R.»ei 

Manoheater  Ship  Canal,  SR.  SffO,  S06, 3S7,  476 

Merchant  Shippinir — Questions 

Crimping  in  Amertean  Ports.  816 
I.OSS  of  the  •' Oregon,"  1493,  1494,  1790, 
1791 

The  Wrwk  of  the  "  U8lie,"444 
Mfdlasd  Rallwaj,  9R.  988 
Poat  Office,  Sabmarine  Telegraph  Contract 

(St.  Vineent  to  Ute  West  Coast  of  Africa), 

Rea.  77,  79 

Railway  nnd  Canal  TraSo.  Motion  for  Leare, 

S61.673,  ISOS 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  —  Statistical  Re- 

tarns,  813 
Railway  Clearing  Hoaie  (Ireland).  1478 
Scotland — llarboore— Uarbonr  at  Girran,  474, 

970,  1361,  1863 
Trade  and  Commerce — Questions 

Foreign  Bounties  on  Sugar  Prodnotions — 

Retaliatory  Duties,  1800,  1801 
Hail-Marking   of  Foreign  Mannlsctured 

Gold  nnd  Silver  Watch  Gaaes,  1 176 
Trade  in  Fish*  681,  633 
Timde  Statistics,  448 Trade  of  Ireland,  1 1 

Knideipal  Bfttes  Bill  {Mr.  JompA 

Omm,  Hr.  Doidt,  Mr.  David  Smith) 
«.  Ordered ;  read  l"  •  Mar  10  [Bill  184] 

MuMTZ,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Wm^toieithire,  Tarn- 
worth 

Sale  of  Intoxioatiog  l^nors  on  Snnd^,  SR. 


MuBDocH,  Mr.  C.  T.,  Reading 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Water  Supply, 
4o.),  aa.  88 

Napibr  op  Maodala,  Lord 

Metropolis,  Disturbances  in  tho—  Duties  of 
Soldiers,  1680 

Ifational  Engi^tmtnU 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  19,  To 
lonve  out  from  "  That."  add  "  in  the  opinion 
of  this  House,  it  is  not  just  or  expedient  to 
embark  in  war,  conlrnct  engagements  in- 
volving grave  responsibilities  for  the  Nation, 
and  add  torriiories  to  tlie  Empire  without 
tho  knowledge  and  consent  of  Parliament" 
(ifr.  mehari)  v.,  1836  ;  Qnestioo  proposed. 


"That  the  words,  Ae. ; "  alter  ifebate.  Qati- 
tion  pot;  A.  108,  N.  tIS:  H.4(D.L.38) 
Words  added ;  main  Qaestton,  as  smenM, 
put:  A.109,N.tl5  :  M.6:  0.  I^A.*li. 
1431 


"  Say  Wain  " 
Question,  Mr.  Ruston  ;  Answer,  The  Seeietuy 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Denrv  H.  Fewlsr) 
Mar  18,  976 

National  OaUtry — Sotir$  of  Opming 
Moved,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  prewnM 
to  Her  Majesty  for  copy  of  a  MemonndsB 
drawn  up  and  sinmed  by  the  IMrector  and 
'I'rustees  of  the  National  Gallery  with  it- 
fercnce  lo  the  rirks  and  inoonvenieaes  lE- 
tendlng  the  proposed  opening  of  the  tiallnj 
on  week  days  up  to  10  p.m.  "  {The  Viitomt 
Sidmmtk)  Mar  0.  930  ;  after  short  debstt; 
Address  agreed  to 

Naiumal  Miueums,  TAoSogning  Ofmitf 
Moved.  "  That  a  humble  Address  be  presestel 
to  Her  Majesty  praying  that  Her  MajcitT 
will  be  pleased  to  direct  that  the  Natimil 
Gallory,  the  British  Masenn,  and  tbi 
Natural  History  Museum  shall  be  open  u 
the  publio  weekly  on  three  week-day  evea- 
ings  till  10  p.m.,  in  order  that  Her  M>- 
jesty's  subjects  whose  occupations  doriiij 
the  day  prevent  them  from  visiting  Ukm 
institutions  may  have  the  advantage  asi 
enjoyment  of  studying  the  tuttional  coOm- 
tions "  ( The  Earl  of  BarrowB^  Mar  U 
6U8  :  after  debate.  Previous  Qaeetion' D»rail 
(The  Lord  Pretident  of  Ike  CoHnal,  Saii 
Speneer);  after  further  short  debate,  os 
Unestionf  Previous  Qneetion  aflrmsd; 
orlghwl  MotioB  agrasd  to 
QoMo'i  Aniwir  to  Address  nported  Mm  M, 
1466 


ITational  Mtumm— Opening  on  Sundagt 
Moved  to  resolve,  "  That  it  would  be  ezpediint 
that  museums  should  be  opened  by  oyligh! 
only,  and  should  be  closed  during  the  tiiss 
of  afternoon  Divine  Service,  on  Snodsjs" 
(The  Lord  Denman)  Mar  96,  1774;  so 
Queetion,  reeolvod  in  the  negative 
[Sea  title  Snndag  (Qpeiring  of  Mnooum, 

Natt  (Quegtiont) 

Coaling  PorU  for  H.M.  Shwt  (ff  \far-Be- 
turn  of  Defended  and  Undefended  Ptrtt, 
Question,  Viscount  Lewisham  ;  Answer,  Tbe 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Coloniei 
(Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  Mar  9,  396 
[See  title  D^neet  of  the  Empirt] 
Coattgwsrd  Station  at  Enntterone,  Qaestieo, 
Mr.  Peter  M'Donald  ;  Answer,  The  Clril 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  R.  W.  WSi 
Mar  13,  640 
Rocke'i  Point  Coaetguard  Station,  Qaeitioo, 
Dr.  Tanner;  Answer,  The  Civil  Lordoftbs 
Admiralty  (Mr.  R.  W.  Dnfl)  Mar  86, 1804 
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NiTT — eont. 

Engine -Room  Arlifieert,  QneetiOD,  Colonel 
Haghes-Hallett ;  Anawer,  The  Ciril  Lord  of 
the  Admtniltjr  (Mr.  R.  W.  Duff)  Mar  23, 
1639 

B.M.8.  "  AlbatroiM  "—BwnUtig  of  a  Norden- 
felt  Gun,  QueBtion,  Mr.  Ritohie;  Answer, 

The  Oivil  I.ord  of  the  A<1mirslt7  (Mr.  R. 

W.  DufT)  Mar  23,  1«42 
ff.M.S.  "  Bendow,"  Qaestion,  Mr.  Leioeater  ; 

Aniwer,  The  Seeretar^  to  the  Admiraltj 

(Mr.  Hibbert)J/at-l  1,460 
B.Af.S. "  Diamond,"  Queitions,  Dr.  Cameron, 

Mr.  J.  A.  Blake  ;  Anawen,  The  Under  Se- 

oretar;  of  State  for  the   OoloniM  (Mr. 

Oaborne  Morgan),  The  Ciril  Lord  of  the 

Admiralty  (Mr.  R.  W.  Duff)  Mar  15,  802 
B.M.SS.  "  NiU  "  and  "  Tri^algar,"  Question, 

Mr.  C.  II.  Wilaoo  ;  Anawer,  The  Secretary 

to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Hibbert)  Mar  25, 

1780 

Itaval  Conttmetion,  <liU8tbn,  ViaecHiDt  Sid- 
moath  i  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty (The  Marquess  of  Ripon)  M»r  II, 
417 

Pennwufor  Widows  of  Seamen  and  Marinet, 
Question,  Captain  Price ;  Answer,  The  Ciril 
Tiord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  R.  Vf.  Duff) 
Mtar  33, 1688 

Armament,  ^e. 

Otuu  and  Anmunitim,  QnesttoD,  Lord  George 
Hamilton  ;  Answer,  Tbe  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  Oampbell-BaoDennan)  Star  12, 
639 

The  Hotehkiti  dun,  Queation,  Mr.  Jnokaon  ; 
Anawer,  Tbu  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  Campbell-Banncrroan)  Mar  IS,  1176 
Ordnance — Return  oj  Ouai  wtdtr  Conttruetion 
for  new  SMpt  of  iVar,  QnestioD,  Mr,  Rna- 
ton;  Answer,  The  Civil  Lord  of  the  Adini- 
ralty  (Mr.  R.  W.  Duff)  Mar  18, 1174 

The  Dockyards 

Reduction  of  Dockyard  Workmen  and 
Labewrers,  (laefltioD,Mr.  Puleston  ;  Answer, 
Tbe  Soeretary  to  Ute  Admiralty  (Mr. 
abbert)  Mar  11.  478 

Discharge  of  Men  at  Devonport  Doekt/ard, 
QuesiioRS,  Captain  I'riee,  Mr.  Puleston  ; 
Answers,  The  Girtl  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Mr.  R.  W.  Doff)  Mar  15,  824  ;  Questions. 
Mr.  PalestOD ;  Answers,  Tbe  Civil  Lord  of 
tbe  Admiralty  (Mr.  R.  W.  Daff)  Mar  16, 
077 

Pembroke  Dockyard,  Qaestion,  Mr.  II.  G. 
Allen;  Answer,  The  OiTil  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty (Mr.  R.  W.  Duff)  Mar  20, 1770 

JViwy  {Effieieney) 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  15,  To 
leave  out  fh>m  "  That,"  add  "  now  would  be 
a  snitable  opportunity  for  tbe  Sinking  Fund 
to  be  suspended,  or  Terminable  Annuities 
created,  in  order  to  pot  the  Royal  Navy  in 
that  state  of  effloienoy  which  is  necessary  for 
the  safety  of  the  Empire,  at  tbe  least  possible 
expense  to  the  Country,  owing  to  the  oheap- 
nesB  of  material  at  the  present  time  "  {I^rd 
Chariet  Beresford)  v.,  837  ;  Qasstion  pro- 
posed, "  That  tlie  worda,  Ac. ;  "  after  long 
debate.  Qaestion  put;  A.  306,  N.  98;  M. 
109  (D.  L.31) 


KxLsoN,  Earl 

Parish  Churohea,  2R.  039 

Nolan,  CJolonel  J.  P.,  Oalwag,  N. 
Army — Soldier's  Ration,  1572 
Harbours  of  Refage,  Res.  683 
Ireland— Seed  Supply  Act— Fourth  Instalment 

of  Seed  Rnte — Postponement  of  Payments, 

439 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  Gonsid. 

add.  el,  1947,  1948 
Ordnance  Department,  Res,  1719 
Supply — Uouses  of  Parliament,  527 

NoBRis,  Mr.  E.  S.,  Tow«r  ffanhiSy  LinU' 
house 
Mr.  Bradlangb,  441 

NoRTHBOTTEire,  Lord 
National  Muaeume — Evening  Openi  ng.  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  618 

NoBTHOOTB,  Hon.  H.  S.,  Exeter 

Army  Estimates — Clothing  Establishments, 
Serriees,  and  Supplies,  1888,  1884,  188S, 
1899 

NoRTHESK,  Earl  of 
National  Mnsaums — Evening  Opening,  Mo- 
tion ibr  an  Address,  019 

North  Sea  Liqwtr  JVo^b— Cpi^^mm  at 
the  Si^ue 

QnsstiOB,  Sir  Edward  Birkbeek  ;  Anawer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Koreign  Affiilrs 
(Mr.  Bryee)Jfiii*8.  lis 

NoBTON,  Lord 
National  Museums — Evening  Opening,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  618 

NoBTON,  ICr.  B.,  Kentt  Tmihridge 
Tithe  Kent-Charge  (Extraordinary)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  1728 

O'Beien,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Tipperary,  I^. 
Ireland — Questions 

Commissioners  of  EduoaUoo— Ezanina> 
tion  Papers  of  National  Seho(d  Teaobera, 
797 

Eduoatlon— National  School  Taaehers— 

Good  Service  Salary,  830 
Post  Office— Templederry  Post  Office,  103, 

104 

Registration  of  Voters  Act— Payment  of 
Clerks  of  Unions,  437  RemnneraUon 
of  Poor  Rate  Golleotors,  9 

O'Brien,  Mr.  W.,  Tyrone,  8. 
Ireland — Questions 

Crime  and  Outrage — Alleged  "  Boycott- 
ing"  of  NationaliaU,   7,  8  ;~Kerry» 
Sute  of,  073 
Dissenting  Bodies  and  Home  Rule,  1373 
Irish    Land  Oommlssion  —  Sob*Commia- 
sioners — Sittings  at  Angbnncloy,  1171 : 


-Sittings  at  Tyrono,806,  807^ 
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0*Bum,  Hr.  W^-^oai. 

Law  and  Jiutio»— Ur.  Bfttron,  Coanty 

Coart  Jadfe,  Co.   Hona|han,  1776  ;— 

•♦Shaw  ».  Lloyd,"  1478 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland — Dean  of  the 

Chapel  Royal,  106 
Ma^atraoj— Ologher  Jnttieee,  1181,  1182 
PailiamenUry     Elefltlona  —  Candidatai 

Solleltora  and  the  Soratiny  of  Votei, 

1641 

Poor  Law — Election  of  Gnardiana,  116 
Poet  OflBoe— Doblin   and    Belfait  Poet 
OfBcee  —  Annual   Leare  of  Telegraph 
Gierke,  807 ;— Templederr;  Post  Offloe, 
104 

Seeret  Sooletiee— Ooartein  Oraof*  Lodges, 
100 

Luiuej—  Vaeating  of  SeaU,  Comm.  Motion  Ibr 
reporting  Progress,  906,  007 

O'OoNiroB,  Mr.  A.,  Dontgal,  E. 

Bankmptejr  Aet,  188S— Daties  of  Offiaiale, 
1160 

Crown  Duties,  Res.  1377 
Eduoatlon  Department  (England  and  Wales) — 
<^nestloni 

Board  Seboole — Infant  Sohool  Afctendanoe, 
445 

Ghislehnrst  Sohool.  I486 
Dan-j-Craig  Sohool,  Swaneea,  105 
Sohool  Oranti,  8L3 
Kmployers'  Liabilitj  Aet,  1880— The  London 
and   North- Weetem    Railway  Company, 
1809,  U97 
Eriotion  of  Pitmen  (Durham),  460 
Ireland — Questions 

Belfaat  Corporation— Salary  of  the  Town 

Olerk,  1163 
Grime  and  Oatrage— Intimidation,  451 
Eduoatlon— Irish  National  Teaobera,  1166 
li«bonrere*  Aota— Labourers'  Cottagaa  in 

Innisbowen,  1636 
Law  and  Jnstiee— Co.  Donegal  Quarter 

Sessions,  1494.1405 
Poor  Law— Snpply  of  Drugs  for  Di^a- 
saries,  113 

Post  Offlce — PosUl  Facilities  in  Donegal, 

813 ;— Telegraph,  &e.  Sution  at  Tory 

l8Und,d07 
Pobltfl  Works— ConTiot  Lstbonr,  1 1 1 
Registration  oF  Voters  Aot — Expenses  of 

Preparing  Lists,  121 ;— Return  of  Forms 

to  the  Clerk  of  the  Union  throngh  the 

Post  Offlce,  704 
Seed  Supply  Aot—  Fourth  Instalment  of 

Seed  Rate — Postponement  of  Payments, 

440 

London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Railway, 

2R,  Amendt.  948,  958,  963 
Merohant  Shipping— Wreck  of  the  "  Leslie,' 

444 

Parliament — Pnblio  Business— Standing  Order 

No.  485a— Naty  Estimatea,  836 
So^ly — Cfvil  Serriees  and  RereniM  Depart- 
meots,  1806, 1807 
Uarbouri,  Ao.  waim  tin  Board  of  Trade, 
547 

New  Harboar  at  Dorer,  553 

Pnblio  Bnildings,  Great  BriUln.  543 

Royal  Palaoes.  487 

Royal  Park*  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  1813 
Sarreys  of  the  Uaited  Kingdom,  545,  546 


0'Conn>a,Mr.  K.—etia. 

Trade  and  Gommeroe — Foreign  Bosstiii  « 
Sugar  Productions —  Retaltstery  Ditia. 
1801 

VaooinattOD— The  laUod  til  Rngui,  IM 


O'OoKNOB,  Mr.  J.,  Ttpptrmjj  8. 
Ireland — Qasstione 

Prisons— Prison  Wardsn,  1176 
Seeret  SoeieUea— CoartaiDOnigelsdiK 

109 


O'CoNiroB,  Mr.  T.  P.,  JUvvrptcl, 

Parliament — Bnsinosa  of  Ibe  Hoose— NetiKi 
ofOnestions,  Res.  711;  Motion  fcrU- 
joomment,  713 
Supply— HoaNB  of  Parliament,  509, 51^  Ut 


O'Haitlon,  Mr.  T.,  Cavan,  S. 

Army — Deferred  Pensioos— Case  of  ivm 

Brady,  465,  456 
House  of  Commons — Aoeomraodattoo  of  Itm- 

bers— Lookers,  454 
IreUnd — Lnnatio   Asylums — Omagh  VfnttK 

Lonatio  Aqriam,  1780. 178tt 


O'KsLLT,  Mr.  J.,  Roaeomwton^  N. 
£gypt— Supplies  for  the  Soudanese,  100 
Ireland — Questions 

Magistracy— Mr.  Vesey  Fitigerald,  O 

805 

Seeret   Soeieties  —  Courts    in  Onir 
Lodges,  103 

StaU  of  Ireland— Oruge  Lodges,  9S 
Loeal  Taxation  (Inoideoce),  Res.  1707 
Trade  and  Gommeroe— Trade  in  Fish,  US 

O'Maba,  Mr.  S.,  Co.,  Omrf 

Irriand— Poor  Law— DooagbnMKv  Unis^lH 


Ordnaitox  —  Sorrey^    Gteneral  [<* 
WooDAtL,  Mr.  W.) 


Paget,  Sir  K.  H.,  Somgrtst,  Wtik 

LoomI  Taxation  (Incidenoe),    Res.  Aiwsfc 

1061,  1658,  1688,  1689 
Post  OIBoo— Hetaorologioal  Society— 'fesi- 

mission  of  Meteorolt^cal  Repm-ts,  431 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  Motion  fin-  Unn. 

580,  1505 
Sohool  Pees  of  Non-Paoperr,  SB.  173C 


FariBh  Chnrchea  Bill  [h  i..]       (Na  6) 

{Th«  Lord  BUhop^  Pat4rhoTMifk) 

I.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  rsad  I*" 
Mar  16,  923 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  (''now  ")  add  ("tUi'V 
six  months  ")  ( The  Lord  Orimtkorpt)  l  >A* 
debate,  on  Question,  That  ("  now  ")  *e. ;  n- 
sol  red  in  tho  afflnnatire;  Bill  readS*,**' 
referxed  to  Of  Sirieot  Committee 
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^atlfament 

LORDS- 
PrivaU  BiUt 
Ordered,  That  no  PriTate  Bill  brought  from 
the  House  of  GommoDS  abaltberead  aaeoond 
time  after  Friday  the  36th  dnj  of  June  next 
[Mid  other  Orden]  Mar  33, 1601 

COMMONS— 

Commont,  Seleot  Committee  appointed  and 
Domiiated  Mar  11 ;  Uat  of  the  Committee, 
600 

PRIVILEOK 

Wordt  not  uU*red  in  thii  Mtnm,  (^noitioo, 
Mr.  Dillon ;  Auwer,  Hr.  SpM^  Mixr  S, 
188 

FtelUiowt  Signaturet  to  Petitions,  i^nestion, 
Mr.  CUdo;  ;  Answer,  The  Flrat  tord  of 
the  Treaanrjr  (Mr.  W.  E.  Qladetone)  :  Ob- 
•ervatioos,  Sir  Charles  Forster  Mar  IB,  821  i 
QuetUone,  Mr.  Olanor,  Mr.  Seiton;  An- 
Bwera,  Sir  Obarlat  Forster  Mar  U,  1781 

STTTiyOS  AND  ADJOURNMENT  OF 
TSE  UOOSB 
Aik  Wednetdajf,  MoTed,  "  That  this  House 
will  mcflt  To-morrow  at  T<ro  of  the  cloak" 
(Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Sir 
WiUican  Bareourt)  Mar  9,  301 ;  after  short 
debate,  f^nestion  pat;  A.  1S6,  N.  62  ;  M. 
74  {D.  L.  38] 

£  VSINBSS  OF  TSE  SO  USE  AND  PUBLIC 
BUSINESS 
4luostioo,  Sir  Miohael  Hioks-Beaoh  :  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E. 
GladstoDfl)  Mar  22,  1503  ;— Sfantftnjr  Order 
No.  iSSA—Tke  Navy  Bitimates,  Queatiou, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer,  Mr, 
Speaker  Mar  16,  826  ;— Arrangement  of  the 
Ordtrt  of  ikt  Ihif,  Qnestiona,  Mr.  Rnikee ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Speaker  Mitr  19,  1878;— 
Arrangement  of  Supply,  ObMrrations,  Mr. 
Cavendish  Bentinck  ;  Reply,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) ; 
short  debate  thereon  Mar  19,  1423  ;  — 
Crofters  {Scotland)  (No.  2)  Bill.  Questions, 
Mr.  Hnofarlane,  Mr.  William  Redmond ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  E.OiadatOQe),  Mr.  Speaker  Mar  23, 
1613 

PALACE  OF  WBSTMINSTBH 
The  Souse  of  Commons — Aeeommodation  for 
Members — Lookers,  Questions,  Mr.  Pyne,  Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry  ;  Answers,  A  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Leveson  Oower)  Mar  6,  13  ; 
Question,  Mr,  O'Hanlon;  Answer,  A  Lord 
of  the  Treasorj  (Mr.  LeveaoB  Gower) 
Mar  11,464 
Mlee^  Communieatioit  in  tkis  Sonst,  Qoea- 
tioD,  Mr.  BBZton ;  Answer,  A  Lord  of  the 
Treasurj  (Mr.  Leveson  Gower)  Mar  11, 
460 

Kitchen  and  Sefreshment  Rooms,  Bouse  of 
Commons— The  Contratt,  Question,  Mr.  B. 
Kelly ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Hart  Dyke 
Mar  19,  1  sua 

[eonf. 
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PiMJimii^OcapBat— iWaw  of  WoalmituUr 

— eont. 

Writing  Room  of  tit  Bouseof  Commons,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Lalor;  Answer,  A  Lord  of  the 
Treasnr?  (Mr.  Lereson  Gower)  Mitr  22, 
1600 

Keeper  of  the  Victoria  Tower,  Question, 
Mr.  Eladolifle  Cooke  ;  Answer,  The  Seoretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
Mar  11,  466 
Westmintter  SiUl  {Restoration),  QnestioD,  Mr. 
Howard  Vincent ;  Answer,  The  Sedretary  of 
Sute  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Chil- 
ders)  Mar  18,  1166 

TBE  NEW  RULES  OF  PROCEDURE 

The  Select  Committee  on  Proeedure— Divisions. 
Question,  Mr.  CItanoiDg;  Answer,  The 
Cbaneellor  of  the  Eioheqasr  (Sir  William 
Hanonrt)  Mar  13,  643 

Moved,  "  That  the  Seleot  Committee  on  Par- 
liamentary Prooedure  do  consist  ef  Thirty^ 
three  Members"  Mar  12,  789  ;  after  short 
debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Uat  of 
the  Committee,  741 

Alteration  of  the  Rules  of  Debate  (Wednes- 
days), Question,  Mr.  Allison  ;  Answer,  Tbo 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  Mar  16,  826 

Publieation  of  the  New  Rules  of  Proeedure, 
Question,  Mr.  Raikes  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  William  Har- 
eourt)  Mar  18, 1878 

Rule  2 — Adjournment  of  the  Bouse 
MoTod,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
(C^plote  Vtmey)  Mar  IS,  827;  Bat  Ims 
than  40  Mambera  rldng  in  their  places, 
the  lion.  Member  coald  not  proeeed  with  his 
Motion 

PARLUMBNTART  ELECTIONS 

Controverted  BUetiont 
Aj^esburu  Election  Mar  8,  96 
Barrow  tn  Furness  Election  Mar  36,  1776 

Polling  Arrangements,  Question,  Sir  Henry 
Meysey  Thompson  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Cbllders)  J/ar  11,470 

Secrecy  of  the  Ballot,  Question,  Mr.  Everett ; 
Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
(Sir  Lyon  FUyfiiir)  Mar  22.  1474 

Patent  Ballot  Machine,  Questions,  Mr.  Coote  ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Cbilders)  Mar  33, 
1493 

Pca-Uament  —■  Business  of  the  Souio — 
Notice*  of  Question* 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  13, 
To  loaTO  out  from  "That,"  add  "No- 
tioes  of  Qneationa  be  (inn  by  Members  in 
writisfto  the  Clerfc  at  the  Table,  without 
reading  them  TtrA  Tooo  in  tbo  House,  onlen 
the  eonsent  of  the  Speaker  to  any  partionlar 
Question  has  been  previously  obtained  "  (Sir 
Benry  Selwin-lbbetson)  v.,  697  :  Question 
proposed, "  That  the  words,  d». ; "  after  de- 
bate, Mored,"  That  th«  Debate  bo  now  ad- 
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Pi^iamera—Butinett  ef  the  Smm—lfotieet  of 
QMrttcMu— «ont. 

jouroed"  (Mr.  T.  P.  (yCotmar)  i  after 
fbrther  short  debate,  QoMtion  pat;  A.  51, 
N.  236  ;  M.  181  (D.  L.  38) ;  words  added  : 
original  Question  put,  and  negatlTed 
The  Hew  Rul«  tf  PrMdttrt  at  Qiuttim  Time, 
<iBattioti«.  Mr.  Willtom  Bcdmond,  Mr. 
Ckwndisb  BMtlnok ;  Answm,  Mr. 
Speaker.  The  Pint  Lord  of  the  TnBUrj 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  Jfer  39.  1008 

PttrUammt —  Rfpretmtative  Government 
— Mnwlitary  LegiaUiort 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Snpplj  Mar  S,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  add  "  in  the  opinion 
of  this  House,  it  is  inoonsiitent  with  the 
pHnoiples  of  Representatire  Government, 
that  an;  Member  of  either  House  of  the 
Legislature  should  derire  bis  title  to  legialato 
bj  Tirtoe  of  hereditarf  desoent "  (Mr. 
fjoiouehere)  v.,  30 ;  Qaeatioo  proposed. 
"That  the  words.  Ae. :  '*  after  debate.  Ques- 
tion pat ;  A.  302.  N.  166 ;  M.  3«  (D.  L. 

A*ir,so 

Parliament—  VmtUation  of  the  Hotue 
Question,  Dr.  Farquharsoo  ;  Answer,  The  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasary  (Ur.  Henrr  H. 
Fowler)  Mar  18,  1183 
Ordered  That  a  Seteot  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  Ventilation  of  the 
House  "  Mar  33 ;  List  of  the  Committee 
1727 

Parliamentary  Papers — Pmhlie  8aU — 714* 
Quarterly  Liste 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Aoland  ;  Answer,  The 
Seereterjr  to  the  Trcasur/ (Mr.  Henrr  H. 
Fowler)  Mar  88, 1636 

Parliameniarsf  Regiater^  the,  for  St.  Pan- 
erat,  Eaetem  Divinon—Tke  Featry 
Clerk 

Questions,  Mr.  Baggalla/  ;  Aosvera,  The  Se- 
oreUrr  to  the  Local  GoTernment  Board 
(Mr.  Jesse  Collings]  Mar  30. 1788 

pABiTBLL.  Mr.  0.  8.,  Cork 

Ireland— Goremment  Lmiw  for  Irith  Pur- 
poses, 17&6 

Labourera  (Ireland)  Aots  Amendmont,  Comm. 
d.  9,  1430;  el.  12,  1433  ;  add.  el.  1441. 
1444.  1447 

Paroehiai  Govommmt— Sight  to  Vote  at 
Veitrie* 

QaestioD,  Mr.  Cobb ;  Answer,  The  Preaideat 
of  the  Looal  GorerDment  Board  (Mr.  J. 
Ohamberlaln)  ifar  IS,  818 

Peaeo  PretervaHon  {Ireilani)  Aef,  1881— 
Renewal 

QoesUon,  Mr.  Lewis ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Seeretinjr  for  Ireland  (Mr.  John  Morlev) 
Jfarl5,811 


Peabob,  Mr.  W.,  Lanark,  Qoem 
NaT7(Efllot«no7),  Kes.  846 

Pkask,  Sir  J.  W.,  Durham,  Bemvi 

Cattle 

Bratil.  Slxverj  in— The  Sarain  Aet,  IM 
Coal  Mines,  Comm.  MoUdb  (or  i^ortini  F»- 
gross,  908 

OontagiOM  Diaaaaes  Aeta,  1866.1869,  Bsi. 
090 

Fellxstewe  Railwa;  and  Dook,  2R.  431 
Harbours  of  Kefuge.  Etes.  685 
Local  Taxation  (Inoideooe),  Res.  1767 
Uetropoliton  Board  of  Torka  (Water  Sap|^ 

•be.)  2K,  83 
National  Bagagements,  Res.  1416 
Parliament— Meeting  of  tbe  Uoose,  304 
Bailwi^  and  Canal  Traao,  Motion  for  Lsst^ 

006,  1000 

Sale  of  Intozieatiag  Uqoon  on  Sond^,  SR. 
876, 8M.  407,640 

Pkabk,  Mr.  A.  E.,  York 
ETieUon  of  Pitmen  (Durtuun),  458 
Loeal  Taxation  (Inddeooe),  Bea.  1677 

Pease,  Mr.  H.F.,  York,  N.R.,  CleM 
Railways  and  I'oblio  Works  (India),  116* 

Feel,  Bight  Hon.  A.  W.  (m  Speazii, 
The) 

Feel,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  B.,  Rlaekhnn 
Compensation  for  Damages,   Comm.  ISll. 

1910 ;  el.  4,  1938  ;  ei.  0,  a.  1939 
Hanehester  Ship  Canal.  SR.  361 
Supply^New  Harbour  at  Dover,  548, 551,  HI 

Fellt,  M^or-G^eral  Sir  L.,  Sackuy, 

Defanees  of  tbe  Empire— Deftnoe  of  Coilni 
StaUoni,  1060 

Pebot,  Lord  A.,  8t.  GeergeX  Bmmr 
Square 

Army  Estimates— Clothing  KitibHthMinK 
Serrloei,  and  SappUes.  1840 

FETEBBOBOtraH,  Bishop  of 

Pariah  Churches,  3R.  933,  967,  943,  947 
Lnnaof  Aots  Amendment,  Comm.  1147 

FioKEBsaiLL,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Bethnal  ffrm. 
8.W. 

Compensatton  for  Damages,  Conm.  d.  i, 

Amendt.  1034 
Ground  Rente,  Res.  1014 

PiOTOK,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Leieeaier 
Criminal  Pronoationt— The  PnbUe  Fnsstt- 

tor,  17 

Looiil  Taxation  (Ineidenoe),  Res.  1649 
Vaccination— Fatal  Resnlte  at  BTde  (Isls  ^ 
Wight).  108 
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PUoes  of  Wordiip  Sites  Bill 

{Mr.  John  Bllit,  Mr.  Borlan,  Mr.  Burt, 
Mr.  M* Arthur,  Mr.  Entry  Wilton) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  *  Jfor  10  [Bill  184] 

Platpaib,   Eight    Hon .    Sir  Lyon 
fYioe  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Qoonoil  on  Education),  Zeedt,  S. 
Charity  Gommiuionert — Qaeitions 
EdnoatioD  Departmeat,  1488 
Paroehfal  Charitiea  of  th«  City  of  London, 
110 

Schemes  of  Allotmeata  —  Lad;  Dodd'a 
Charitr.  Ellesborough.  Bueki,  1635 
Education  Department  (England  and  Wales)— 
Qneationa 

Board  Schools — Inlmnt  Sohool  Attendanoe, 
445 

Obislebnrst  Sohool,  1487 
Daa-7-Craig  Sohool.  Svansea.  105 

Exoelleot"  Merit  Graot,  1500 
PnplI  Teachers*  Scholarship  Exnminations 

—Publication  of  Results.  790 
Religious  Instraotion  in  Board  Schools, 

810 

School  Board  Elections.  635 
School  Gnnts.  813 

Use  ofSehw^  Rooms  for  Politloal  Heettngs, 
1156 

Intermediate  Education  (Wales).  468;  1633 
Medical  Act,  1858.  967 

Parliamentar/  EleoUons  —  Seerooj  of  the 
Ballot.  1475 

Pluvkxt,  Sight  Hon.  D.  B.,  J)uhUn 

Manchester  Ship  Canal.  SR.  S83 
Soppty— Rojal  Palaces,  493 

Police  {England  and  Waltt)—-l>itturhane0 
in  Leedt 

(l,ne8tion,  Mr.  William  Redmond  :  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  ChUders)  M»r  33,  1638 

FooB  IjAW  (Bnglamd  awd  Wales) 

Aged  Couples  in  Workhwme,  <iuestioa,  Mr.  F. 
S.  Sterenson;  Aosmr.  The  President  of 
(be  Local  QoTcniment  Board  (Hr,  J.  Cbam- 
bM>latn)Mirll,  469 

CotUetitM  ^  fUftet  of  CmvicrM,  Question. 
Mr.  H.  R.  Farqaharaon ;  Answer,  The  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  GoTcmment  Board  (Mr. 
J.  OhamberUin)  Mar  38,  1638 

DeUxlMe  Rmticmt  at  Htdl,  ^estion.  Mr.  0 
B.  Wilson ;  Answer,  Under  Secretary 
of  Bute  for  Foreign  Aflkiri  {Mt.  Bryee) 
Mar  18, 1180 

OutbreaJi  of  Fever  in  8t  Oeorge'i  Sehoolt,  Aik- 
ford.  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Local  GoTcmment 
Bmu^  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  Jlfar  13.  633 

SalBuiu  of  Peer  Law  Offieme,  Qoestion.  Mr. 
Comwaflls  West ;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Local  Oorcrnment  Board  (Mr.  J.  Cham- 
berlain) Mar  13,  685 
Votera,  Ditqaalijieation  of —  The  Labour  Te$t, 
Question.  Mr.  Bigwood  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Local  Goreramenl  Board  (Mr. 
JwMOoUliigi]irsr0.16 


PoKTKAK,  Hon.  E.  B.,  Jhnetakirtt  IT. 
Africa,  South  (Beohvanalaad)— Sir  GhM-lu 
Warren's  Expedition,  11? 

Post  Ofpicb  (Queettone) 

Colonit^  Postage,  Question,  Mr.  Dixon-Hart- 
land  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  (lenry  H.  Fowler)  Mar  19.  1353 

Colonial  Poetat  Arrartgetnenti—Paeifie  Mail 
Steamers  —  Vaneeuuer  and  Bong  Kong, 
Question,  Obsemtions,  The  Earl  of  Uar- 
rowby  :  Reply,  The  Secretory  of  State  lor 
the  Colonies  (Earl  Granville)  Mar  8,  90 

Porwt  Pott  to  France  and  Italy,  Question,  Mr. 
Henniker  Beaton ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
Mar  13.  639 

Pottage  Stampi,  Question,  Mr.  Dixon-Hart- 
land;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Henry  U.  Fowler)  Mar  19,  1853 

Provisioned  Af^TUmentt,  Question,  Mr. 
UadoUffe  Cooke;  Answer.  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  U.  Fowler) 
Jtfor  11,465 

Rural  Pottal  Detiveriet,  Question.  Sir  Edward 
Birkbeck  ;  Answer.  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  Mar  16, 

»77  ... 
Savingi  Bank,  Question,  Mr.  De  Cobam  ;  An- 
swer, The  Seoreury  to  the  TrMsory  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  Mtr  11,478:  Question. 
Mr.  Bartiey  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  Mar  85, 
1806 

DepotiU  at  Village  Pott  OJiees,  Question,  Mr. 
Beadel  ;  Answer.  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasory  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  Mar  16, 
801 

The  Meteorologieal  SoeiMu  —  Trmsmissun  of 
MeUorologieal  ReporU,  Question,  Sir  Aichard 
Paget;  Answer,  The  Secretarr  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Henry  B.  Fowler)  Mar  11,  484 

Transmistion  of  Printed  Matter  at  Bteetiont, 
Qaestion,  Mr.  W.  H.James;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasary  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler)  Mar  11, 466 

Maii8er9ie» 

Irish  Mall  Serriee,  Question,  Mr.  Peter 
M'Donald ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasnry  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  Mat  18, 

641 

The  Ameriean  Mails.  Question.  .Mr.  Giles; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  Mar  9,  300 
Mails  to  the  United  SlaUi,  Quesaon,  Mr. 
Samuel  Montagu  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  {Mr.  Heniy  H.  Fowler) 
Marti,  U75 

Telegraph  Department 

Beaiatered  Telegraphic  Addresses,  Question, 
Mr.  Darld  Smith  ;  Anstrer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasnry  (Mr.  Henry  B.  Fowler) 
Jfor  33.  1687 
Ahbrofiaud  Telegraphxo  Addresses,  Qaestion, 
Mr.  Seton-Ksrr;  Answer.  The  Secretary  to 
the  Trea8ury(Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowlor)  Jfar25, 
1782;  Question.  Mr.  Ljibouchere  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry 
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Von  Orwiaw-'Tstsgrt^  D^MrtmMt  -ooat. 
IneomplM  Adebvmi,  Qomtioo,  Hr.  Forwood : 
Aofwer,  The  S«ereUi7  to  the  Trearai?  (Mr. 
Uent7  H.  Fowler)  Mar  25,  1798 
Rural  TeUgmpki — Poaition  of  the  Cfurantort, 
QuDttion,  Sir  John  Keonftway  ;  Antwer,  The 
Seoretarj  to  the  Treaaar;  (Mr.  Henrj  H. 
FowW)  JfarlB,  im 

Poat  Offlee  Sites  Bill 

{Mr.  SptMMTy  Mr.  Stmy  H.  FowUr) 
«.  Ordend  ;  read  !•  •  Jfin*  18  TBUl  148] 

Pott  OJf^,  SuhnartM  TtUgraph  Cim- 
tract  (St.  r%ne$Kt  to  the  Wett  Coiut 
of  Africa) 
Order  read,  for  remmtng  Adjourned  Debate  on 
QaestlOD  [4th  Mareh],  "  1'hat  the  Contract, 
datml  the  Uth  dajr  of  Jaouarr  1886,  for  the 
CoDitmotion  of  a  Sabmirine  Telegraph 
Lin*  from  the  Island  of  St.  Vinoeot  to  the 
Wut  Ooaat  of  Afriea  be  approrad  " 
(toMtion  anin  propoied ;  Debate  refaued 

Amaadt.  to  leare  oat  "approved,"  Insert 
"  reGirred  to  a  Select  Committee"  {Mr. 
Stnniker  Beaton)  v.  ;  Qaestion  proixMed, 
That  '  approred,'  Ao. ;  "  aft«r  debate, 
QAeiUOB  put;  A.  199.  N.  84;  M.  185 
(D.  L.  19)  ;  main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Powell,  Mr.  F.  8.,  Wigan 
Coal  Mines,  Oomm.  910 
Inland  Barenoa — Land  Tax  Commlasion,  1194 
Tabllo  Health  Aota  (ImproTMnent  Expenses], 
SR.  S70 

PowKB,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Watorfordy  E. 
Harboars  of  Refuge,  Res.  680 

PowsE,  Mr.  R.,  Wat«rford 
Ireland — (^aestions 

Reformatorj  and   Industrial   Schools  — 

Waterford  Industrial  School,  81fi 
Titbe  Rent- Chaiges— Extension  of  Time 
for  Pajment  hf  LandlordSi  403 

PowiB,  Earl  of 

Union  of  Benefloea,  3  EL  1810 

Priok,  Captain  G.  E.,  Dovot^rt 

Greenwioh  Hospital— Andit  of  AoooonU  of 

Capital  and  Income,  818 
Navj— I'ensions  for  Widows  of  Seamen  and 

Marinee,  1638 
Navy  Eatlmates— Wages,  A«.  to  Seaman  and 

Marines,  I3S7,  1359, 1381 

PaiUB  MnnsTBR  {mo  Qladstoni,  Bight 

Hon.  W.  E.) 

Public  EeaUh  Acts  (Zmprorement  Ex- 

penSM)  Bill       {Mr.  DoOdo,  Sir  Edward 
BMd,  Mr.   Amidd  Mortty,   Mr.  WiUiam 
Ceoi,  Mr.  BuUard) 
c,  Urad  3*  nfler  debate  ArarlO,M7   £B1U  7] 


PuhUe  BoaUk—U.  Pattom'i  T^mtmad 
0/  Mj/drophehia 
Qnestions,  Sir  Rent;  Roaeoe,  Dr.  OaiMRn ; 
Answers, The  Proaidootof the  LooalGoven- 
ment  Board  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain]  ICir  il, 
438 

PuhUe  OJieot,  the  Now 

The  Plaiu  for  Re-arrangement,  Qoeetion,  Mr. 
Storj-Maskeljne ;  Answer,  The  Secretaiy 
to  the  Treasnrf  (Mr.  Henrr  U.  Fowler) 
J&r8,  118 

The  Natioml  Portrait  QaOery,  Obaerratieas, 
Lord  Lamington ;  debato  thereon  3iar  13, 
801 

FaLESTOiT,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Devonport 

Africa  (Central) — Mnrder  of  Bishop  Hanai^ 
ton,  1489 

Chnnrii  of  EngUnd  in  Wales,  Kei.  380,  SM 
Contagions  Mseaaea  Aeta,  1888-1889,  Bei. 

993 

Contagions  Diseases  Aeta  Repeal  (No.  3), SR. 
163 1 

Corrupt  Practices  Act—Political  Aaaoeiatioas, 

1483 

Labonrers  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  Cooaid. 

add.  el.  I9I0, 1914,  1947 
NaTjr — Royal  Dockyards — Diaobarge  of  Men 

at  Devonport  Dockfard,  831,  977,  978 
Na*r  Estimates— Wages,  Ao.  to  Seamen  aal 

Marines.  1330,  1331,  1334,  1337 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Uonse  —Notiea 

of  (Questions,  Res.  70S 
ParliamenUry     Prooednre,   NomlDation  ef 

Select  Comoilttee,  740 
Steaouhipa  between  VaneoaTor  and  Japan— 

Tbe  Inter-Dtopattmental  Oonuolttv^  SOl 

Pullet,  Mr.  J.,  Soroford 

Married  Women  (Maintenanoe  fn  Caaa  of  De- 
sertion), 9R.  1770 

Ptve,  Mr.  J.  D.  Watttford,  W. 
Excise— Home-Grown  Tobaeoo,  110 
Uonse  of  Commons  —  Aooommodation  toe 

Members,  13 
Labourers  (Ireland)  koto  Amendment.  Cooaid. 

add.  cl.  1940 

auiLTKB,  Mr.  W.  0.,  Sujolk,  SuMttr^ 
Felixstowe  Ballwaj  and  Doek,  9R.  498 

Eaikbs,  Bi^fat  Hon.  H.  0.,  GMmhri^t 
Univoroity 
Church  of  England  in  Wales,  Res.  831,  384 
1<ooal  Taxation  (Ineideoee),  Res.  1708 
Parilament— Bnaineas  of  the  House—  Arra^o- 
ment  of  the  Orders  of  tbe  Day,  1S73, 
1374 

Proposed  New  Hales  of  Prooednre,  1373 
Titbe  Rent>Cbarge  (Extraordinary)  Amend- 
ment, SR.  1711 

Railway  and  Caml  Comptmioe — Staii^ioal 

lietunu 

Question,  Mr.  Hanbnry  ;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  tbe  Board  of  Trade  (Hr.  MnndelU) 
Mar  16,  811 
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Baihray  and  Canal  Trai&e  BiB 

(Mr.  Mmdeila,  Mr.  Atland,  Mr.  Attornetf 
Ottural) 

e.  Motion  tor  Lesre  {Mr.  Benry  B.  Fowler) 

Mar  9,919;  Dsbato adjourned 
Dabftte  nramed  Mar  1 1 ,  663  ;  after  debate, 

QnestiOD  pat,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  ordered  ; 

read  l***  fBill  1381 

<laeition.  Sir  Joseph  Peaae ;   Anawer,  The 

Preiident  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mnn- 

della)  Mar  i2,  150S 

Saiheayt — AUotmmi*  to  8«rvanU 

QaeatLoo,  Obaerfatiom,  Tba  HarqaaM  of 
HanUr ;  Reply.  Tba  Lord  Prerident  of  the 
Coancfl  (Earl  Spenoer)  Mar  fl,  88S 

Baicsat,  Mr.  J.,  Falkirk,  8^e. 

Oroften  (SeotUod)  (No.  9),  SR.  Ameadt.  130, 
15S,  198,318 

Baubdbn,  Sir  J.  "SV.,  York,  W.R.,  0»- 

Oompaaaation  for  Damages,  Comin.  1899 

Bathboitx,   Mr.   W.,  CamarvMtMre, 
Arfon 

Local  Taxation  (Inoidenoe).  Rei.  1060 

RsmsDALB,  Earl  of  (Ohainnan  of  Com- 
mittees) 

Dare  and  Chinlejr  EUilwar,  9R.  1456 
Irebuid — Orime   and  Outrage  —  Murder  of 
Patrick  FiDlar,  Woodford,  Go.  Galway,  787 

BKDHOin),  Mr.  J.  E.,  Wtzfwri^  N. 
High  Ooort  of  Juatioe— Irrafnlar  Attendaooe 

of  Offloen,  1481 
Ireland — Qaeationa 

Rofbrmatorjr  and  Indnatrial  Soboola— Po- 
sition of  New  Rota  ludiutrial  School, 
1S66 ;  —  Waterford  Indmtrial  Sobool, 
816 

State  of  Ireland— Condition  of  Cork  and 
Tipperarjr — Charges  of  the   Jadgea  of 
Aaaiie,  1499 
Mlnea  Regulation  Aot,  1798 

RsDKOKS,  Ifr.  W.  H.  E.,  ArmwM^A, 
N. 

Parliament— Busineaa  of  the  Ilonsa,  104S 
Rules  and  Orders — Proo«dnre  at  Queation 
Time,  IS08,  1S04 
Poliee  (England  and  Wale*)— Diatnrbanoe  In 
Laoda»  1618. 1689 

Bbid,  Sir  E.  J.  (Lord  of  the  aVeasory), 

Cariif 

Ntvj  (Effloienor),  Res.  840,  863,  866,  867 
Snpplj— New  Uarbonrat  Dover,  060,  OSt 

BtgUtraUon  of  Biriht,  MarriogM,  ^e. — 
6^7  Will.  IK  e.  85,  s.  17— 
gittrw  of  Marriaget  at  Conway 
Question,  Mr.  Kenyon  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  tbe  Tjooal  Gorommeat  Board  (Mr. 
JOMO  OoUinga)  Jftr  90, 1788 


Bbvdkl,  Ur.  S.,  Kontgomtrythir» 
Church  of  England  in  Wales,  Res.  889 

BiOHABD,  Mr.  H.,  Mtrthyr  Tydvil 
Ofanroh  of  Kagland  in  Wales,  Rea.  310 
National  Engagementa,  Res.  1386 

BiFON,  Harquess  of  (First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty) 
Merchant  Shipping — Light  at  Portland  Break- 
water, 698 
Naral  Gonstructioo,  417 

BiTOHiB,  Mr.  0.  T.,  Towtr  fftndoU,  8i. 

Bonntlea  on  Foreign  Goods,  800 

Navy— Accident  on  Board  H.M.S.  "Alba- 

trosa,"  1643 
Navy  (Eflloienoy),  Res.  887,  888 
Nary  Estimatea — Wages,  Ao.  to  Seamen  and 

Marinea.  1310,  1216,1363.1308,1369,  1373 
Sale  of  latoxieating  Liqaora  on  Sonday,  9R. 

106 

Trade  and  Oommerce— Foreign  Bonntiet  00 
Sngar  Prodootiont  —  Rotallatoiy  Dntiei, 

1801 

jUrers  Farifloation  Bill     {Xr.  StUmgt, 
Sir  Bdward  Birkbtek,  Lord  CharleM  Btrtt- 
forit  Sir  W.  Qugtr  Bunttr,  Otiienf  Sir 
WitUam  Crouwun,  CcImmI  faatfya) 

e.  Mored,  '•  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  9* " 
Mar  19,  1049 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  add  "  upon  thia 
day  six  months"  (Str  Benry  Roieo4)  ;  Qnes- 
tion  proposed,  "  That  '  now,*  Ac. ;  "  aftar 
short  debate.  (Question  pat,  aad  negatired  ; 
words  added 
Bfain  Qneation,  aa  aawnded,  pat,  and  agreed 
to  i  9R.  put  off  for  ilx  montha   [Bill  101] 

B0BEBT8ON,  Mr.  E.,  Dundoo 

Litoratnr^  Saianee,  and  Art(Sootlaiid}— Sir 
David  Baxter's  Bequest  to  Dnadee,  1162 

BOBZBT8OV,  Mr.  H.,  M»rion»ih 

Folixatowa  RaUway  and  Dook,  3R.  483 

BoBBBTsoK,  Ur.  J.  p.  B.,  Bute 
Chnrab  of  Scotland.  3R.  1136 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  3),  3R.  188,  190 

BommoN,  Mr.  T.,  fftoucttUr 

Taoeination  Act— Repeal  of  Gompnlaory  Vac- 
cination, 1178 

B00EB8,  Mr.  J.  E.  Thorold,  Southwarhy 
B«rmond»«y 
Local  Taxation  (Incidence),  Rea.  1648.  1646, 

1046,  I06S,  1697 
Supply— Public  Buildings,  Great  Britain,  684 

BosooE,  Sir  H.  E.,  Hanchetttr,  8. 

Pablic  Health  —  M.  Paateur*a  Treatment  of 

Hydrophobia.  486 
RlTen  Parifieation,  SR.  Amowlt.  lOffO,  10S4 
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BoTHsoBiu),  BwoD»  F.  J.  de.  Bn^, 
BcpreiMtatlv*  OonrnmoBt.  Rm.  40. 41 

Bound,  Mr.  J.,  &m$x,  N.B.,  Sarwieh 
IiMome  Tax  (EzempUoas),  9S7 

Royal  Liver  Soeisiy,  7%e—JUp9rt  0/  the 
Intpeetor 

QneitiMi,  Dr.  CUrk  ;  Answer,  The  SecraUrj 
to  the  Treaiarr  (Mr.  Henr;  n.  Fowler) 
Mar  5, 16  ;  Qaostion,  Mr.  Hntton :  Antwer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  TroMar;  {Mr.  Hmry 
U.  Fowler)  Mar  18, 1178 


BusBELL,  Sir  0.  (Attorney  aenaral)» 

Baekney,  8, 
Con]  Mines,  Comm.  913 
CompenMtioo  for  DMORgee,  Comm.  1398 ;  el.  4, 

1097;  19» 
Gormpt  PnwttoM  Aot— Politloal  AuoeiatiODs, 

U88 

Friendly  Soeletlea  Aet.  187e— Jaritdfetion  of 
Ooontj  Coart  Judges,  138 

High  Court  of  Josiioe  (Cbanoerj  DiTision). 
M^-lrregvlar  Attendanee  of  Oflbers,  1482 

InGmti,  HotioQ  for  Leare,  739 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Aott  Amendment,  Comm. 
cl  13,  1484;  add.  el.  1411;  Consid.  add. 
el.  1941 ;  Amendt.  1949,  1944,  1946 

Law  and  Justice  { England  and  Wales)  —  Es- 
tablishment of  a  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal, 
1477: — Imprisonment  of  ^bert  Howe  Ash- 
ton,  970 

l^oaoy— Vaoating  of  Seats,  Comm.  907 
Mr.  Bradlangii,  449 
TrMS  (It«Iand).  9R.  83 


BuaBBLL,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Olatgow,  Bridge- 
ton 

EUilwajs([Bdta)— Seindt,  Punjaab,  and  Delhi 
IUUwa7,466 


BusToif,  Mr.  J.|  Lineoln 
National  Gallerf  —  Constable's  <'  Hajr  Wain." 
979 

NftTf  (Ordnsnce)  —Return  of  Guns  nndor  Oon- 

struotion  for  New  Ships  of  War,  1174 
Ordnance  Department,  Ree.  1717 
Prisoa  Diioiplino— Treadmills,  1809 


Btlajtds,  Mr.  P.,  Burnley 
National  EngageoMiita,  Rei.  1896 
Spending  DepartroenU  of  the  Stato,  890 
SnppI; — New  Uarboor  at  Dorer,  Motion  for 
reporting  Progresa,  802 
Pablio  Buildings,  Great  Britain,  839 
Royal  PaUoes,  484 

Koyal  Parks  and  Fleasnre  Garden',  S03 

St.  Albans,  Duke  of 

Ireland  —  Crime  nnd  Outrage  —  Murder  of 
Patriok  Pinlay.  Woodford,  Oo.  Galway,  701 


Sale  of  IntoidMtiBg  IdfRon  oa  %m»^ 

Bill  (5jr/«sq>A?MH,Jfr. 

Tmlmer,  Mr.  Itaae  Wiltom)        [Bill  tT] 
e.  Mored,  "That  tbe  Bill  be  now  f" 

Mar  10,  376 
Amendt.  to  leare  out  "  aow,"  tdd  '*epeiittii 

day  six  months"  (Mr.  AMiimt);  QoMiii 

proposed,    That  •  now,'  ins. ; "  after  iJm, 

Debate  adjourned 
QnestiOD,  Sir  Joseph  Pease :  Answw,  Ti 

Secretary  of  Stato  for  the  Hoau  DenitMi 

(Mr.  Childen)  Jfisr  19,  640 

Sale  of  Intoxicatiiigr  Liqaors  m  Sniq 
(Dnrham)  Bill  [Mr.  iMn 

Fry,  Mr,  WtUter  James,  Mr.  DMt,  Mt, 
SickardtOH,  Mr.  Owrlty,  Mr.  fntim) 
e.  MoTOd,  "  That  the  Bill  bo  new  ml  F" 
Mar  24,  1760 
Amendt.  to  leave  ost  "  now,"  add  "spot  lUi 
day  six  months"  {Mr.  HE/m's):  Qhuin 
proposed,  That '  now,'  Ae. ; "  iftw  Mitt, 
Moved,  "  That  tho  Debato  be  nowadjiiratd " 
(ifr.  GfOHt-Davu)  I  Qoeation  pat,  u4  m|i. 
tivfld 

Original  (Question  put ;  A.  168,  N.  83 :  11.  II 
(D.  L.  43) ;  BUI  row]  9«  (BiUTlI 

Salts- SoHWABE,  Oolonel  G-.,  £<iifiiUi 
S.£..  Middleton 
Army  (Auxiliary  Foroet) — Volunteer  Cifo- 

tion  Grant,  Res.  1816 
Army  Estimates  —  Clothing  EstatiliihM 

SerTices,  and  Supplies,  1838 
Railway  and  Canal  Trafflo,  Motion  fcrlM 
880 

Salmon  Fisheries  Amendment  (8citlu£ 

Bill  [B.L.]  {Tke  Marqmnt/Bmtii) 
I.  Presented :  read       Mar  11  (NaN) 

Saicublson,  Sir  B.,  Oxfordthire,  Beiie^ 
Midland  Untlway,  SR.  888,  286,  391 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffle.  Motioa  kr 

888 

Sandhurbt,  Lord  (Under  Secretary 
State  for  War) 
Army  (Auxiliary  Foroes) — Minimum  AtlMl* 
anofl  at  Teomaury  Cavalry  Troop  Drilb.  IKI 
Drill  Grounds,  3R.  1 
Egyptian  War  Medals,  699 

Saundebb,  Mr.  W.,  ffuUf 

Fishing  Industrie*  (Englaad  and  Wales>-b- 

stiMtfatQ  ofa  Fiahery  Board,  09 
OroDud  RenU,  Res.  999,  1047 

Saundebboh,  Mfgor  £.,  ArmgK  ^-  „ 

Ireland— Grime  and  Outrage  —  "  BoywMlsg 
—Case  of  John  Foran,  Galley,  Co.  Ks(ir> 
1492 

Law  and  Juitioe  —  Antrim  Giaod  ivj, 
1488 

Laboarws  (Inlaad)  Aeto  AmemlmMit,  Com. 

d.  19, 1488  ' 
TrMS  (IreUadJk  »fL  8t 
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School  Fees  of  Non-Fanpers  Bill 

{Mr.  Llewellyn,  Sir  Richard  Paget,  Mr. 
Mohhoute) 

e.  Uored,   "That   the  Bill  b«  now  read  a"" 
Mar  33,  1721  :  Mo»ed,  "That  the  Debate 
be  now  adjourned  "  {_Mr.  Joseph  Chamber- 
tain)  i  after  riiort  debate,  Motion  witbdrawn 
Original  Qatatioo  pot ;  Bill  read      [Bill  114] 

Soinde,  Pum'auh,  and  Delhi  Railtoay  Com- 
pany Bill  [4«nurtf«] 
e.  Res.  oonstdered  in  Committee,  and  agreed  to 
Mar  17,  1139 
Res.  reported  Mar  93 

S0LA.TEB-B00TH,  Kif^ht  Hod.  O.,  Hant*, 
Banngttoka 
Manebester  Ship  Canal,  2R,  378 
Tithu  Rent>Chwrg«  Amendment,  8K.  I74ff 

SooTLun>  —  Seoretary   for,    &c.  {tee 
TBEVxiiTAH,  Bight  Hoa.  O.  0.) 


Scotland  ( Quettions) 

Educational  Endowment  (Seotland)  Act,  1883 
—Mill  Lwy  CampbeU'i  Bequeit,  Queftion, 
Mr.  Maofarlane  ;  Answer,  1'he  Seoretarjr  for 
Scotland  (Mr.  Trereljran)  Mar  8, 108 

Eviction  of  CrofUri— Return  of  Ceuet,  <^es- 
tion,  Mr.  Mark  Stewart  i  Anawer,  The 
Secretary  for  Seottand  (Mr.  Tre?el;aa) 
Mar  15, 806 

lUheriei  —  Reffietratiott  of  Fiihing  Boat*, 
<lueBtion,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclajr  ;  Answer,  The 
SecreUrr  for  Scotland  (Mr.  Trerelyan) 
Mar  18.  1 163 

Filhery  Pienaad  Rarbouri — Oirvan  Barbour, 
Qnestiooa,  Ur.  Maofarlane;  Anaweri,  The 
Preiident  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Mundella)  Mar  II,  474;  Mar  16,  M9  ; 
Mar  19.  1361 

Eighlandi  and  Iilandi  —  Dittreu  in  the 
Hebridei,  Question,  Mr.  Fraser-Maokintosli ; 
Answer,  The  Seoretary  for  Scotland  (Mr. 
Tretalyan)  ifor  as,  1631 

Literature,  Seienee,  and  Art  —  Sir  David 
Baxter'i  Beqaeet  to  Dundee.  Question,  Mr. 
Edmund  RoberUon  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
for  Scotland  (Mr.  Trevelyan]  Mar  18,  11S3 

Police  —  Dimuial  of  Jamei  Martin,  Police 
OonaahU,  JimfMn.  Qoestion.  Mr.  Homer : 
Answer,  The  Secretary  fbr  SootUad  (Mr. 
Trevelyan)  Mar  IS,  1366 

Portree  Pier,  Iile  of  Skye—DeaA  of  Bev.  Dr. 
Maekay,  Question,  Mr.  Pmser-Maekintosh  ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Adfooate  (Mr.  f.  B.  Bal- 
four) Mar  16, 789 

Pritoni  —  BarUnine  Prison,  Question,  Hr. 
Baird  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  Scotland 
(Mr.  Trevelysn)  Mar  13.  638 

Public  Bealth—SnuUl'poa  at  Woodeide,  Ques- 
tion. Mr.  Uutitor  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
for  Sootland  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  Mar  16,  9H9 

Unioereity  of  St.  Andrew'' 1— Appointment  of 
Dr.  Donaldton,  Queatiun,  Mr.  Boyd-Kinnear ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr. 
Trevelyao)  Mar  33,  1495 

YOU  OOCIII.     [xm&D    S£BI£8.]  [«Otll. 


Soiyn.kWB—eont. 
Edtteatim  Department  (Scotland) 
Oaelie  in  Slementary  Sehooli,  Question,  Mr. 

Maofarlane;   Answer,    The    Secretary  for 

Scotland  ( Mr.  Trerelyan)  Mar  U.  814 
School  OratUs  in  the  Highlands,  Question,  Dr. 

Clark  ;  Answer.  The  Secretary  for  Scotland 

(Mr.  Trovclyan)  Mar  23,  1475 
The  Code  for  1886,  Question,  Mr.  Menites ; 

Answer,  The  Secretnry  for  Sootland  (Mr, 

Trvrelyan)  ifor   9,   299 ;  Question,  Mr. 

Boyd-Kinnear;  Answer,  The  Secreury  for 

Scotland  (Mr.  Trerelyan)  Mar  19. 136S 
Voluntary  Schools.  Question,  Sir  Arefaibald 

Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  Seot- 

land  (Mr.  Trerelyan)  Mar  6, 11 

Law  and  Justice  (Scotland) 
Adminiifralion  of  Justice —  The  Wxghlands  and 
Islands,  Question,  Dr.  R.  M'Donald ;  An- 
swer, The  Sccrcinry  for  Scotland  (Mr.  Tre> 
velynn)  Mar  16,  968;— <n  Kirhietdl,  Qnei. 
tion,  Mr.  Macdonald  Cameron ;  Anawer, 
The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfbar)  Mar 
18,  1153 

Mr.  Crawford.  Sheriff  Clerk  of  Berwickshire, 
Question,  Dr.  Cameron ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
AdToc.nte  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  Mar  19,  ISfiS 
The  Sheriff  Clerk  of  Cromarty.  Question,  Dr» 
R.  M'Donnld  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
(Mr.  J.  II   Uairour)  Mir  16,  971 

The  Procurator  Fiscal  for  Rots  and  Cromarty, 
Question,  Dr.  JR.  M'Donald  ;  Answer, 
Tbe  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfonrj 
Mar  16, 971 

The  Rev.  Matthew  Armour  {Orl^tey  Shertf 
Court).  Question,  Dr.  Cameron;  Answer,  The 
Lord  AdToeate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  Mar  16, 
967 


SEI30BHE,  Earl  of 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment,  Comm.  1186, 1148; 

et.i,  1161 
Parish  Chnrobes,  SR.  941,  943 

Sbllab,  Uj.  a.  0.,  Lanariehire,  Partiek 
Parliament — Bnsiaess  of  the  Uonse  —  Notioae 
of  Questions,  Res.  707,  708 

Selwin-Ibbetbov,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  H.  J., 
J£a$ex,  Mpping 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House— Notloea 
of  Questions,  Res.  697 

Seton-Kaer,  Mr.  H.,  St.  Selen^e 

ICmployers*  Liability  Act — The  London  and 
North-Western  Railway  Company,  1496 

Metropolis,  Distress  io  the  East  End — Dwell- 
ings for  the  Poor,  103 

Post  Office  —  Abbremted  Telegrnpbie  Ad- 
dresses, 1783 


Sexton,  Mr.  T.,  Sligo,  8. 
Coal  Mines,  Comm.  913  ;  Amendt.  914»  918 
Employers'  Liability  Act,  1880— London  and 
North- Western  Railway  Company,  1360 
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Sbxtok,  Uf.  T.— OORf. 
Ii  elMid — <lnMtloiu 

Army— CftsoMtr  to  a  Soldier  in  Bslfiut, 

1178,  102B,  1630 
A  Sq»nite  Fnrliam«tit,  1808 
Commifwioner*  of  National  Edoeation — 

The  Listowel  Sohoola,  ^56 
Crime  and  Ontrafw— Kerry,  State  of,  979  : 

"Woodrord,  Co.  Gatvar,  796 
Oovernment  Loani  for  Irish  Purpoiea,  1796 
Home  Kulc — Alleged  Intimidation  ofLand- 

lordB,  1486 
Law  nnd  Jostioc — Aotrim  Grand  Jury, 

1465  ;— The  Summoning  of  Jurors,  1360 
Law  and  Police — Death  of  Cornelius  Cos- 
grave  at  Edgewortbstowo,  Co.  Longford, 

1779 

ParliamentRry  FranchiM  (Dnblin) —  Col- 
lector General  of  Rates,  1365 
Poor  Law  —  Boards  of  Guardians  nnd  the 

Goremment,  469 
Publifi  Irieetings  —  Speeoh  of  Hr.  W.  B. 

B.  Lyons.  400,  451 
State  of  Ireland—"  Bcffootting  State- 
ments of  ClergymcD  of  the  Irish  Cbnrch, 
1503  ;~Tbe  Orange  Lodges,  99 
Irsiand—Arrears  of  Rent  Act,  1882— Mr.  H. 
M'Doagall,    Agent  of  the  Connanstown 
Estate,  Co.  Meath,  Ret.  734,  726 
Japan — I'reaties  with  European  Powers,  97 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Aots  Amendment,  Comm. 
el.  1, 730,  734 ;  cl.  2, 735,  738;  cl.  S,  020:  elA, 
921  ;cl.  11.1431  ;  e/.  12,  1434,  1435  iodd.el. 
1436,  1439  :  Amendt.  1440, 1441, 1443, 1443, 
1444,  1446;  Cocsid.  add.  el.  1930,  1934, 
1935,    1936,    1988,   1941,    1942,  1943; 
Amendt.  1944,  1048,  1949 
London,  Brighton,  and  South  Co«t  Railway, 

Motion  for  Adjonrument,  966 
Lunaey  (Vacating  of  Seats),  Comm.  907,  998, 
1726 

Manchester  Ship  Canal,  2R.  375,  383,  383 

Naval  ConstruotiOD,  417 

Parliament — Privilege — Forged  Signatures  to 

Petitions,  1785 
Rules  and  Orders— Proeeduro  at  Question 

Time,  1504 

Parliament— Budnest  of  tne  House — Notices 
of  Questions,  Kes.  705,  706,  713 

Sheeht,  Mr.  D.,  Oalway,  8. 

Ireland— Fishery  Piers  and  Ilarbonrs — Ard 
and  HasoD  Island  Piers,  Co.  Galway, 
471 

Post  Office — Mail  Servioe  between  Atbanry 
and  Gort,  1786 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Aeta  Amendment,  Consid. 
add.  el.  1989 

SHnti.ET,  Mt.  W.  S..  Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Donea»t0r 

Taw  and  Jostioe — Establishment  of  a  Court  of 

Criminal  Appeal,  1477 
Sale  of  Intoxioaling  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2B. 

306 

SiDHOUTH,  Viscount 
EgypUftn  War  Medal*,  633 


SncoK,  Mr.  Seijeant  J.,  Dnetiwry 
Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales]-^ 
of  William  Brightwell,  a  Oardeoar  at  tk 
British  Museom,  1 19 

Smith,  Bight  Hon.  W.  H.,  Sirmd, 
Wettmintter 
Army  Estimates,  834,  835 

Clothing  EsUblishmenta,   Serrieet,  vA 

Supplies,  1836 
Land  Forces  at  Home  and  Abroad,  1609 
Contagions  Oiseaees  Aete,  1866-1869,  Set 
907 

Defences  of  the  Empire  —  Coaling  Ststiosi, 

1179,  1368.1543 
Esypt—CarriBons  in  the  Soudan,  1490,  1411 
Supply— Class  I,  Vote  8— Royal  Patb  isd 

Pleasure  Gardens,  791 
Sapply—Royal  Parl^B  and  Pleaanre  Gartet, 

508 

SuiTH,  Mr.  D.,  Brighton 
Post  Offioe— Registered  Telwraphio  AMmn 
1687 

SoUdtors'  Annual  Certificate  Doty  BUI 

{Mr.  O'Bfa,  Mr.  J>m^,  Mr.  Dvytr  Gr^, 
Mr.  Arthur  COtHmor,  Mr.  Stxtm) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  I'*  ifor  8  [Bill  IIS] 

Sfbakek,  The  (Bight  Hon.  Abteq 
Wbixhslet   Pbel),    Warmek  ai 
Laamington 
Church  of  Kngtand  in  Wales,  Bea.  864 
Church  of  Scotland,  2  R.  1108 
Coal  Mines,  Comm.  914 
Compatsw7  Purebase  of  I^and  Compeaetit*, 
3R.  1771 

Contagioni  Diseases  Acts  Repeal  (No.  3],  'S^- 
1908,  1909 

Egypt — Cost  of  the  Army  of  Defence,  IH*. 
1541 

Feliistowe  Railway  and  Dock,  3R.  421 
Harbours  ol  Rernge,  Res.  677 
Irelnnd — Questions 

A  Separate  Parliament,  1808 

*■  Boyeottlng  "— Statementa  of  the  Clerp* 

men  of  the  Irish  Church,  1503 
Crime  and  Outrage— Kerry.  State  of,  »W; 

—Woodford,  Co.  Galway,  795 
Government  Loans  for    Irish  PuipmHi 
1706 

Grand  Juries — Resolationi  on  Bon*  Bw*. 
838 

Law  and  Justice — Antrim  Grand  Jm?. 
1485 

Lunatic  Asylums— Omagh  District  LuDiUe 
Asylum,  1786 
Japan — Treaties  with  European  Powers,  07 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  Cwn. 
add.  d.  1446,  1447 ;  Consid.  add  d.  lttl< 
1942.  1948  ^ 
Local  Taxation  (Ineidenoe),  Res.  1707,  170^ 
1709 

London.  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Rsil«V> 

SR.  903,  966 
Manchester  Ship  Canal,  2R.  275,  277 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister,  SR. 

1708 
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Sfukir.  The — eont. 

Marriages  (H«iir«  of  SolemaiMtion},  2R.  1554 
IbMbMtt  ShippinfT— Lou  of  the  OregoD," 

Canard  Uner,  1791 
National  Engagements,  Km.  HIS 
NaTr(EflBcienoy),  Kes.  904 
Parliament — Queitioos 

Business  of  the  House,  1374,  1643  Ar- 
rangement ofSuppl7>  1426,  1427,  1423 
Controverted  Eleetiona,  96  fiarrow-ia- 

Famees,  1775 
Privilege,  123 

Pnblio  Business— Standing  Order  No.  485a 

— NaTjr  Estimates,  826 
Rules  And  Orders— Prooednre  at  Question 
Time,  1503,  1504 
Parliament — Business  of  the  [Iquio — Notiaes 
orQuesUoDS,  Ret.  708,  709,710,  711,  712, 
718 

Parliament  —  RepresenMtivfl  Government, 
Ree.  43 

Railwny  and  Canal  TrafBe,  Motion  fbr  Lean, 

585 

Rivers  PariBcation,  2R.  1050 
Trees  ( Ireland),  Coasid.  1324,  1S25 

Spenceb,  Earl  (Lord  President  of  the 
Council) 

Ireland  —  Crime  and  Oatrage — Murder  of 
Patriok  Ftnlay,  Woodford,  Go.  Galway*  768, 
760 

Metropolis,  Distarbanocs  in  the,  Res.  757 
National  Musauma— Evening  Opening,  Motion 

for  an  Address,  Previous  Question  moved, 

620,  632 

Railwajri — Allotments  to  Servants,  232,  233 

Sfenslet,  Mr.  H.,  fiH$hury,  Cantral 
Metropolis— Clerkenwell  and  Coldbath  Fields 

Prisons,  301 

Spicer,  Mr.  H.,  Islington,  S. 
National  Engagements,  Res.  1419 
School  Fees  ol  Non-Faupora,  1724 

Spcfftiiig  Lands  Bating  (Scotluid)  Bill 

{JDr.  CameroHt  MarqwM  of  Stafford,  Mr. 
Mackintoih,  Dr.  Farquharton) 
c.  Committee  *  ;  Report  Jfar  15       [Bill  86] 

Read  3**  Metr  17 
f.  Read  \**{Eari  of  Elgin)  Jfor  18  (No.  36) 

Stack,  Mr.  J.,  Ktrry^  N. 
Ireland — Commissioners  of  National  Education 
—The  Lietowel  Schools,  455 

Stafford,  Marquess  of,  Sutherland 
Croften  (Sootland)  (No.  3),  3R.  184 

Stanley,  Bight  Hon.  Oolonel  Sir  F. 

A.,  Lanccuhire,  If.,  Blackpool 
Oefonoes  of  the  Empire — Defence  of  Coaling 

Suiions,  1551,  1555 
Post  Office,  Submarine   TelegrApli  Contract 

(St.  Vincent  to  tho  West  Coast  of  Africa), 

Ma.  19 


Staitlby  of  Alderlkt,  Lord 

Government  of  India,  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee — Joint  Committee  of  Inqoirv, 
419 

Snndar  (Opening  of  Mawama,  Ao.)i 
1347 

Stansfeld,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  Halifax 
Oontagtoae  Diseases  Acts,  1866-18S9,  Roa. 
981 

Stevewson,  Mr.  F.  8.,  Suffolk,  Mvo 

Africa  ( Enst   Coast) — Znniibar  Delimitation 

Commission,  468 
Poor  Law  (England  and  Wales)— Aged  Couple* 

in  Workhousei,  469 

Stetehboh,  Mr.  J.  C,  South  Shiolda 
Sale  of  Intoiioating  Liqoora  on  Snnday,  9R. 
379 

Stewabt,  Mr.  M.  J.,  KirJcouiBright 

Armjf    (Auxilinry   Forces)  —  Volunteer  Ar- 

tiller;,  1664 
Croflera  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  2R.  109 
Fishing  Industries  { ICngland  and  Wales) — In- 
stitution of  a  Fisherv  Board,  63 
Inland  Revenue — Dog  Licences,  442 
Sootland — Eviction  of  Crofters — Rotam  of 
Cases,  805 

Tramways  and  Pobllo  Companiea  (Ireland) 
Aot.  1883— Operation  oftbe  Act,  1178 

SxBATHEDEir  Aio)  Oampbbix,  Lord 

Metropolis,  Distnrbnnces  in  the,  Rea.  741,  761 
New  Publlo  Offlces— National  Pcwtrait  Gal- 
lery, 604 

St0abt,  Mr.  J.,  Shorediteh,  Soxton 
Law  and  Police — Coal  of  tho  Police  Foroe,  18 
London  Hospitals — The  Homerton  Iloapttal, 
634,  635 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Worlis  (Water  Supply, 
Ao.),  SR.  88 

SxTOELBY,  Lord 

National  Gallerj — Hours  of  Opening,  Address 
for  a  Paper,  281 

National  Museanu — Evening  Opening,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Addreas,  614 

SuLLivAS,  Mr.  D.,  Westmeath,  S. 

Ireland — Landlord  and  Tenant — Loan  for 
Building— Caae  of  John  M'Namara,  Braw- 
noy,  Co.  Weatmeatb,  472 

Sunday  ( Opminn  of  MutoaaUt  ^9.) 
Moved  to  resolve  "That  whereas  for  many 
years  past  I'arliament  hna  voted,  without 
comment  or  protest,  fnnda  to  provide  for  the 
Sunday  opening  of  Hampton  Court  Picture 
Galleries,  Kew  Gardens,  the  Painted  Hall 
of  Greenwich  Hospital,  and  the  Dublin  Na> 
tional  Gallery  ;  tbat  whereas  a  majority  of 
tho  Troatees  of  both  the  British  Museum 
and  or  the  National  Gallery  have  expressed 
a  desire  to  open  ihoeo  ioaCitntiooa  on  Sunday 
afternoons;  that  whertaa  for^-maQy  7*va 
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muwnmt,  librariei,  and  art  gallcriM  hare 
been  opened  frae  totlw  people  on  Sandava  in 
maof  large  provincial  towna,  with  reaolU  of 
a  bighlj  iatisfaotorr  ehnraoter  :  and  farther, 
•eeing  that  no  legislative  impediment  ia 
offered  to -the  Sondaf  opening  of  the  Zoo- 
logical Oardena  io  London  to  the  wealthy 
elaBKa  of  aoeietjr,  notwithatandiog  the  mocb 
larger  proportion  of  Sundaj  labour  therebj 
involved  aa  compared  with  a  GovernmeDt  art 
eollMtion  :  that,  lor  the  above  reasona,  this 
[lotue  is  therefore  of  opinion  that  the  time 
hai  now  come  when  the  principle  already 
conceded  thould,  in  the  intereata  of  religion 
and  education,  be  eitended  to  the  oational 
collections  of  art  and  literature  in  the  Me- 
tropolia"  {Tkc  Lord    Thurlow)   Mar  19, 

Amendt.  to  leave  oat  all  after  ("That.")  insert 
("  it  ia  not  deiirahle  to  open  the  nntional  col> 
lections  of  art  nnd  literature  in  the  Metro- 
polis on  Sunday  "  ( The  VtMeount  Midleton)  ; 
after  debate,  on  <^estion,  "  That  the  words, 
A«. ;"  Coot.  78,  Not-Cont.  62  ;  M.  16  ;  re- 
aolved  Id  the  afllrmative 

DIt.  List,Cont.  and  Not.Cont.  1348 

Origlaal  Motion  agr»ed  to 

Sunday  {Opening  of  MvammM,  S^e.) 
Moved  to  resolve.  "  That  it  woald  be  expedient 
that  maaeama  ahonid  be  opened  by  daylight 
only,  and  should  be  olosed  dnruig  the  time 
of  afternoon  Divine  Servloe,  00  Sundays  " 
{Tlu  Lord  Denman)  Mar  911.  1774;  on 
Ideation,  resolved  in  the  negative 

[See  title  JfdHoml  JfitMumx] 

8UPFL7 
Clan  I.,  Vote  3,  Royal  Parki  and  Pleatwe 
Oerdem,  Questions,  Mr.  Brodrick,  Mr.  W. 
U.  Smith,  Mr.  I^bouehere;  Answers,  The 
ChMHWllor  of  the  Ezchequer  (Sir  Willtam 
Haroourt),  The  Seeretnry  to  the  Treasnry 
(Mr.  Honrj  H.  Fowler)  Mar  I«,  71»1 
The  Spending  Departmenti  of  the  ^{a^«.  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Kylands;  Answer,  The  First  l^ord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.W.  E.  Gladstone)  Jfar 
IS.  830 

The  Army  Ritimatei,  Questions,  Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  Stale  for 
War  (Hr,  Cnmpbell-Bannerman),  The  Firat 
l^ril  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
Mar  1ft,  834 

SUPPLY 

Considered  fn  Committee  Mar  11,  479  — 
Cmt  SiRvioa  Estikatis~Cubs  I. — Pmuo 
WoKU  AMD  BoiLOiaas — Votes  1  to  15 

Resolutions  reported  Mar  13,  74 1 

Third  Kesolution  postponed 

Postponed  Resolution  considered  Mar  18, 1308 

(3.)  £«a.3l6,  Etojal  Parks  and  Pleasura 
Gardens 

Resolved,  That  the  Postponed  Resolution  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  of  Supply  on 
the  tub  March  be  re-oommitted  to  the  said 
Committee 

Resolved,  That  this  Uouse  will  immediately 
resolve  Itarlf  Into  the  Committee  of  SnppI/ 


StrPFLT — colli. 

Sopply  again  conudered  in  Comaittse 

Moved,  -  That,  in  additioa  te  tba  na  it 
£63,316  already  granted  to  Her  Msje^,  to 
deirWy  the  Charge  which  will  eene  ia  eesne 
of  payment  during  the  year  eadieg  oa 
31st  day  of  Manh  1887,  for  the  Rofu 
Parks  and  Pleasare  Gardens,  the  nm  if 
£50,403.  be  granted,  making  tegethn  tk 
sum  of  £113,619,''  1308 

Moved.  That,  in  addition  to  Uw  *»  « 
£62,316  already  granted  to  Her  Maj«stj, 
*e..  the  redaeed  sam  of  £48,353,  be  gnsiti 
making  together  the  ram  of  £ll0.469''(Kr, 
Labowkere)'.  after  short  debate,  QtiOw 
pnt :  A.  65,  N.  141  :  M.  76  (D.  L.37) 

Original  Question  pa(,  and  agreed  to 

R«solntion  reported  Mar  19 

Considered  in  Committee  JCar  15,  MS-.1in 

EaTIMATBa 

(1.)  61.100  Hen  and  Boys,  after  sbtrtMito, 

Vote  agreed  to 
Resolution  reported  Mmr  16 
Considered  in   Committee   Mar  18 -Sin 

EsmuTBS — Departmental  StatesNst 
(I.)  £3,903,900,  Wages.  Ae.  to  Sesoesttl 

Marines  :  after  long  debate,  Votetgreell*, 

1 184 

(3.)  £964,400,   Victoala   and    Glothiiig  i« 

Seamen  and  Marines  ;  after  short  deW, 

Vote  agreed  to,  1385 
(S.)  £3,403,400,    Vote    on   Acceont,  Cr 

Services  and  Revenae  Deparlaeati;^ 

debate.  Vote  Agreed  to.  1286 
(4.)  £595  19f.  \d..  Civil  Servioe  Eiceoc^lK 
Resolutions  reported  Mar  19,  1447 
Moved,  "  That  this  House  doth  agree  *iti 

Committee  in  the  said  ResolntioDi ;"  iliT 

short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agrN^l* 
Considered  in   Committee  Jfor  33  -  ^ 

EsTiMATia — Departmental  SutemeBt 
(1.)  191,867  Men,  Land  Forces  at  Hw»' 

Abroad  :  after  sh^rt  debate.  Vote  tfcvi^ 

1588 

(3.)  £4.457,800,  Pay  and  AUowaoces 

Reeolutiona  reported  Mar  38 

Considered  in  Committee  Mar  85,  ISOf'im 

EsTiMATia,  V«te  11,  1809 
Committee  b  j. 

Swinburne.  Sir  J.,  SiafforMire,  Hehfidi 
Drowned  Persons  (Oiscoverr  and  InterMit)) 
SR.  177S 

Talbot.  Mr.  J.  G.,  Oxford  Univtrtitif 
Marriages  (Honra  of  Solemniution),  SR.  1*6* 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  (EitrwHdinary)  Aimm* 
ment,  3R.  1743 

TAimBB,  Dr.  0.,  Cort  Co.,  Mid 

Harbours  of  Refuge,  Res.  688 
Ireland — Questions 

Arms'  Lioenoea— Case  of  John  DaniNt*i 
298 

Royal  Irish  Constabalar/— Alleged  AmOi 
on  Mr.  Patriok  Cerkerr,  817;-E<>>rl«' 
ment  aa  Caretakers  at  lanimrrai  w 
Cork.  817,  818 
Navy— Roehe'e  Point   Coastguard  Stww> 
1804 

Supply— Honwt  of  ParliMatBt,  528  . 
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QnestiOD,  Mr.  J.  W.  BaroUr;  Aoiver,  The 
Lord  AdTOoate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  Xar  18, 

ii&a 

Thohab,  Mr.  A.,  Olamorgan,  E. 

Lav  and  Jutlce — ImpriMmiiwat  for  Contempt 
orOourt,  8 

Thompson,  Sir  H.  M.  Mbysey-,  Limitln- 
ihire,  Brigg 
Manchester  Ship  Canal,  3R.  251 
ParUamentarj  EleetionB — Polling  Arrange- 
nwntfl,  476 

Thtjelov,  Lord 

Female  Inspectors  of  Workshops,  5 
Metropolis,  Disturbances  in  the,  Res.  749 
Sanda;  (Opening  of  MuwnniB,  *o.).  K«s.  1336 

TrppiNG,  Mr.  W.,  Stockport 
Manchester  Ship  Canal,  211.  382,  38S 

Tithe  Bent-Cluu^  Amendment  Bill 

(Jff.  BnoJ^ld,  Mr.  Tarquhanon) 
e.  Read  3°,  after  short  debate,  and  committed  to 
the  Select  Committee  on  the  Titho  Rent- 
Charge  ( Kxtraordinarj)  Amendment  Bill 
Mar  24,  1748  [BUI  68] 

Titiie    Bent-Charge   ( Extraordinary) 

Amendment  Bill         {Mr.  Norton,  Mr. 
KnatehtuU-Bugtttmt,  Mr.  Pam/itt) 
e.  Read  2*,  after  debate,  and  committed  to  a 
Select  Committee  jlfar34.  17S8  [Bill  61] 

Tithe    Kent-Charge    ( Extraordinary) 

Redemption  Bill  i^r.  Thomas  Bolton, 
Mr.  Thorold  Rogtrt,  Mr.  Borlatt,  Sir  John 
Lubboek)  [Bill  63] 

e.  Read  2°,  and  committed  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Tithe  Rcnt-Chargo  (Extra- 
ordinarj)  Amendment  Bill  Mar  24,  1789 

ToMLiNSOK,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Preston 

Emplojers'  Liability  Aot  (1880)  Amendment 

(No.  S),  2R.  599 
Italy,    Commeroial   Trentr   wiUi  —  Italian 

Shipping  Bonntiei  Aet,  1640.  1641 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Aou  Amendment,  Comm. 

el.  2.  Motion  for  reporting  frogreas,  7S5, 

738 

Literatnre,  Soienoo,  and  Art — Soalptnrci  at 

the  British  Museum,  463,  463 
Pnblio  Health  Aoti  (Improvement  Expenses), 

9R.  375 

Sate  of  Intoxioatiag  Liquors  on  Sunday,  3R. 
386 

Supply— Pnblic  Boildlngs,  Great  Britain,  534 
Tithe  lUnt-Charge  Amendment,  2R.  1749 
Trade  and  Commeroe — British  Commercial 

Interests  Abroad,  446 
Commercial  Intercourse  with  Spain  and 

tho  United  State^  461 


ToTTEHHAU,  Mr.  A.  L.,  TPinehe»ter 
Armf — Soldier's  Ration,  1577 
Army  Estimatei — Clothing  Eatablishmenti* 
Serriees,  and  Supplies,  1800 

Town  SolUngt 

Select  Committee  nominated  Mar  18  ;  List  of 
the  Committee,  1335 

Local  Taxation  —  Taxation  of  Railway 
Stoekt,  Question,  Mr.  Milnes-Gaskell  ;  An- 
Bver.  The  Chaneellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir 
William  Hanmurt)  Mar  19,  1367 

Trai$  and  Commsrce 

iinntMl  Seporti  from  the  Coloniei,  Question, 
Mr.  Hutton :  Answer,  The  Under  Seoretarjr 
of  State  for  the  Coloniee  (Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan)  Mar  25,  1803 

Britith  Commercial  Intereit$  Abroad — Diplo 
matie  and  Consular  Repretentativa.  Ques< 
lion,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflkira 
(Mr.  Bryce)  Mar  8.  97 imtrue^MU  to 
M.M.  Agentt,  Questions.  Sir  Julian  Gold- 
smid,  Mr.  Tomlinson  ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr. 
Bryoe)  Mar  11,  446;  Question,  Lord  Wil- 
liam Compton  :  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary of  Stata  for  Foreign  Affiiin  (Mr. 
Bryco)  Mar  35.  1801 ;  i^oestion,  Mr.  Hut- 
ton  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  Stato 
for  Foreign  Affisirs  (Mr.  Bryee]  Mar  35, 
1806 

Commercial  Jntercourte  with  Spain  and  the 
United  Statei.  'Question,  Mr.  Tomlinson: 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  Stnto  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce)  Mar  11,  461 

External  Trade  of  O^e  Country  —  A  Select 
Committee,  Q,u6nioit,  Mr.  Kimber  :  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  Mar  15,  833 

Foreign  Sountiet  on  Export!,  Questions,  Mr. 
Kimber,  Mr.  Ritohie ;  Answers,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mnndella) 
Mar  9. 300 

Fweipn  Bounties  on  Sugar  Production —  Re- 
talxatory  Duties,  Cluestions,  Mr.  ICtmber, 
Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach,  Mr.  Ritchie,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answers.  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mandella] 
Mar  25, 1800 

Bali-Marking  of  Foreign  Manufactured  Oold 

and  Silver   Watch  Cases,  Questions,  Mr. 

Forwood  ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the 

Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mnnddla)  Mar  18, 

1175  ;  Jlfar35.  1790 
The  Trade  in  Fish,  Questions,  Sir  Henry 

Tyler,  Mr.  O'Kelly ;  Answers,  The  Presi. 

dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mnndella) 

Mar  13.  631 
[See  title  Depression  of  Trade  and  Commerce] 

Trade,  Doprusion  of— Overtime  in  Govern' 
ment  Factories 
Questions,  Mr.  Howell,  Viscount  Curson  ; 
Answers,  Tho  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman),  The  Secretnry 
to  the  Admii-aity  (Mr.  Hibbert)  Mar  13, 
611 
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Qantion,  Sir  JalUn  GoldBmid  :  Answer,  The 
Preitdont  of  the  Board  orTrAile(Mr.  Mun- 
delU)  Mar  11,  44S 

Trade  of  Ireland  wiik  England  and  witA 
Foreign  Cmnlriet,  Question,  Mr.  Badeo- 
Powell ;  Answer.  The  President  of  the 
Beahl  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella}  Mar  8, 10 

Tbeasurt— First  Ijord  Gudstone, 
Eight  Hon.  W.  E.) 

Tbbisust— Lord  of  (*M  GowER,  Mr.  G. 
G.  L.) 

Tbbasvby— Lord  of  (im  Rebd,  Sir  E.  J.) 

Tbeasurt  —  Financial  Secretary  to  (<m 
Fowler,  Mr.  Henry  H.) 

Ireei  (Ireland)  Bill  {Kr.  ouhociy, 

Mr.  Timothy  Httrringtm,  Mr.  Marum,  Mr- 

^yne,  Mr.  O'lTanlon') 
«.  Read  2',  after  debate  Mar  B,  88     [Bill  30] 
Committee* — r.p.  Mar  8 
Committee  *  ;  Keport  Mar  1 1 
Considered  Mar  18.  1321  :  Bill  re-committed 

in  respect  of  New  Clause;  Committee; 

Report :  Constdered 
aeadS**  Mar  19 
J.  Read  1'*  (Lord  Pretident)  Mar  32  (No.  43} 

Tbxvbltah,  Et.  Hon.  G.  0.  (Secretary 
for  Scotland,  &c.),  ffateick.  Sec. 
Chnreh  of  Scotland,  SR.  1116,  1129.  1135 
Crofters  (Scotland)  (No.  3),  SR.  301.  303, 

307,  308,  213,  836.  1184 
Scotland — Questions 

Administration  ol  Jostioft— The  lltghlands 

and  Islands,  968 
Educational  Endowments  Act,  1883 — Uiss 

Luc;  Campbell's  Bequest,  108 
EriotioD  of  Crofters — Return  of  Cnies, 
805 

Fisheries  —  Rogistration  of  Fishing  Bonts, 
1163 

Highlands  and  Islands — Distress  in  the 

Hebrides,  1631 
Literatare.  Scieooe.  and  Art— Sir  Darid 

Baxter's  B«tuost  to  Dundee,  1163 
Police  —  Dismissal   of   James  Martin, 

Police  Consublo,  Aberdeen,  1307 
Prisons  — Barlinine  Prison,  629 
Poblio  Health— Small- Pox  at  Woodside, 

969 

Universitf  of  St.  Andrew's— Appointment 

of  Dr.  Donaldson,  1496 
Sootlniid — Education  Department — Questions 
Code  for  1880,  800.  1363 
Uaelio  in  Elementarj  Schools,  814 
School  Grnnte  in  tho  Highlands.  1475 
Voluntary  Schools,  11 

Tfuek  Aett,  Tka  —  Injrit^tmant  in  South 
Wales 

Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  Tho  Se- 
cretary of  Stnto  for  tho  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Childera)  Mar  H,  4S0 


TuiTE,  Mr.  J..  W§»im00th,  N, 

Ireland  —  Labourers  Acts,  1883  and  1BS5  — 
Appeals  to  PriTV  Council  against  Schemes. 
454 

Labourers'  (Ireland)  Act  Aoendmeat,  Coarn. 
add.  a.  1445 


Ttler,  Sir  H.  W.,  Oreai  TarmoA 
AnQ7— Questions 

Enfield  Small  Arms  Factory  —  Dneb^ 

of  Workmen,  14.15 
Gorernment  Contracts,  453 
War  Department  —  Gorertimetit  Conma 
Abroad,  800 
Feliistowe  Railway  and  Dock,  SR.  431, 41! 
Kishing  Industries  (England  and  Wales)— b- 

stitution  of  a  Fishery  Board,  61 
London.  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Railvif 
3R.  965 

Metropolis'— Public  Meeting!,  16 

Trade  and  Commere»— Th«  Trado  in  FUkC 

UlBter  Canal  and  Tyrone  FavisatiaBn 

{Mr.  John  MorUy,  Mr.  Henry  B.  Fo^, 
e.  Question,  Mr.  Johnston  ;  Answer,  The  Seen- 
Ury  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  U.  Fe>hr; 
Mar  12, 642 
Adjourned  Debate  on  Motiou  for  Lbr 
[March  1]  reenmed  Mar  Iff,  9Sa  ;  QoesliH 
pat,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  ordered  ;  raad  ]'* 

[BiU  141] 

Union  of  Benefices  BiU  [h.x..]    (.So.  »> 

{Tht  Sartof  MiUtowM) 
t.  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  sow  nad  S>" 
Mar  23,  1661 
Amcndt.  to  leave  out  ("  now,")  tku 
sis  months  ")  ( The  Lord  Blmhtftf  Lntd^a) : 
after   short  debate,    on     Queitm,  Tfaal 
(' '  now,"}  &c. ;  resolved  i  n  the  ne^iv* 
Bill  to  be  read  2*  this  day  nix  moatbs 

Vaoeination 

Fatal  Reix^tt  at  Rydt  {hie  of  Wigkt'u  Qaes- 
tioD,  Mr.  Pieton;  Answer,  The  President  ef 
the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  J.  Cbia- 
berlaiii}  Mar  8,  109 

The  hland  of  Rugen,  Question.  Mr.  Arthu 
O'Connor;  Answer,  The  Under  Seeretuj 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr,  Brjec 
Mar  25,  1803 

Vaccination  Act — Repeal  of  the  Compvd^ 
Clautet,  Question.  Mr.  Tbomas  Kobiassa': 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  IxMial  6o*vn> 
meat  Board  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain]  Mar  11 
1178 

Vamomer  and  Japan,  Steamhip*  httw^n 
— The  InUr-DtpaTimmUal  CowmitUf 
Question,  Mr.  Pnteaton  ;  Answer,  Tbe  Under 
Seoretary  of  State  for  tbe  Colonial  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan)  Mar  0,  804 

Vernet,  Captain  E.  H.,   Buekt,  N., 
Buckingham 
Merchant  Shipping  —  Crimping  iu  Americaa 
PorU,  810 

Digitized  by  G OOg Ic  t«"* 


VEB  WAL 


{SESSION    188  6) 
SOB* 


WAR 


WAY 


VsBMVT,  Oftptain  E.  H. — eota. 

Navy  Estimatw  —  Wsgei,  A«.  to  Seamen  and 

Harinet,  1809 
Parliament  —  New  Rules  of  Proeedare  — 

(Rulo  2,  Adjournment  of  the  House) — Select 
Committeo  on  Parliamentary  Procedure— 
Constitution  of  (he  Committee.  837 
Parliament  —  RepraseDtatWe  Oovemment, 
Ree.  49 

Snppir— Pnblie  Bnnding^  Great  Britain,  581 

Veatri0$,  Right  to  Vote  at  —  Parochial 
I  Qovffmment 

Qoestion,  Mr.  Cobb;  Aneirer,  The  Preeiilent 
of  the  Looat  Gorernment  Board  (Mr.  J. 
.Obamberialn)  Mar  10,  818 

■  Votcbht,  Mr.  0.  E.  H.,  ShsJUld,  Central 
Xrmj—  Rifle  Ranges — Wormwood  Scrubba,  294 
Army  (Aoziliarj  Foroes)  —  The  Voluotoer 
*  Foroe — Taoaneiea  for  Sabaltsms,  1S63 

Army  (Aoxiliary  Foroee) — Volunteor  Capita- 

tion  Grant,  Res.  1606,  1521 
BritiHh  Commeroial  Interests  Abroad — Diplo- 
matic and  Consular  Representatives,  97 
British  Museum — Dismissal  of  William  Bright- 
r         well,  47S 

Certified  iDdnstrlal  Schools  and  Voluntary 
I  Traininp;  Homes  —  Assisted  Emigration  of 

Children,  1304 
f       Imperial  Federation  —  Conference  during  the 
Colonial  Exhibition,  1500 
Westminster  Halt  (Restoration],  llSfi 

I    Walit — Intermediate  Edueation — Legitla- 
tion 

Question,  Mr.  Kenyon ;   Answer,  The  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair) 
F         Jfarll,463;  Question,  Mr.  Teo;  Answer, 
I         The  Vice  President  of  the  Coanell  (Sir  Ljon 
Playfair)  Jtfor  23, 1032 

I 

WaUt—  Church  of  England  in  Wales 
Moved,  "  That,  as  the  Church  of  England  in 

I  Wales  has  failed  to  fulBI  its  professed  object 

as  a  means  ofpromoting  the  religioua  inte- 
rests of  the  Welsh  people,  and  ministsra  to 
only  a  small  minori^  ol  the  population,  its 
oontinnance  as  an  Established  Churoh  iu  the 
Principality  is  an  anomaly  and  an  tnjustioe 

1  which  ought  no  longer  to  exist"  (M*. 

DiUwffn)  Mar  9,  305 
Amendt.,  'I'o  leave  out  all  after  "  population," 
in  line  4,  insert "  this  House  is  of  opinion  that 

,  the  time  has  arrived  for  introduoing,  without 

delay,  into  its  organisation  such  relorms  as 
will  enable  it  to  adapt  itself  more  efficiently 
to  the  religions  needs  and  wishes  of  the 
Welsh  people"  (Ur.  Albert  Grey)  v.: 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  &o. ;  " 

I  after  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  329,  N.  341 ; 

M.  13 ;  Dir.  Liat,  Ayes  and  Noes,  858 ; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be 
there  added,  861 ;  after  short  debate. 
Question  put;  A.  331,  N.  163;  M.  99 
(D.  L.  25) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed,  366 ; 
after  short  debate,  main  Question  put; 
A.  49,  N.  840  ;  M.  897  (D.  L.  96) 


Wab  DEPABTicBirr — Secretary  of  State 

(iM  0AaCFB£LL-BAimEB3[Air,  Bi^ht 

Hon.  H.) 

Wab  Bepabtment— Under  Secretary  of 
State  (<M  Sandhubst,  Lord) 

Wab  Depabtueent— Financial  Secretary 
to  («M  Gladstone,  Mr.  H.  J.) 

Wabing,  Colonel  T.,  Doten,  N. 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forcesl — Non-Commlssioned 
Ofikwrs  of  Militia  Stafh,  814 

Defenoes  of  the  Empire— Sefhnoe  of  Ooalin|f 
Stations,  1661 

Ireland  —  Registration  of  Voters  Act  —  Pay- 
ment of  Clerks  of  Unions,  437 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Aota  Amendmt-nt,  Oomm. 
el.  1,  734  ;  el.  8,  919  ;  Oonsid.  add.  el.  1981 

WABimroTON,  lb.  0.  M.,  Monmouthf  W. 

Grown  Duties.  Res.  1386 

WAT8  AND  MEANS 
Exeiie 

Home-grown  Tobacco,  Questions,  Sir  Edward 
Birkbeck,  Mr.  Pyne;  Answers,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  {Sir  William  Har- 
ooart)  i£ir  8, 114 

Inland  Revenue 

Crutoms  Department  (Ireland)  —  Confiteated 
Snuff  and  Tobaeeo,  Question,  Mr.  Dwyer 
Gray  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  Mar  16,  798 

Dog  Licences— Drovert'  ^c.  Doge,  Question, 
Mr.  Mark  Stewart ;  A  nswer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
jrarll,443 
Exemption  of  Life- Saving  Doge,  Question, 
Mr.  Mildmay ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Sir  William  Haroonrt) 
Mar  19,  1370 

Income  Tax,  GoUedion  of.  Questions,  Mr. 
Dwyer  Gray ;  Answers,  The  Seoretiry  bo 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Uenry  U.  Fowler) 
Mar  15,  802  i—Exemptioni,  Question,  Mr, 
Roand ;  Answer,  The  Chanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Sir  Willism  Ilaroourt)  Mar  16, 
967  ;  —  Aeietment,  Question,  Mr.  Agg- 
Gardner;  Answer,  The  Gbancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Sir  William  Harooari)  Mar  16, 
978 

'  hieence  Duly  on  Pvhlie-Hontei,  Qnestlon,  Hr. 
M'Laron ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer  (Sir  William  ilaroourt)  Mar  18, 
1168 

Stamps— ^ewtpaper  Siampt,  Question,  Mr. 
Dwyer  Gray;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
Mar  16,  798 

The  Land  Tarn  Commiseton,  Qnesiion,  Hr. 
Francis  Powell ;  Answer,  A  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Loveson  Gower)  Mar  93, 
1494 

WAYS  AND  MEANS 

Considered  in  Committee  Mar  16,  1067 
ReaolTod,  That,  towards  making  good  the 
So^y  granted  to  Her  Majesty  fox  th^  ser- 
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vi«e  of  the  jmr  ending  on  the  Slit  dnj  of 
March  1886,  the  ram  of  £544.779  be 
granted  out  of  the  CooMlidUed  Pand  of  the 
United  Kingdom 

[Leaolatlon  reported  Mar  17 

[See  Con$oUdat«d  Fund  {No.  1)  bxU] 

Coniidered  in  Committee  Mar  18, 1323 

(1.)  ReeoWed,  That,  towardf  making  good  the 
Sopplj  granted  to  Her  Majeft;  for  tlie  aer- 
vice  of  the  jear  ended  on  the  Slat  daj  of 
March  1887,  the  ann  of  £38,71S  3*.  \d.U 
granted  oat  of  the  Caowlidated  Fond  of  the 
United  Kingdom 

(3.)  lletolred,  That,  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  lor  the  aer- 
Tioe  of  the  year  ending  on  the  31  at  day  of 
March  1887,  the  aom  of  £9,356,018  be 
(Tranted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fand  of  the 
CJoited  Kingdom 

Aesolntiona  reported  Mar  19 

[See  ContolidaUd  Fund  {Xo.  9)  BiU] 

Considered  in  Committee  Jfor  39,  1800 

Kesolved,  That,  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  aer> 
vice  of  the  year  ending  on  thn  31it  day  of 
March  1887,  the  sum  of  £4,457,300  be 
granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom 

Resolution  reported,  and  agreed  to  Mar  S3, 
1787 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instmction  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3) 
Bill,  That  they  have  power  to  make  pro- 
vision therein,  pursuant  to  the  said  Resolu- 
tion 

"Webstee,  Sir  R.  E.,  hU  of  Wight 

Crown  Duties,  Res.  1381 
Ground  Rent>,  Res.  1038 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works— Water  Supply, 
87 

Railway  and  Canal  IVatBc,  Motion  for  Leare, 
678 

Tithe  Ren^Chal^e  Amendment,  2K.  1747 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  (Extraordinary)  Amend- 
ment, 3B.  17il 

■WEMT88,  Earl  of 

New  Pnblie  Oflloes  —  National  Portrait  Gal- 
lery, eoi 

WssT,  Colonel  W.  0.,  DmUgh^  W. 
Poor  Law  (England  and  Wales)  —  Salaries  of 
Poor  Law  OOoialf,  685 

WxsTLAKE,  Mr.  J.,  JSSww,  Bemford 
Labonrurs  (Ireland)  Aeta  Ameodoient,  Comm. 
el.  18,  Amendt.  1435 

WiixiAMS,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Glamorgan,  8. 
Law  and  Justice — Csj^iff  County  Court- 
Welsh  Witnesses,  1777 


WnjJAVS,  Mr.  J.  0..  NtUingkm,  8. 

Charity  Commissioners— The  ParoaUilCltri- 
tiea  of  the  City  o(  London,  110 

Compensation  for  Damagts,  Coinni.  lUl 

Marriages  fllonra  of  Soteoinitstion],lL\U3  ■ 
Coma.  «f.  1,1738 

Supply— Houses  oF  Farluunsnt.  A15, 511 
Public  Buildings,  Grent  Britain,  fiJT,  Ml 

WiLSOK,  Mr.  0.  H.,  HuU,  W. 

Felixstowe  Rulway  and  Dock,  3EL  Ai^ 
418 

Nary— H.M.S8.  "Nito"  and  ••TnUw," 
1780 

Poor  Law  (Knglaod  and  WalM)-DMtt«t 
Rnssians  at  HalMlSO 

WiLsoK,  Mr.  J.,  Durham,  StugUat^ 
Spring 

Eriotion  of  Pitmen  (Darbam),  4W 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liqaort  on  SnA^/to^ 
bam),  SR.  1769 

Wilson,  Mr.  J.,  Edinburgh,  (M 
Supply— Fublio  Building),  Great  Briiu,iH 

WoLU£a,  Viscount,  BanU,  PtUn^ 
Army  Estimates  —  Clothing  Establid»nti^ 

SerriceSf  and  Supplies,  1881 
Supply— Pnblie  Buildings.  Grsa(Britui,W 

Vomen'B  Saffrage  Bill  [h.l] 

(T/u  Lord  Denwun) 
I.  9R.  negaUred  Mar  18,  947  (Nb-1*I 

WooDAiL,  Mr.  W.  (Snrroyor  Geanl 

of  Ordnanoe),  Sanlog 
Defenees  of  the  Eminre— Defsnce^M^ 

Stations,  1551, 1054 
E^tian  and  South  Af^ioan  Expetfiw-"* 

War  Contraets,  441 

WooDHKAD,  Mr.  J.,  York,  W.R.,  Sfm 
ValUy 

Education  Department  (EngUadaodWilNh 
The  "  Excellent"  Merit  Grant,  IMI 

W0EK8— First  Commisnonw  («»  M*"*" 
I.ET,  Sari  of) 

Workthapo,  FemaU  lnap4^»n  of 
Question,    Observations,  Viseoest 

Reply,  Lord  Tbnrlow  Mar  6, 4 

WoETLBT,   Mr.  0.    B.  S.,  5A#^ 
BalUm 

Coal  Mines,  Comm.  913 
Infants,  Motion  for  Leare,  739 
Marriages  (Hours  of  Solemnisation),  SB.  l«* 

Tao,  Mr.     A.,  Glamorgan,  ff«w 
Harbours  of  Beftage«  Res.  886 
IntermediaU  Education  (Wales],  18» 
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